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REVISER'S  PREFACE. 


THE  present  revision  is  in  no  sense  either  a  new  translation  or  n 
recast  of  an  old  one.  The  chief  labor  has  been  directed  to  cor 
recting  in  part  the  oversights  or  errors  not  unfrequentiy  common  to 
translations.  Generally  these  corrections  have  been  simply  verbal, 
including,  however,  when  it  seemed  necessary,  the  remodelling  of 
whole  sentences,  and  in  a  few  cases  even  more  than  this.  But,  in  the 
main,  only  such  alterations  were  attempted  as  could  be  made  without 
destroying  the  plates  from  which  the  American  translation  was 
printed.  Many  of  the  corrections,  though  involving  very  slight 
changes,  are  of  considerable  importance,  the  translation  in  some  cases 
having  quite  reversed  the  statements  of  the  author.  Examples  of  this 
first  part  of  the  revision  may  be  found  by  carefully  comparing  the 
translation  and  the  revision  on  the  following  pages :  Vol.  I.,  on  pages 
45,  54,  67,  83,  92,  97,  98,  104,  135,  143,  212,  228,  236,  299,  344,  371, 
379,  387,  392,  400,  432,  447,  491,  513,  and  Vol.  11.,  on  pages  57,  101, 
105,  123, 133,  139,  207,  209,  212,  225,  229,  247,  252,  261.  265,  282,  298, 
307,  318,  319,  324,  336,  342,  and  359. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  several  hundred  minor  corrections  were 
made,  in  large  part  merely  of  typographical  errors,  errors  of  dates, 
names  and  references,  and  in  part,  though  in  small  part,  corrections 
aiming  to  modify  Germanized  forms  of  expression.  It  will,  however, 
be  readily  observed  that  to  completely  expurgate  the  foreign  idioms 
would  involve  a  greater  number  of  changes  than  the  limits  of  the 
present  task  permit. 

The  other  principal  aim  of  the  revision  was  to  introduce  new  mate- 
rial from  the  seventh  German  edition.  Where  it  could  be  easily  accom- 
H^      plished,  this  was  done  by  modifying  the  text,  as  will  be  seen  by  refer- 
4^       ring,  as  above,  in  Vol.  I.,  to  pages  64,  65,  215,  232,  279,  340-2,  and  in 
^        Vol.  II.,  to  pages  150, 304, 343  and  376.     The  paragraph  on  page  341, 
^         relating  to  The  Forged  Decretals  of  Isidore ,  has  been  almost  entirely 
retranslated  from  the  last  German  edition.    But  this  new  matter  has 
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been  annexed,  for  the  most  part,  in  registered  Addenda  at  the  close 
of  the  volume.  References  to  the  Addenda  are  made  in  the  small 
figures  printed  just  above  the  lines  in  which  they  occur,  through  the 
body  of  the  work.  The  Addenda  embrace  generally  abstracts  of  what 
was  thought  to  be  most  important  and  interesting  in  the  new  material. 
Tliose  parts  not  included  relate  largely  to  the  strictly  local  history  of 
the  Author's  own  land.  Owing,  however,  to  the  limits  to  which 
the  volume  had  to  be  confined,  some  of  the  results  of  the  Author's 
later  researches  were  passed  by  with  regret.  Here  and  there  the 
references  to  the  later  Oerman  literature  have  been  inserted,  but  the 
mass  of  these,  as  they  are  of  interest  chiefly  to  those  who  will  use  the 
original  text,  were  left  untouched. 

What  Dr.  Kurtz  has  said,  on  page  350,  Vol.  II.,  relating  to  the 
Lutheran  Church  of  the  United  States,  is  so  entirely  incorrect,  that 
the  whole  paragraph  has  been  cut  out  and  a  very  brief  statement 
of  the  present  condition  of  this  church  supplied  from  reliable  Amer- 
ican authorities.  Save  one  or  two  foot-notes,  easily  distinguished, 
nothing  has  been  attempted  beyond  the  limits  here  indicated. 

August  2Qth,  1876. 
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EDITOR^S    PREFACE. 


The  author  of  the  following  work  was  bom  Dec.  13,  1809.  at 
MoDtjoie,  in  the  district  of  Aix-la-Chapelle,  Rhenish  Pmssia. 
In  early  life  he  contemplated  becoming  a  merchant ;  bnt  as  the 
desire  to  stndj  theology  soon  became  predominant,  he  entered 
(1839),  after  a  five  years'  course  at  the  Gymnasia  of  Dortmnnd 
and  Soest,  the  Uniyersity  of  Halle.  Ullmann  and  Tbolack  were 
then  lecturing  there,  and  the  latter  especially  exerted  a  decidedly 
favourable  influence  upon  our  author's  theological  training.  He 
subsequently  completed  his  studies  at  Bonn,  and  then  went  as  a 
private  teacher  to  Courland.  He  would  soon,  however,  have 
returned  to  his  native  country,  but  for  an  appointment  in  1835 
as  chief  teacher  of  Religion  in  the  Gymnasium  at  Mitau.  Whilst 
occupying  this  post,  he  produced  several  works  which  laid  the 
basis  for  his  present  reputation  :  "  The  Mosaic  Sacrifice,"  Mitau 
1842;  "  The  Bible  and  Astronomy,"  Mitau  1842 -3d  ed.  Berlin 
1853  (transl.  by  T.  D.  Simonton,  and  publ.  by  Lindsay  &  Blakis- 
ton,  Philadelphia,  1857);  "Suggestions  in  vindication  and  proof 
of  the  Unity  of  the  Pentateuch,"  Konigsb.  1844 ;  "  The  Unity 
of  Genesis,"  Berlin  1846 ;  "  Symbolical  Signification  of  the 
Tabernacle,"  Leipsic  1851 ;  *'  Text-book  of  Church  History,'- 
Mitau  1849,  3d  ed.  Mitau  1853,  4th  ed.  Mitau  and  Leipsic  I860: 
'Mancil   of  Sacred  History,"   K5nigsb.  1843,  6th  ed.   1853 
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(transl.  by  Chas.  W.  Schaeflfer,  D.  D.,  publ.  bj  Lindsay  &  B!a 
kistOD,  Philad.  1866);    "Biblical   History  illastrated/'  Berlin 
1847,  3d.  ed.  1853 ;  and  "  Manual  of  Church  History,"  Mitan 
1852,  2d  ed.  1853. 

His  literary  labours  soon  gained  for  him  flattering  atten- 
tion ;  the  honorary  degree  of  Doctor  of  Theology  was  con 
ferred  upon  him,  and  in  1850  he  was  called  to  tho  cnair  of  Church 
History  in  the  evangelical  University  of  Dorpat,  Livonia  (founded 
in  1632  and  revived  in  1802),  which  he  continues  to  occupy.  He 
has  also  been  appointed  to  the  honorable  post  of  Counsellor  of 
State  to  the  Emperor. 

The  present  edition  of  the  "  Text-book  of  Church  History" 
is,  to  a  large  extent,  a  reprint  of  the  Edinburg  translation.  But 
as  that  translation,  avowedly,  tampered  with  the  original  work, 
care  has  been  taken,  in  this  edition,  to  make  the  rendering  con- 
form strictly  to  the  author's  sense.  This  proved  to  be  a  more 
serious  task  than  was  anticipated,  in  some  cases  requiring  an 
entire  reconstruction  of  the  plan  of  the  work,  and  in  others  the 
translation  of.  whole  pages  of  matter  omitted  in  the  Edinbure: 
issue.  The  number  of  pages  thus  added  amount  to  about  fifty, 
including  pp.  371-82,  387-99,  and  the  whole  of  the  section 
treating  upon  Hus.  The  verbal  alterations  necessary  are  too 
many  to  be  enumerated,  although  in  making  these  no  mere  pri- 
vate taste  was  indulged.  Wherever  the  translation  fairly  con- 
veyed the  author's  uense,  it  was  allowed  to  stand ;  and  it  is  due 
to  the  Edinburg  edition  to  say,  that  t!us  was  very  largely  the 
case.  It  is  probable  that  no  book,  original  or  translated,  was 
ever  issued,  in  which  the  author,  or  editor,  did  not  see  room  for 
improvement.  But  the  verbal  changes  made  in  the  present  in- 
stam^e,  were  required  in  justice  to  the  theological  stand-point  of 
Dr.  Kurtz.  Mr.  Erdesheim  (the  translator  of  the  Edinburg  edi- 
tion), by  omitting  a  qualifying  word,  or  substituting  one  of  a 
different  import,  has  kept  Dr.  Kurtz  from  saying,  in  many  in- 


£DIT0B'1S    PREFAOE.  Xl 

fiances,  what  he  desired  to  say,  or  has  made  him  otter  something 
which  he  would  be  uDwilling  to  endorse.  This  is  especially  true 
of  statements  relating  to  Predestinarianism,  the  Sacraments,  and 
the  Church.  As  an  illnstration  of  the  irgustice  thus  done  to  the 
author,  the  reader  is  referred  to  §  119,  6,  (2),  where,  in  reference 
to  John  Buchraik  of  Wesel,  Dr.  K.  says :  ''In  opposition  to 
transnbstantiation  he  adyocated  the  doctrine  of  impanation." 
The  Edinbnrg  translation  has  it :  "  His  views  were  certainly  not 
Romish."  Indeed  it  became  yery  evident,  upon  comparing  the 
Edinburg  issue  with  the  original,  that  the  alterations  were  de-* 
signedly  made,  for  the  purpose  of  adapting  a  Lutheran  work  to 
a  Puritan  market. 

This  is  not  only  doing  great  injustice  to  the  author,  but  to  the 
Church  at  large.  One  of  the  best  apologies  for  denomination- 
alism  is,  that  it  is  overruled  for  the  more  manifold  development 
of  the  excellencies  of  Christianity.  And  this  benefit,  so  far  as 
it  may  hold  in  fact,  must  exhibit  itself  no  less  in  the  literary 
than  other  labours  of  Christians  of  different  confessions.  Why 
then  should  not  a  Puritan  or  Presbyterian  be  allowed  to  speak 
or  write  as  a  Presbyterian,  an  Episcopalian  as  an  Episcopalian, 
a  Reformed  as  a  Reformed,  and  a  Lutheran  as  a  Lutheran? 
The  truth  is  not  all  on  one  side.  And  no  one  mind,  imbued 
with  true  moral  earnestness,  is  capable  at  once  of  appreciating 
and  presenting  fairly,  the  various  sides  of  truth.  Instead,  there- 
fore, of  distorting  a  work  like  the  present,  by  forcing  it  into  the 
pattern  of  a  foreign  mould,  it  should  be  permitted  to  set  forth 
facts  in  its  own  way.  Doubtless  Dr.  Kurtz  is  fallible,  and  will 
find  many  to  dissent  from  some  of  bis  statements.  But  he  is  a 
responsible  man,  and  ready,  it  is  to  be  presumed,  to  make  cor- 
rections whenever  convicted  of  errors.  We  say  this  the  more 
unreservedly  for  not  being  of  the  same  Church  with  the  respected 
author. 

The  merits  of  this  work  which  the  reader  will  please  notice  ii 
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the  antlior's  Text-book,  not  his  Manual  (the  latter  being  a  muck 
larger  work)  of  Gharch  History,  are  so  obvious,  that  they  need 
not  be  pointed  out  in  detail.  It  combines  lacid  conciseness  with 
full  comprehensiyeness  to  a  rare  degree.  And  although  it  can- 
not, of  coarse,  supply  the  place  of  larger  works  on  the  subject, 
already  issued,  or  in  course  of  publication,  it  will  tend  to  satisfy 
a  great  want  in  this  department  of  literature. 

It  is  proper  to  add,  that  whilst  the  Edinburg  translation  was 
made  from  the  third  edition  of  the  original  work,  the  edition 
now  offered  to  the  public  contains  all  the  improvements  of  the 
fourth  edition  of  the  original,  which  was  published  within  thi 
last  three  months. 

J.  H.  A.  BOMBEROER. 
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HISTORY  OF  THE  CHRISTIAN  CHURCH. 


Jl.  IDEA  OF  CHURCH  HISTORY. 

TbE  Christian  Church  is  that  Divine  institntion  for  the  sal- 
vation of  man,  which  Jesas  Christ  has  founded  on  earth.  Ith 
aim  is  to  have  the  salvation  wrought  out  by  Christ  communicated 
to,  and  freely  appropriated  by,  every  nation  and  every  individual. 
Outwardly,  the  Church  manifests  itself  in  the  religious  fellowship 
of  those  who,  having  become  partakers  of  this  salvation,  co- 
operate in  their  own  places,  and  according  to  the  measure  of 
their  gifts  and  calling,  towards  the  extension  and  development 
of  the  kingdom  of  God.  Christ  the  God-man,  who  is  exalted 
to  the  right  hand  of  power,  is  the  sole  Head  of  the  Church  ;  the 
Holy  Spirit,  who  is  sent  by  Christ  in  order  to  guide  the  Church 
to  its  goal  and  perfection,  is  its  Divine  Teacher;  —  the  Word 
and  the  Sacraments  are  the  ordinary  means  through  which  the 
Holy  Spirit  works  in  and  by  it.  As  the  Church  has  originated 
in  X\m*.\  and  has  passed  through  a  certain  development,  it  has 
also  a  History.  But  its  course  is  not  one  of  continual  ])rogress. 
For,  side  by  side  with  the  holy  government  of  its  Divine  Head, 
and  the  sanctifying  influences  of  the  Paraclete,  we  also  descry 
in  its  administration  a  merely  human  ngency.  From  the  sinful- 
ness of  oar  nature,  this  agency  may  prove  unholy  and  perverse, 
and  thus  resist,  instead  of  co-operating  ;  obstruct,  instead  of 
advancing  ;  disturb  the  progress  by  introducing  impure  elements, 
instead  of  preserving  it  in,  or  restoring  it  to,  its  ])urity.  But 
even  amidst  all  this  error  and  perverseness  attaching  to  human 
agency,  the  guidance  and  care  of  Christ  and  of  His  Spirit  have 
3  (25) 
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manifested  themselves  in  this,  that  Divine  troth  has  not  beei 
suffered  to  perish  in  human  error,  Divine  power  through  humai 
weakness  and  rebelliousness,  or  the  Divine  salvation  bv  man's 
iniquity.  Nay,  amid  all  hindrances,  the  Divine  has  developed 
and  progressed ;  and  even  these  temporary  obstructions  have 
been  made  subservient  for  preparing,  procuring,  and  manifesting 
in  the  Church  the  complete  triumph  of  Divine  power  and  truth 
From  these  remarks,  it  will  be  gathered  that  it  is  the  task  of 
Church  History  not  only  to  exl  ibit  proper  developments  in  the 
Church,  but  also  all  obstructions  and  aberrations,  —  at  least  so 
long  as  they  have  remained  in  some  relation  to  the  Church. 

J  2.  DIVISION  OF  CIIURCU   HISTORY. 

The  many  and  extensive  ramifications  of  Church  History  ren- 
der it  necessary  to  arrange  its  subject-matter,  both  as  to  length,— 
t.  6.,  into  definite  periods,  during  each  of  which  some  tendency, 
hitherto  influential  in  the  general  development,  reached  its  ter- 
mination, and  in  turn  gave  place  to  new  influences  which  com 
menced  to  affect  the  development,  or  to  give  it  a  new  direction  ; 
—  and  as  to  breadth,  —  ?.  e.,  with  reference  to  the  various  ele- 
ments of  tendency  and  development,  which  made  their  appear- 
ance at  any  one  stage.  In  the  latter  respect  two  points  claim  our 
attention  :  1.  The  arrangement  according  to  yyaUonal  churches, 
80  far  as  these  have  followed  an  indej)endent  and  distinctive 
direction  ;  or  according  to  particular  churches,  which  may  partly 
have  owed  their  origin  to  some  division  in  the  Church  universal, 
occasioned  by  marked  differences,  in  doctrine,  worship,  or  con- 
stitution.—  2.  The  arrangement  according  to  the  (jrand  object 
towards  which  every  movement  recorded  in  ecclesiastical  history 
tends.  This  common  manifestation  of  ecclesiastical  life,  which 
appears  in  all  national  and  particular  churciies,  has,  however, 
assumed  in  different  churches  a  peculiar  and  distinctive  shape. 
The  idea  of  history,  and  ospccially  that  of  a  universal  history 
of  the  Church,  implies  that  it  must  mainly  be  arranged  according 
to  periods.  But  the  question  as  to  which  of  the  other  two 
classifications  is  to  be  prominently  brought  forward,  depends 
partly  on  the  course  of  history  itself,  and  partly  on  the  plan  on 
which  it  has  been  constructed.  In  general,  the  arrangement 
dccording  to  national  churches  must  remain  subordinate,  at  least 
BO  long  as  their  union  and  co-operation  I  as  not  been  interrupted, 
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either  by  following  entirelj  different  tendencies,  or  through  a 
sundering  of  them  into  particular  churches. 

1.  Different  Tendencies  apparent  in  Church  History, — The  Christian 
Church  is  intended  to  embrace  all  nations  and  tongues.     Hence,  it 
must  always  be  its  aim  to  enlarge  its  domain  by  the  conversion  of  non- 
Christian  nations  and  individuals.     The  History  of  the  Extension* 
AND  Limitation*  of  Christianity,  which  exhibits  either  the  progress 
or  the  various  obstructions  put  in  its  way,  must  therefore  form  an 
essential  part  of  Church  History.     Again,  though  the  Church  is  under 
the  invisible  guidance  and  the  unseen  care  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  as  a  visi- 
ble Jind  terrestrial  institution,  it  requires,  for  its  continuance  and  pros- 
perity, a  secure  outward  position,  and  a  stable  and  consistent  internal 
arrangement,  constitution,  and  order.    Hence,  Church  History  has  also 
to  chronicle  the  history  of  Ecclesiastical  Constitution,  both  in  refer- 
ence to  the  outward  position  of  the  Church  towards  the  State,  and  to 
its  internal  organization,  government,  discipline,  and  legislation.    The 
history  of  those  ecclesiastical  divisions  (schisms)  which  had  their  origin 
only  in  different  views  about  church  government,  and  especially  aljout 
the  administration  of  discipline,  belongs  to  this  branch  of  the  subject. 
—  Of  still  greater  importance  for  the  prosperous  progressof  the  i;liurch, 
was  it  to  develop  and  establish  the  doctrine  of  salvation.  The  Holy  Scrip- 
tures are,  indeed,  the  sole  source  and  rule  of  faith,  and  a  sufficient 
directory  in  all  that  concerns  the  knowledge  (»f  salvation.     But  the 
words  of  Scripture  are  spirit  and  life,  living  seed-corn  of  knowledge, 
which,  under  the  superintendence  of  the  Spirit,  who  sowed  it,  must 
unfold  into  a  glorious  harvest;  that  so  the  fulness  of  truth  which  they 
contain  may  be  increasingly  understood,  and  become  adapted  to  all 
stages  and  forms  of  culture  —  to  faith,  science,  and  life.     It  is,  there- 
fore, also  the  task  of  Church  History  to  follow  the  DF.VELoPiiENT  of 
Ecclesiastical  Doctrine  and  Science,  in  all  the  ways  and  by-ways 
(heresies)  over  which  it  has  passed. —  The  Church  also  requires  public 
worship,  as  the  necessary  expression  of  the  feelings  and  aspirations 
of  the  faithful  towards  their  Lord  and  God,  and  as  a  means  for  edifica- 
tion, instruction,  and  strength  to  the  congregation.     In  the  Word  and 
the  sacraments,  the  Church  indeed  receive<l  from  its  Lord  the  immov- 
able ground-work  of  all  worship ;  still,  it  had  to  seek  out  and  to  adopt 
the  most  suitable  and  effective  form,  under  which  these  Divine  powers 
and  gifts  might  be  perfected  and  applied.     Hence  the  History  of 
Worship  must  also  form  an  essential  element  in  Church  Historv.- 
l>astlv,  the  Church  had  to  introduce  the  leaven  of  that  now  life,  of 
which  it  is  the  depositary,  into  practical  life,  and  into  the  manners  and 
customs  of  tlie  people.    This,  then,  implies  another  element  in  Church 
History,  —  that  of  Christian  life  among  the  people.  —  It  is  impossible 
to  determine  the  historical  succession  of  these  varied  manifestations 
af  the  life  of  the  Church,  according  to  abstract  and  logical  princij  les, 
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or  t«  arrange  tliem  in  the  same  manner  at  all  periods.  It  will  there 
fore  be  necessary,  in  each  case,  to  adopt  a  division  which  at  eTer5 
period  will  first  present  those  elements  which  appeared  most  promi 
nently,  and  exercised  a  decisive  influence  upon  all  the  others. 

2.  The  several  Branches  of  Church  History. — The  above  branches  of 
Church  History  are  severally  of  such  importance,  that  they  have  fre- 
quently been  treated  as  independent  sciences.  This  method  renders  ii 
possible  to  enter  into  fuller  details,  and,  what  is  even  more  importanu 
to  treat  each  science  according  to  its  own  peculiar  principles,  and  in 
the  most  satisfactory  manner. — The  history  of  the  spread  of,  or  of  tht 
obstructions  to  Christianity,  is  then  viewed  as  t?ie  History  of  Jdissious, 
That  of  ecclesiastical  government  (ecclesiastica  politia)^  of  worship  and 
of  Christian  manners,  is  called  Ecclesiastical  Archceology  —  a  name 
inaptly  chosen,  since  it  confines  the  range  of  inquiries  to  ancient  times, 
and  groups  together  heterogeneous  elements.  Let  us  hope  that  writers 
on  this  subject  will  in  future  separate  these  different  elements,  and 
follow  the  development  of  each  to  the  present  time,  treating  of  them 
as  of  the  history  of  Ecclesiastical  Constitution,  of  Christian  Worship, 
and  of  Christian  Culture.  The  history  of  the  development  of  doctrines 
may  be  arranged  into — a)  the  History  of  Dogmas ^  in  which  the  genetic 
development  of  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  is  traced  ;  6)  SymhoUcs, 
in  which  the  established  doctrinal  views  of  the  Church  universal,  and 
of  individual  churches,  as  laid  down  in  their  confessions  (or  symbols), 
are  presented  in  a  systematic  manner  (in  "Comparative  Symbolics," 
these  confessions  are  critically  examined,  and  placed  side  by  side  with 
each  other) ;  c)  PatristicSy  which  treats  of  the  subjective  development 
of  doctrine,  as  it  appears  in  the  teachings  of  the  most  eminent  eccle- 
siastical authorities  (the  Fathers  —  limiting  that  expression  chiefly  to 
the  first  six  or  eight  centuries  of  the  Church) ;  lastly,  d)  the  History  ff 
Theology  generally,  or  of  individual  branches  of  theological  science, 
which  details  the  scientific  treatment  of  theology,  or  of  its  individual 
branches,  in  their  historical  course  of  progress.  The  History  of  Theo- 
logical  Literature  exhibits  and  criticises  the  literary  activity  of  the 
Church  generally;  Patrology,  that  of  the  Fathers.  Lastly,  the  science 
of  Ecclesiastical  Statistics  presents  a  general  view  of  the  results  of 
universal  Church  History  during  a  definite  period,  and  describes  the 
state  of  the  Church  in  all  its  relations,  as  it  appeared  at  every  periid 
of  its  history,  furnishing,  "  as  it  were,  a  cross-section  of  history." 
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3.  Principal  Phases  in  the  Historical  Development  of  the  Chvr.'ih.-  -Il 
the  history  of  civilization  we  meet  with  three  successive  forms  uf  culture  i 
the  Oriental,  the  Graeco-Roman,  and  the  Germanic.  The  kingdom  of 
God  was  to  penetrate,  and  unfold  itself,  in  each  of  these,  in  a  manner 
peculiar  to  each,  and  thus  attain  its  most  complete  development.  The 
earliest  Church  (the  Israelitish  theocracy)  represents  its  development 
in  the  Oriental  form ;  the  ancient  Christian  Church  its  development  in 
the  Graeco-Roman  form;  the  modern  Church  its  development  in  the 
Germanic  form.  The  Middle  Ages  exhibit  the  struggle  betwe<in  the 
foperaiinuated  classic,  form  of  culture,  and  the  mtMlern  ;  whilst  the 
later  development  of  the  Church  received  its  main  impulse  from  the 
Germanic-Christian  culture,  which  was  matured  by  the  genial  influ- 
ences of  the  Reformation.  This  division  of  the  History  of  the  kingdom 
of  God  on  the  earth,  according  to  the  different  forms  of  civilization, 
seems  to  us  so  essential,  that  we  derive  from  it  the  principle  of  our 
dirision  of  Church  History,  as  follows : 

I.  Antecedent  History  of  Christianity :  Preparation  for  it  in  the  He- 
brew oriental  form  of  culture ;  simultaneous  adaptation  of  the  univer- 
ial  form,  for  its  manifestation  in  the  GrsDCo-Roman  form. 

II.  Primitive  History  of  Christianity  :  The  perfect  exhibition  of  the 
plan  of  salvation  by  Christ  and  his  Apostles.  Conflict  between  the 
Jewish  and  Greek  forms  of  culture ;  victory  of  the  latter.  First  cen- 
tury (Apostolic  period). 

III.  History  of  the  Development  of  Christianity,  on  the  basis  of  its 
mginal  character. 

A.  la  the  Ancient  Classic  Form: 

First  Period,  from  a.  100-323,  or  to  the  final  victory  of  Christianity 
over  Grac^co-Roman  heathenism. 

Second  Period,  from  323-692,  or  to  the  completion  of  the  doctrinal 
development  of  the  ancient  Church  (680)  and  the  alienation  between 
the  Oriental  and  Occidental  Churches  (692). 

Third  Period,  from  692-1453,  or  to  the  taking  of  Constantim  pie. 
Decline  of  the  influence  of  the  ancient  classic  form  of  culture  on  the 
history  of  the  Church. 

B.  In  the  Germanic  Form.     1.  In  the  Middle  Ages: 

First  Period,  including  the  4th-9th  centuries,  or  from  the  founding 
of  the  Church  among  the  Germans  to  the  end  of  the  Carlovingian  period. 

Second  Period,  from  the  10th-13th  centuries,  to  Boniface  VIII.,  or 
the  age  of  the  papacy,  monasticism,  and  scholasticism. 

T/tird  Perioii,  embracing  the  14th  and  15th  centuries,  to  the  Reform- 
ation ;  decline  of  the  factors  prominent  in  the  Middle  Ages ;  frequent 
reformatory  movements. 

2.  //*  the  Modern  Germanic  Form : 

First  Period,  embracing  the  16th  century,  the  period  of  the  Reforma 
tion. 

Second  Period,  the  17th  century,  the  period  of  crthodoxy. 
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mrd  Periodf  the  18th  centary,  the  a^ce  of  deism,  natunilism,  rutioD 
Alism. 

Fourth  Period,  the  19th  century,  the  age  of  the  revival  of  a  ChristiaB 
and  Church  life  (unionism,  confessionalism)  in  conflict  with  commu- 
nism, pantheism,  and  materialism. 

i  3.  SOURCES  AND  AUXILIARIES  OF  CHURCH  HISTORY. 

I.  The  sources  of  Church  History  are  partly  primary  (origi- 
nal ),  such  as  monaments  and  original  documents,  —  partly 
SECONDARY  (derived),  among  which  we  reckon  traditions,  and 
reported  researches*  of  original  sources  which  have  since  been 
lost.  Monuments,  such  as  ecclesiastical  buildings,  pictures,  and 
inscriptions,  are  commonly  only  of  very  subordinate  use  in 
Church  History.  But  archives,  preserved  and  handed  down, 
are  of  the  very  greatest  im])orlance.  To  this  class  belong  also 
the  acts  and  decrees  of  ecclesiatttical  councils ;  the  regesta  and 
official  decrees  of  the  Popes  {decretals,  briefs)  and  of  Bishops 
(pastoral  letters) ;  the  laws  and  regesta  issuing  from  imperial 
chancellories,  so  far  as  these  refer  to  ecclesiastical  affairs ;  the 
rules  of  monastic  orders,  liturgies,  confessions  of  faith,  letterh 
of  personages  influential  in  church  or  state ;  reports  of  eye-wit- 
nesses ;  sermons  and  doctrinal  treatises  of  acknowledged  theolo- 
gians, etc.  If  the  documents  in  existence  are  found  insufficient, 
we  must  have  recourse  to  earlier  or  later  traditions,  and  to  the 
historical  investigations  of  those  who  had  access  to  original 
documents  which  are  now  no  longer  extant. 

(/.  Collections  op  Councils:  /.  Harduin,  concill.  colloctio  regia 
maxima.  Par.  1715.  12  vols,  folio. — J.  D.  Mansi,  concill.  nova  et  am- 
pliss.  coll.  31  vols.  fol.  Flor.  et  Venot.  1759  ss. 

6.  Acts  of  tub  Popes:  Ph.  Jaffe,  Regesta  pontiff".  Rom.  (to  theyeai 
1198).  Berol.  1851.  4. — The  decretals  of  the  Popes  are  collected  and 
treated  of  in  the  CorpuR  jur.  Canon.,  ed.  Bbhmer  (Hal.  1747.  2  vols.  4.) 
and  Richter  (Lps.  1833  ss.  4). — L,  C?ienibini,  ballarium  Rom.  Ed.  IV. 
Rom.  1G72.  5  vols.  fol. —  C.  Cocqitelines,  bullarum,  privileg.  ac  diplo- 
matuni  ampliss.  collectio  Rom.  1739.  28  vols.  fol.  —  Bnrheri,  huUar. 
Magn.  (1758-1830),  cont.  by  /?.  Segreins  (to  1846).  Rom.  1835-47.  14 
/ols.  fol. 

c.  RiTLES  OP  Monastic  Orders  :  Luc,  IToUtinii  codex  rogularum 
(uonastlc.  et  canonic.  4  vols.  4to.  Rom.  IGCl,  auctis  a  Mar,  Brockie.  6 
foli.  fol.  Aug.  A^ind.  1759. 

d.  Liturgies:  J.  A,  Assemanni  Cod.  liturgicus  eccl.  univ.  13  vols.  4 
Rom.  1749. — H.  A,  Daniel,  cod.  lit.  eccl.  univ.  4  vols.  Lps.  1847-53.  8 
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e.  Confessions  of  Faith:  C.  W.  Fr.  Walch,  biblioth.  symbolica 
TCtus.  Lemg.  1770 ;  A.  Hahn,  Biblioth.  der  Symb.  u.  Glaubensregeli? 
der  apoet.  kath.  K.  (Library  of  the  Confessions  and  Rules  of  Faith  of 
the  ApostoUc  Catholic  Church).  Bresl.  1842. 

f.  Acta  Marttrorum:  Th,  Ruinari^  Acta  primonim  Martyrum. 
New  edition  by  B.  Gallura.  Aug.  Vind.  1802.  3  YolB.—Surius  and  the 
BoUandists  (|  3, 10) ;  St.  E,  Assemanniy  Acta  Sanctorum  Mart.  Orient 
et  Occid.  Rom.  1748.  2  vols.  foL 

2.  Auxiliary  Sciences  of  Church  History, — Those  sciences  are  auxUia- 
fits  of  Church  History  which  are  indispensable  in  order  properly  to 
understand,  critically  to  judge  of,  and  to  sift,  the  sources  of  ecclesias- 
tical history.  Among  them  we  reckon,  1)  Diphmaiics,  which  teaches 
OS  to  judge  of  the  genuineness,  the  completeness,  and  the  trustworthi- 
ness of  documents;  2)  Philology ^  which  enables  us  to  make  use  of 
Boorces  in  different  languages;  3)  Geography ^  and  4)  Chronology^ 
which  respectively  inform  us  about  the  scene,  and  the  succession  in 
time,  of  the  different  facts  narrated.  In  a  wider  sense,  we  may  also 
reckon  among  auxiliary  sciences,  general  history,  as  well  as  that  of 
jurisprudence,  of  civilization,  of  art,  of  literature,  of  philosophy,  and 
of  religion,  all  which  are  indispensable  on  account  of  their  manifold 
bearing  on  the  development  of  the  Church. 

a.  Diplomatics  :  J.  Mabillon,  de  re  diplomatica.  Ed.  II.  Par.  1709. 
foL 

b.  Philology:  C.  du  Frhsne  {Dominus  du  Cange),  glossariura  ad 
scriptores  mediss  et  infimse  latinitatis.  6  vols.  Par.  1733 ;  edid.  Hens' 
chd.  Par.  1840  ss.  7  vols.  4. — Du  Frlsne,  gloss,  ad  scriptores  med.  et 
infim.  grsBcitatis.  2  vols.  fol.  Lugd.  1C88 ;  J.  (7.  Suiceri  thesaurus  eccle- 
siast.,  e  patribus  grsDcis.  Ed.  2.  2  vols.  fol.  Amst.  1728. 

c.  Geography  :  Car,  a  S,  Paulo,  Geogr.  s.,  cur.  J.  Clerici,  Amst 
1703.  fol. ;  —  Nic,  Sansonis,  Atlas  ant.  sacer,  emend.  J.  Clerictis.  Amst. 
1705.  fol.;  — 7.  E.  Th,  Wiltsch,  Handb.  d.  kirchl.  Geogr.  u.  Statiatik 
(Manual  of  Ecclesiastical  Geography  and  Statistics).  2  vols.  Berlin 
1846 ;  the  same  author's.  Atlas  sacer  s.  ecclesiast.  Goth.  1843 ;  C  F, 
^udlin,  kirchl.  Geogr.  u.  Statist.  (Ecclesiastical  Geography  and  Sta- 
tistics), 2  vols.  Tub.  1804. — Mich,  le  Quien,  Oriens  christianus  in  qua- 
toor  patriarchatus  digestus.  Par.  1740.  3  vols.  fol. 

4.  Chronology:  P/per,Kirchenrechnung (Ecclesiastical Chronology). 
Berlin  1841.  4. 

i  4.  HISTORY  OF  CHURCH  HISTORY. 

CoMP.  C.  F.  Staudlin,  Gesch.  u.  Lit.  d.  K.  G.  History  and  Litera* 
tore  of  Church  History).  Hamburgh  1827.  F,  Chr.  Baur,  die  Epochen 
der  kirchl.  Geschichtschreibg.  (the  Periods  of  the  Literature  of  Church 
History)     TUlr  1852, 
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The  Gospels  and  the  book  of  Acts  furaish  us  with  an  account 
of  the  conimencenient  of  ecclesiastical  history.  Next  in  order  of 
time  comes  the  work  of  Hegesippus,  a  native  of  Asia  Minor,  who, 
about  the  middle  of  the  second  century,  collected  the  various  tra- 
ditions  of  apostolical  time.  Only  fragments  of  this  work  have 
been  preserved.  Eusebius^  Bishop  of  Coesarea,  claims  to  be  the 
Father  of  Church  history  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term.  Lead- 
ing men  in  the  Greek  Church  continued  his  work  in  the  5th  cent. 
At  first  the  Eastern  had,  in  this  branch  of  study,  the  advantage 
of  the  Western  Church,  which  only  furnished  translations,  or  at 
most  re-cast  the  material  furnished  by  the  Greeks,  instead  of  car- 
rying on  independent  investigations.  During  the  middle  ages 
the  Eastern  as  well  as  the  Western  Church  furnished  to  Church 
History  in  its  true  sense,  almost  nothing.  But  considering  the 
close  connection  between  church  and  state  in  the  Byzantine 
empire,  we  must  not  omit  to  notice  the  so-called  Scriplores 
historicB  Byzantince,  and  the  Latin  national  histories,  biogra- 
phies, annals,  and  chronicles,  as  important  for  the  student  of 
Church  History.  The  Reformation  first  called  forth  really 
critical  investigation,  and  opened  the  way  for  a  scientific  treat- 
ment of  Church  History.  In  carrying  on  their  great  work, 
the  Reformers  felt  the  need  of  reverting  to  those  times  when 
the  Cluirch  appeared  in  its  purer  form.  To  investigate  and  to 
determine  such  questions,  it  was  necessary  to  study  ecclesiastical 
history ;  while  the  very  attacks  of  their  enemies  obliged  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  to  follow  them  into  these  investigations. 
Both  the  Lutheran  and  Catholic  Churches,  however,  contented 
themselves,  until  the  middle  of  the  ITth  century,  with  their  two 
great  works  of  the  period  of  the  Reformation.  Then,  how- 
ever, the  spirit  of  rivalry  was  aroused  in  the  pursuit  of  such 
studies,  and  during  the  ITth  century  the  Catholic  Church  un- 
doubteiily  bore  the  palm.  The  more  liberal  spirit  of  the  Gal- 
lican  Church  fostered  this  xeal,  especially  among  the  Mauriues 
and  Oratorians  of  France.  The  Jiv/ormrd  Church,  especially 
in  France  and  the  Netherlands,  did  not  keep  far  in  the  rear  of 
these  efforts.  In  the  18th  century  the  contributions  of  the 
Lutheran  Chun*h  again  take  the  lead,  the  Be/ornud  following 
closely  after,  whilst  the  leul  and  learning  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Chun*h  had  dwidtnily  divlinod.  But  as  rationalism  invaded 
the  sphere  of  theology,  so  pn^gmaiism  invaded  that  )f  Church 
History,  and  made  the  ideal  of  it  consist  in  regarding  all  events 
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»>c  the  resuh  of  chance  and  passions,  of  arbitrariness  and  calcu 
lation.     Noi  until  the  19th  century  was  this  conceited  and  dull 
ppirit  of  pragmatism  overcome. 

1.  Ih  the  Reformation.     The  History  of  Euscbius   exttnds  to  thf 
Tear  324.     It  was  continued  in  the  fifth  century  by  Philostorgius^  an 
Arian,  and  by  Socrates^   Sozomenns^  and  TJieodoreij  Catholic  writers 
Early  in  the  sixth  century  Iheodtn-uSj  a  lector  of  Constantinople,  wrote 
an  abstract  of  Theodoret's  work,  carried  down  to  his  own  times ;  this 
abstract  is,  unhappily,  all  that  remains.     These  works  were  followed 
in  the  sixth  century  by  Efxajrius,     In  the  Latin  Church,  livjinvs,  a 
presbyter  of  Aquileia,  translated  the  Ecclesiastical  History  of  Euscbius, 
and  brought  it  down  to  his  own  days  (to  395).     About  the  same  time, 
Sufpicius  Severus,  a  presbyter  from  Gaul,  wrote  his  **  Ilistoria  Sacra," 
in  two  books,  extending  from  the  creation  of  the  world  to  the  year  400. 
In  the  sixth  century,  Cassiodftnis,  a  Roman  official  under  Theodoric, 
c^mdensed  a  translation  of  the  Catholic  continuators  of  Eusebius,  which 
was  designed  to  supplement  the  work  of  Rufinus.     This  compilation, 
well  known  as  the  Ilistoria  ecclesiastica  tripartita,  along  with  Rufinus, 
Continued  the  common  text-bcK)k  in  use  up  to  the  time  of  the  Reforma- 
tion.    Of  a  Syrian  Church  History  by  the  Monophysite  bishop,  John 
of  Ephesus,  in  the  sixth  century,  the  second  part,  containing  the  history 
of  his  own  times,  has  but  recently  become  known.     (Cf.  J.  P.  K.  Land, 
Juhn  of  Eph.,  the  first  Syr.  Ch.  Historian.     Loyden  1857.)     Ccmcem- 
ing  other  contributions  of  the  ancient  Church  see  J  41,  5,  and  ?  48,  2; 
f  >r  the  mediseval  histories  of  the  Latins  J  90,  9,  of  the  Greeks  §  68,  4. 
Gregorifis^  Bishop  of  Tours,  furnished  a  most  valuable  contribution  to 
the  ecclesiastical  history  of  the  Franks  up  to  the  year  591,  and  the 
Venerable  Bede,  to  that  of  England  up  to  the  year  731.     The  Liber  Pon- 
iificalis,  by  the  Roman  librarian  Anastasius  (ob.  891)  furnishes  bio- 
graphies of  the  Popes.     The  work  of  Bishop  Adam  of  Bremen  (extend- 
ing to  the  year  107G)  is  of  great  value  for  the  history  of  the  northern 
churches.    Among  writers  of  universal  Church  history  we  name  Haymo 
of  Halberstadt  (c.  850),  who  however  only  extracted  from  Rufinus  and 
Casiodorus;  the  Abbott  Odericus  VitaliSj  in  Normandy  (c.  1150)  ;  the 
Dominican  Bartholomew  of  Lucca  (c.  1300),  and  Archb.  A?itonitius  of 
Florence,  in  the  15th  century.     Near  the  close  of  the  15th  century  the 
spirit  of  historical  criticism  was  awakened,  through  the  influence  of 
humanism  ({  120).     Besides  the  numerous  Scriptores  hi«t.  Byzant.^  Nice- 
phorus  Oallistiy'in  the  Greek  Church,  wrote  a  Church  history  proper  (in 
the  14th  ceniury).     The  Melchite  Patr.  Eutychiiis  of  Alexandria  wrote, 
in  the  12th  century,  a  Ch.  hist,  in  Arabic,  full  of  fables,  and  of  value 
only  for  the  condition  of  the  Church  under  Mohammedan  rule. 

2.  The  Sixteenth  and  Seventeenth  Centuries,  As  early  as  the  middle 
of  the  sixteenth  century,  the  ^Icidgebujy  Cenfuria  (1559-74),  a  splendid 
work  on  ecclesiastical  history,  were  compiled  by  an  association  of  Lu 
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iheran  divines,  headed  by  Matthias  Flacivs  lUyricus,  a  clergyman  •! 
Magdeburg.  It  consisted  of  1^  folio  vols.,  of  which  each  described  s 
century.  The  work  may  be  descrilied  as  the  result  of  unwearied  labor, 
and  as  bringing  forward  a  great  many  documents  till  then  unknown. 
The  Ceninria  evoked  (in  1588)  the  Ecclesiastical  Annals  of  Ccesar  J5a- 
ronius  (12  vols,  folio,  extending  to  1198) ;  a  production  specially  im- 
portant from  the  circumstance  that  it  brings  to  light  many  documents, 
which  have  since  then  remained  unknown.  The  author  was  rewarded 
with  a  cardinal's  hat,  and  had  almost  been  elevated  to  the  Chair  of 
St.  Peter.  Of  writers  on  general  Church  History  of  the  17th  cent,  in 
Catholic  France  were  Natalis  Alexander^  a  learned,  but  scholastic  and 
stiff  Dominican;  Seh,  le  Nain  de  Tillemontj  a  conscientious  Jansenist 
author ;  Claude  Fleury^  the  mild,  able,  but  somewhat  diffuse  confessor 
of  Louis  XV.;  and  the  eloquent  Bishop  Bossuet,  To  the  older  Rkformed 
Church  we  are  indebted  for  many  excellent  works  on  ecclesiastical  his* 
tory.  Theodore  Beza  comes  first  with  his  History  of  the  French  Re- 
formed Church.  Its  authors,  however,  attained  the  highest  reputation 
in  the  17th  century,  and  became  particularly  distinguished  by  their 
learned  «p«cia/ investigations  (II.  J  40,  4) ;  though  general  Ch.  hist,  also 
received  creditable  attention.  J.H.  Hottinger  combined  a  history  of  the 
Jews,  of  Heathenism,  and  of  Mohammedanism,  with  that  of  Christianity. 
Of  still  greater  importance  were  the  productions  of  Fr,  Spanfieim,  in 
Leyden.  In  his  Ulstoire  de  VEglisey  J,  Basnage  has  replied  to  Bossuet, 
while  the  Annates  of  Sam,  Bosnage  were  directed  against  Baranius, 

3.  The  Eighteenth  Century. —  After  the  great  work  of  the  "  Magde- 
burg Centuria,''  the  study  of  ecclesiastical  history  was  for  a  time 
neglected  by  the  Lutheran  Church.  A  century  elapsed  before  O,  Calixt 
(oh,  1656)  revived  the  study  of  this  science.  Strange  to  say,  it  was 
Again  controversy  which  induced  theologians  to  return  to  the  subject. 
In  1699,  Gottfr,  Arnold,  a  learned  Pietist  and  Mystic,  composed  his 
"  Impartial  History  of  the  Church  and  of  Heretics,"  —  a  work  which 
throughout  breathes  a  party  spirit,  and  which  describes  genuine  Chris- 
tianity only  among  heretics  and  fanatics.  Still,  it  gave  a  fresh  impulse 
to  historical  investigation.  Since  that  period,  men  like  Weismann  of 
Tubingen,,  the  two  fVdlchs  (George  Walch,  the  father,  at  Jena,  and 
Francis  Walch,  the  son,  in  Gottingen),  J.  Lor.  v,  Mosheim,  Chancellor 
in  Gottingen  (oh.  1755),  and  Sigism.  J.  Baumgarten  of  Halle,  have 
furnished  able  and  valuable  works  on  Church  History.  Among  these 
Mosheim  deserves  the  first  place,  both  on  account  of  his  acuteness,  of 
his  practical  sense,  of  his  style,  and  of  his  pure  Latinity.  /.  Sal.  Semler 
of  Halle  (oh.  1791),  the  pupil  of  Baumgarten,  attempted  to  throw  doubt 
upon  almost  every  conclusion  in  historical  theology  at  which  the 
Church  had  arrived.  He  was  answered  by  /.  Matthew  Schrockh,  whose 
work,  in  45  vols.,  bears  evidence  of  almost  incredible  labour  and  per- 
severance, although  it  is  necessarily  diffuse.  Chevalier  SpittltTf  a 
Wurtcmberg  Minister  of  State,  next  furnished  a  clever  caricature  of 
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Church  History.  He  was  followed  in  the  same  spirit  by  Hencke  of 
Helmstadt,  who,  in  vigorous  language,  attempted  to  sketch  the  historj 
of  the  Christian  Church  in  the  light  of  a  continuous  succession  of 
religious  aberrations.  O,  J.  Planck  of  Gottingen,  a  representative  of 
the  unhealthy  suprauaturalism  of  his  time,  wrote  a  number  of  eccle* 
liastical  and  ether  monographs,  which  display  considerable  research, 
but  are  tainted  with  the  spirit  of  his  school.  —  Theologians  of  the  R& 
formed  Church  also  compiled  valuable  treatises  on  ecclesiastical  his 
tory.  Among  them  we  mention  those  of  /.  CUn'atSj  an  Arminian  ;  of 
Alph.  Turretifij  of  Geneva;  of  Herm.  Venema,  of  Franeker;  and  of 
Jabhnsky,  at  Frankfort-on-the-Oder.  The  reforms  introduced  by  the 
Emperor  Joseph  II.  were  not  without  effect  on  the  study  of  ecclesias- 
tical history  among  the  members  of  the  German  branch  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church.  Accordingly,  Casp,  Royko  of  Prague,  and  MatihoA 
Dannenmayer  of  Vienna,  wrote  in  a  liberal  spirit,  —  the  former  in  lan- 
guage almost  cynical,  the  latter  in  a  more  scientific  and  calm  tone. 

4.  The  Nineteenth  Century.  —  A  new  era  in  the  treatment  of  Church 
History  opened  with  Chr.  Schmidt  of  Giessen,  in  the  commencement 
of  the  nineteenth  century.  Instead  of  the  superficial  or  diffuse  enu- 
meration of  facts,  formerly  current,  he  insisted  on  a  thorough  study  of 
the  sources  and  an  objective  estimate  of  events.  But,  unfortunately, 
in  his  case,  the  independent  and  objective  treatment  merely  consisted 
in  want  of  sympathy  on  the  part  of  the  historian  with  the  subject  of 
his  investigations.  His  writings  were,  in  consequence,  cold,  unattrac- 
tive, and  almost  mechanical.  ^[But  the  fundamental  principle  to  which 
he  called  attention  was  safe,  and,  if  rightly  applied,  calculated  to 
accomplish  the  object  in  view.]  lie  was  followed  by  Gieseler  of  GSttin- 
gen  {ob.  1854),  who  elevated  and  improved  this  principle ;  and,  in  his 
History  of  the  Church,  has  left  a  perfect  storehouse  of  the  most  varied 
and  comprehensive  research.  The  text  itself  is  terse ;  but  the  notes 
by  which  it  is  accompanied  contain  an  exquisite  selection  from  the 
sources  from  which  he  had  drawn.  The  Manual  of  Engelhardt  of 
Erlangen  is  an  insipid  but  valuable  arrangement  of  the  subject, 
as  derived  from  the  sources;  that  of  A".  Ilase  of  Jena  is  distinguished 
by  itfl  vivid  sketches,  its  fresh  and  tasteful  style,  and  its  frequent  though 
often  enigmatical  allusions  to  the  sources  whence  his  material  had  been 
drawn.  In  the  prelections  of  Schleiermacher,  we  find,  indeed,  no  more 
than  the  information  ordinarily  conveyed,  but  the  leading  outlines  in 
the  development  of  the  Church  are  well  traced.  The  work  of  Xiedner 
claims  special  merit  from  the  industry  of  the  author,  who  furnishoi 
much  more  than  the  common  staple  of  text^books.  The  book  affords 
evidence  of  most  laborious  study  of  the  sources,  and  of  discriminating 
tact;  but  its  style  is  heavy,  and  somewhat  scholastic.  The  Maniiul  of 
Fricke  (unhappily  left  incomplete),  learned  but  stiff,  is  a  production  of 
Ihe  same  school.  In  Gfrbrer's  work  on  Ecclesiastical  History,  Chris- 
4  *  Wanting  in  the  German. 
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tiauity  is  treated  as  the  natural  product  of  the  time  in  which  it  origi 
nated.  Clerical  selfishness,  political  calculations  and  intrigues^  appeal 
the  sole  principles  of  ecclesiastical  movements  which  this  author  can 
appreciate  or  discover.  Still,  the  work  is  of  importance ;  and  those 
volumes  especially  which  detail  the  history  of  the  Middle  Ages  give 
evidence  of  original  study,  and  contain  much  fresh  information.  Occa- 
sionally the  writer  is  carried  away  by  his  ingenuity,  which  suggests 
combinations  where,  in  reality,  none  had  existed.  In  1853,  Gfriirer 
joined  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 

Almost  at  the  same  time  with  Gieseler^  A,  Neander  commenced  his 
great  work  on  Church  History,  which  formed  a  new  phase  in  that 
branch  of  study.  Sharing  in  the  religious  awakening  which  took 
place  in  Germany  at  the  time  of  the  French  Wars,  and  deeply  imbued 
with  Schleiermacher's  theology  of  feeling,  he  assigned  to  personal 
piety  an  important  place  in  his  treatment  of  Church  History.  In  hie 
view,  ecclesiastical  history  furnished  a  grand  commentary  on  the  para- 
ble of  the  leaven  which  was  destined  to  leaven  the  whole  lump.  The 
developments  of  the  inner  life  are  his  favourite  theme:  he  delights  in 
tracing  the  Christian  clement  even  in  perscms  and  parties  which  had 
formerly  been  overlooked  or  disowned ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Church  and  churchliness  appear  t<>  him  generally  as  a  mere  ossifica- 
tion of  Christian  life,  and  a  crystallisation  of  Christian  dogma.  Simi- 
larly, he  overlooks  the  influence  exerted  by  political  causes,  nor  does 
he  pay  attention  to  the  ajsthetic  and  artistic  bearings  of  history.  If 
his  treatment  of  the  subject  is  too  minute  and  monotonous,  the  reader 
is  compensated  by  fervour  and  the  continuous  evidence  of  familiarity 
with  the  sources.  Among  the  pupils  whom  this  great  man  has  left, 
Jacobi  of  Hallo,  and  Hageiibach  of  Basle,  have  generally  adopted  his 
course,  but  avoided  his  errors.  The  Manual  of  Jacobi  (which  is  not 
yet  completed)  breathes  the  same  spirit  as  that  of  his  teacher.  Its 
tone  is  elevated ;  nor  is  the  author  content  merelv  to  imitate  Neander. 
The  prelections  of  Uagenbach,  originally  delivered  to  an  educated  audi- 
ence, are  somewhat  diffuse,  but  clear  and  attractive.  They  breathe 
throughout  a  warn)  Christian  spirit,  nor  is  the  judgment  of  the  lec- 
turer warped  by  narrow  sectarian  prejudices.  W,  Zimmermann^  real- 
izing the  necessity,  in  writing  Church  History,  of  going  back  to  the 
idea  of  life,  wrote  a  **  History  of  the  Life  of  the  Church"  for  educated 
persons,  which,  notwithstiin<ling  its  new  title,  pursued  the  old  track. 
What  in  the  work  of  Neander  had  been  wanting,  from  the  subjectivo- 
ness  of  his  *'  pectoral"  piety,  Guen'cke  of  Halle  has  attempted  to  supply, 
at  least  so  far  as  the  Lutheran  Church,  to  which  he  is  attached,  is  con- 
cerned. But  in  more  respects  than  one  the  work  is  somewhat  one- 
sided. Along  with  this  production  we  rank  the  excellent  Manual  of 
Bruno  Lindner  of  Leipsic.  The  author  belongs  to  the  same  ecclesias- 
tical party  as  Guericke ;  he  traces  more  particularly  the  development 
of  dogmas ;  and  also  takes  notice  of  the  operation  of  political  influences, 
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from  time  to  time  they  wei  s  brought  to  bear  on  the  history  of  thfc 
Church.  Dr.  Kurtz'  Manual  beUugs  to  the  class  just  named,  but  aims 
at  furnishing  fuller  details,  and  more  copious  extracts  from  the  sources, 
than  the  works  of  Guericke  or  Lindner.  Students  of  Ecclesiastical 
Uistory  are  also  under  manifold  obligations  to  the  conductors  of  the 
••  Zeittschrift  fiir  historische  Theologie*'  (Journal  of  Historical  Theo- 
logy), edited  since  1832  by  Ulgen,  and  latterly  by  Niedner. 

The  K')man  Catholic  Church  has  latterly  displayed  fresh  activity  in 
prosecuting  the  study  of  Church  History.  A  succession  of  able  writers 
have  followed  the  noble  convert  (to  Popery),  Leopold,  Count  of  Stol- 
berg.  The  work  of  Katercamp  breathes  a  conciliatory  spirit,  and  is  at 
the  same  time  distinguished  by  elegance  of  composition.  A  new  era 
in  the  historical  investigations  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  com- 
menced with  Ad,  Mohler,  whose  labours  were  prematurely  arrested  by 
death  (in  1838).  The  school  which  he  inaugurated  is  decidedly  ultra- 
montane, but  combines  with  this  tendency  the  exhaustive  diligence 
which  characterises  Protestant  investigations.  Incited  by  the  example 
of  Mohler,  DbUinger  of  Munich,  Alzog  of  Hildeslieim,  and  RitUr  of 
Breslau,  have  written  valuable  manuals. 

a.  /.  E.  Chr,  Schmidt,  Handb.  d.  chr.  K.  G.  (Manual  of  Eccl.  Hist.) 
fortgesetzt  v.  F.  W.  Rettherg.  7  vols.  Giess.  1800-34.—/.  C.  L.  Gieseler, 
Lehrb.  d.  K.  G.  (Manual  of  Ch.  Hist)  Vols.  I.-V.  in  8  Parts  (the  first 
2  volumes,  forming  5  volumes  in  **  Clark's  series,"  have  been  trans- 
lated into  English).  Bonn  1824-40.  Vol.  IV.  Kirchen  Geschichte  d. 
18ten  Jahrhunderts  (Eccl.  Hist,  of  the  18th  cent.),  Vol.  V.  Kirchen 
G.  d.  neuesten  Zeit  (Eccl.  Hist,  from  1814),  and  Vol.  VI.  Dogmen-Oesch, 
(History  of  Dogmas),  have,  after  the  author's  death,  been  edited  by  Dr. 
Redepenning  (Bonn  1855-57. —  J.  G.V.Engelhardt,  Ilandb.  d.  K.  G.  5 
vols.  Erlangen  1832.— A".  Hasc,  K.  G.  9th  Ed.  Leipz.  1867.—  F.  Schlei- 
ermacher^  Vorles.  U.  d.  K.  G.  (Lectures  on  Ch.  II.)  herausg.  von  Bojiell. 
Berlin  1840.—  Chr.  W.  Niedner,  Gesch.  d.  chr.  K.  Berlin  18GG.—  G.  A. 
Fricke,  Lehrb.  d.  K.  G.  Vol.  I.  (to  the  8th  cent.)  Leipz.  1850. —  A,  F. 
G/rOrer,  Gesch.  d.  chr.  K.  Stuttg.  1840  etc.  7  vols,  (to  the  year  1000.) 

6.  A.  Keander,  allg.  Gesch.  d.  chr.  K.  ((ienoriil  Hist,  of  the  Chr.  Ch.). 

6  Sections  in  11  vols.  Hamb.  1854-58  (to  the  year  1410) ;  3d  Ed.  in  2 
large  vols.  8vo.  Hamb.  1857.  (translated  and  publi.shcd  by  Clark, 
Edinb.)  — P^.  Schajf)  History  of  the  Chr.  Ch.  a.  d.  1-311,  Scrilmer,  N. 
York.  1851>.— /.  L.  Jacobi,  Lehrb.  d.  K.  G.  Vol.  I.  to  the  year  500.  Ber. 
lin  1850. —  K.  /?.  Uagenbach,  Vorles.  u.  d.  K.  G.  New  collected  edition  in 

7  volumes.  Leipz.  1808. —  E.  11.  F.  Guericke,  Ihxix^h.  d.  K.  G.  9  Ed. 
Leipz.  1800  3  vols. —  Br.  Lindner,  Lohrb.  d.  chr.  K.  G.  3  vols.  Leipz. 
1848  etc.—  /.  H.  Kurtz,  Handb.  d.  allgem.  K.  G.  I.  1.  2.  3.  II.  1.  (to 
the  time  of  the  Carolingians).  Mitau  1858  etc. —  G.  v.  Pclenz,  (iesch. 
d.  franz.  Calvin  (Hist,  of  Fr.  Calvin).  Vol.  I.  (to  1500).  Gotha  1857. 

c.  I  top.  V.  Stolberg,  Gesch.  d.  Rel.  Jesu  Chr.  (Hist,  of  the  Rel.  of 
Jesus  Christ).  Vols.  1-15  (to  the  year  430),  fortges.  von  (continued  by) 
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jP.  r.  Kerz,  Vols.  1^-32  (to  the  year  1300).  Mayence  1824-51,  and  by 
Brischar.  Vol.  33  etc.  1851  etc. —  Th,  Katercamp^  Gesch.  d.  Rel.  bis  aur 
Stiftunf;  d.  allg.  K.  (Hist,  of  Rel.  to  the  found,  of  a  univers.  Ch.)  May- 
ence 1819, —  Kirchengesch.  5  vols,  (to  the  year  1153),  MUnster  1823-^4. 
—7.  Ign.  muer,  Ilandb.  d.  K.  G.  6th  Ed.  Bonn  18C2  2  vols.—  /, 
Alzog,  Universal gesch.  d.  chr.  K.  (Universal  Ilist.  of  the  Chr.  Ch.)  6th 
£d.  Mayence  1872. 
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RELIGIOUS,  MORAL,  AND  INTELLECTUAL  STATE  OF  THE  WORLD 

BEFORE  THE  COMING  OF  CHRIST. 

CoMP.  1.  /.  /.  Ign.  DolUnger,  Heidenth.  u.  Judenth.,  Vorhalle  zur 
Gesch.  d.  Christenth.  Regcnsb.  1857. — J.  G.  A.  Lutterhecky  die  neu- 
test.     Lehrbegriffe,  Bd.  I.  d.  vorchristl.  Entwickelung.  Mainz  1853. 

2.  /.  Jac,  Hess,  Gesch.  d.  Israel,  vor  d.  Zeiten  Jesu  (History  of  the 
Jews  before  the  time  of  Christ.)  12  volumes.  Zurich  177G-88. — /.  H, 
Kurtz,  Gcschichte  d.  alten  Bundos  (Hist,  of  the  Old  Covenant — transl. 
into  Engl,  by  Eldersheim,  Edinb.,  T.  and  T.  Clark).  Vols.  I.  II.  2d 
ed.  Berlin  1853-5^ ;  —  the  same  author's  Lehrb.  d.  heil.  Gesch. 
(Manual  of  Sacred  Hist.)  12th  ed.  Konigsb.  1871. — (II.  Ewald,  Gesch. 
d.  Volkes  Israel  bis  Christus  [Hist,  of  the  Jewish  Nation  to  the  Time 
of  Christ],  Gott.  1804  etc.  7  vols.) — EdersJieMs  History  of  the  Jew- 
ish Xation.     2d  ed.  Edinb.  1857. 

3.  Herder,  Ideen  zur  Philos.  d.  Gesch.  d.  Menschh.  (Thoughts  on  the 
Philos.  of  the  Hist,  of  Man). — H  Hitter,  Gesch.  d.  Philosophic.  2d  ed. 
Hamb.  1836  etc. — Mciners,  allgcm.  Gesch.  d.  Religg.  (Universal  Hist, 
of  Religions).  1806. — Creuzer,  Symbolik  u.  Mythologie.  3  ed.  1837 
etc. — Ot/r.  Mailer,  Prolegomena  zu  einer  wisseuschaft.  Mythol.  (Pro- 
leg,  to  a  scientific  Myth.). — Siuhr,  allg.  Gesch.  d.  Religionsformen  d. 
heidn.  Vijlker  (Universal  Hist,  of  the  Forms  of  Relig.  among  Heathen 
Nations).  Berlin.  1836. — A.  Wuttke,  Gesch.  d.  Ileidenthums  (Hist,  of 
Heathen.).  Vols.  I.  II.  Breslau  1852  etc.;  —  /.  Sej^p,  das  Heidenth. 
u.  dess.  Bedeutung  fur  d.  ChriHtenth.  (Heathen,  and  its  import,  for 
Christian.).  3  vols.  Regeusb.  1853. —  Tholuck,  das  Wcsen  u.  die  sittl. 
Einflllsse  des  Heidenth.  (the  Character  and  Mural  lull,  of  Heathen.) ; 
in  Neander*s  Mcm>rials.     Vol.  I. — GrUneisen,  d.  Sittliche  in  d.  bilden 

4*  (41) 
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den  Runst  h  i  d.  Griechen  (the  Moral  Element  in  the  Fine  Arts  amonf 

the  Greeks).    Leipz.  1833. 

« 

J  5.   SURVEY  OF  THE  HISTORY  OF  THE  WORLD. 

The  incarnation  of  God  in  Christ  for  the  salvation  of  the  human 
race,  which  had  become  subject  to  sin,  death,  and  eternal  misery, 
forms  the  central  point  in  the  history  and  development  of  man- 
kind. With  this  event  commences,  and  on  it  rests,  "  the  fulness 
of  time'*  (Gal.  iv.  4).  All  former  history  served  only  as  prepa- 
ration for  this  great  fact.  But  this  process  of  preparation  dates 
from  earliest  times,  and  appeared  under  the  twofold  form  of 
Heathenism  and  of  Judaism.  In  the  former,  the  development  was 
left  to  the  unaided  powers  and  capacities  of  man  ;  in  the  latter, 
it  was  influenced  and  directed  by  a  continuous  course  of  Divine 
co-operation.  These  two  scries,  which  differ  not  only  in  the 
means  employed,  but  also  in  the  aim  and  goal  of  their  respective 
developments,  continued  side  by  side  with  each  other,  until  in 
the  fulness  of  time  they  merged  in  Christianity,  which  they  were 
mutually  to  serve  by  their  appropriate  fruits  and  results,  and 
respectively  peculiar  developments ;  but  with  which,  also,  they 
would  enter  into  a  deadly  conflict,  by  their  ungodly  and  wicked 
fruits  and  results.  And  as,  on  the  one  hand,  Chrislianity  was 
thus  fitted  to  become  the  Religion  of  the  world,  so  by  its  conflict 
with  evil  it  would  be  strengthened  for  victory,  and  confirmed  in 
its  divine  powers. 

J  6.   PRIMEVAL  PREPARATION  OF  SALVATION. 

When  man  came  from  the  creative  hand  of  God,  he  was  upright 
and  holy.  He  bore  the  Divine  image,  and  was  destined  for,  and 
capable  of,  a  free  development  by  which  to  attain  perfect  blessed- 
ness, glory,  and  communion  with  God.  But  instead  of  attaining 
that  destiny  by  an  act  of  free  choice,  he  fell  by  an  abuse  of  his 
freedom,  and  became  subject  to  sin,  death,  and  corruption. 
However,  man  was  still  capable  of  salvation  ;  and  immediately  after 
his  fall  the  eteraal  purpose  of  grace  was  announced,  and  henceforth 
became  the  great  element  in  his  history.  This  deliverance  was  to 
appear  in  the  midst  of  the  human  race  itself  (by  the  seed  of  the 
woman.  Gen.  iii.  15),  and  thus  to  form  the  culminating  point  of 
a  development  carried  on  under  the  operation  of  God.  But  soon 
this  development  again  took  a  direction  so  perverse  and  godless. 
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that  unless  it  had  been  brokon  oflf  by  a  general  judgment  (that 
of  the  flood),  it  would  have  terminated,  not  in  salvation,  but  in 
absolute  destruction  Only  07ie  man  (Noah)  was  preserved  amidst 
the  general  ruin,  and  now  formed  the  commencement  of  a  neva 
development  by  which  the  great  goal  was  again  to  be  sought. 
Sin  a  second  time  marred  this  work, — not,  indeed,  so  far  as  to 
render  a  second  general  judgment  necessary  in  order  to  preserve 
the  Divine  purpose  of  salvation,  yet  so  as  to  make  it  impossible 
that  this  development  should  become  the  medium  for  exhibiting 
the  counsel  of  sovereign  love.  Salvation  might  indeed  still  be 
prepared  in  and  by  it,  if  not  positively,  at  least  negatively.  But, 
Id  order  positively  to  prepare  the  way  of  salvation,  for  the  third 
time  a  new  commencement  required  to  be  made. 

{7.  DIFFERENT  PURPOSES  WHICH  JUDAISM  AND  HEA- 
THENISM WERE  INTENDED  TO  SERVE. 

In  Abraham  and  in  his  seed  God  chose  and  created,  called  and 
trained  a  people,  in  and  by  which   salvation  —  in  its  positive 
aspect — was  to  be  prepared,  until,  when  fully  matured,  its  benefits 
might  be  shared  by  all  the  nations  of  the  earth.     This  new  de- 
Telopment  commenced   on  the  principle  of  strictest  exclusion, 
although  from  the  first  it  offered  the  prospect  of  finally  embracing 
all  nations.    Everything  connected  with  the  history  of  this  people 
bears  reference  to  the  coming  salvation.     Each  revelation  and 
dispensation,  all  discipline  and  i)unishraent,  every  promise  and 
threatening;  their  constitution,  laws,  and  worship  ;  every  political, 
civil,  and  religious  institution  (so  far  as  they  were  legitimate  and 
proper),  —  all  tended  towards  this  goal.     Meantime  the  Lord 
allowed  the  other  nations  to  walk  in  their  own  ways  (Acts  xiv. 
16).     But,  while  leaving  them  to  themselves,  He  did  not  wholly 
forsake  them,  but  had  a  great  purpose  of  His  own  in  view,  to 
which  their  development  also  was  to  be  subservient.     Their  his- 
tory also  was  preparatory  for  salvation,  and  that  not  only  nega- 
Hvelyj  in  so  far  as  they  learned  to  long  for,  and  to  become  sus- 
ceptible of,  the  salvation  which  was  destined  to  be  "  of  the  Jews" 
(John  iv.  22),  but  positivehj  also,  in  so  far  as  they  were  rendered 
capable   of    offering   a   nuptial    gift   which    should   prove    of 
greatest  importance  for  the  spread  of  that  salvation.     In  this 
respect  pre-Christian  heathenism  is  not  without  its  Divine  saa> 
tioQ. 
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In  its  fVindamental  principles,  heathenism  denies  Jie  existence  of  % 
living  and  personal  God,  despises  the  salvation  which  He  has  prepared, 
and  embodies  the  idea  that  man  is  both  able  and  obliged  to  deliver 
himself  by  his  own  strength  and  wisdom.  Hence  the  endeavour ^  with 
the  means  at  man's  command,  to  attain  a  salvation  devised  by  man.  From 
the  sinfulness  and  impotence  of  human  nature,  such  endeavours  could 
only  lead  to  entire  and  felt  ruin.  Despite  increasing  worldly  culture 
and  political  power,  heathenism  increasingly  sank  from  its  height  of 
moral  and  religious  strength  and  dignity,  into  a  state  of  spiritual  decay 
and  moral  laxity  and  helplessness.  It  became  more  and  more  evident 
that  neither  nature  nor  art,  neither  worldly  culture  nor  wisdom,  neither 
oracles  nor  mysteries,  neither  philosophy  nor  theosophy,  neither  poli- 
tical institutions  nor  industry,  neither  sensual  indulgence  nor  luxury, 
could  satisfy  the  cravings  of  the  soul,  created  for  the  enjoyment  of  God, 
or  restore  to  man  that  inward  peace  which  he  had  lost.  Experience 
such  as  thisVas  calculated  to  humble  the  pride  of  heathenism,  and  to 
awaken  in  nobler  spirits  a  sense  of  need — a  longing  and  a  susceptibility 
for  the  salvation  to  be  manifested  in  Christ  Tims  Judaism  teas  to  prepare 
salvation f or  mankind^  and  Jieathenutm  mankind  for  salvation.  But  the  latter 
has  also  yielded  not  merely  negative,  but  positive  results.  In  its  strug- 
gles after  light,  heathenism  called  every  natural  power  and  capacity 
of  man  into  requisition,  in  order  to  attain  the  highest  possible  develop- 
ment of  worldly  culture  and  power.  In  this  respect  great  results  were 
attained,  which  in  turn  became  the  property  of  Christianity,  and,  in 
its  hands,  the  form  and  the  means  by  which  its  world-wide  mission 
was  to  be  realised  and  executed.  In  one  sentence,  Judaism  has  sup- 
plied to  the  Church  the  substance,  the  Divine  reality ;  heathenism^  the 
human  form,  and  the  outward  means  for  developing  and  carrying  out  the 
great  work. 

It  must  not  be  imagined,  however,  that  these  results  of  the  develop- 
ment of  Judaism  and  of  heathenism  were  either  entirely  or  generally 
understood  and  applied,  since  human  liberty  might  resist,  and  shut 
itself  up  against  these  methods  which  the  Lord,  in  His  grace,  took  for 
training  mankind.  A  comparatively  small  portion  only  of  the  Jewish 
and  heathen  world,  elevated  above  the  generality,  and  feeling  their  need 
of  salvation,  from  the  first  accepted  the  offer  of  the  Gospel.  All  the 
rest  shut  their  minds  and  hearts  to  its  claims,  opposed  it  with  more  or 
less  pertinacity,  and  commenced  a  determined  contest  against  the 
Church,  as  soon  as  it  appeared  formally  constituted.  Judaism  opposed 
Christianity,  because  it  attached  exclusive  value  to  the  husk  in  which 
the  fruit  had  ripened  to  maturity,  while  it  rejected  the  fruit  itself— 
and,  because  Jewish  pride  and  exclusiveness  could  not  brook  the  idea 
that  the  Gospel  should  place  the  Gentile  on  the  same  level  with  the 
Jew.  Heathniism  opposed  the  Church  because  it  regarded  Divine  Wis- 
dom as  folly,  Divine  Power  as  deceit,  and  built  itself  up  in  the  pride 
of  its  human  wisdom,  in  the  fanaticism  of  its  unbelief  or  misbelief. 
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and  in  the  selfishness  of  its  power  and  wealth.  This  decisive  contesti 
in  which  the  Church  was  to  display,  and  on  which  it  brought  to  bear, 
the  strength  and  the  resources  with  which  the  Lord  had  endowed  it, 
became  the  more  bloody  and  desperate,  as  the  Church  spread  and 
increased  despite  all  persecutions  and  oppressions,  and  as  both  Juda- 
ism and  heathenism  could  not  but  see  the  certain  approach  of  theif 
final  doom. 

J  8.  HEATHENISM. 

Full  of  native  vigor,  and  surrounded  by  a  nature  so  lavish  in 
her  gifts,  mankind  soon  denied  the  existence  of  a  living,  a  per- 
sonal, and  a  supra-mnndane  God.  Nature,  with  her  inexhausti- 
ble fulness  of  life  and  of  enjoyments,  seemed  so  near,  and  so 
much  more  worthy  of  devotion  and  worship  than  this  Personal 
God,  in  His  supra-mundane  elevation.  Thus  originated  heathen- 
ism—  in  its  general  character,  a  state  of  absorption  in  the  great 
life  of  Nature,  a  deification,  or,  in  one  word,  the  woRsniP  and 
8EBYICE  OF  Naturb  (Rom.  i.  21,  ff.),  which  also  conditioned  the 
character  of  its  morality.  The  intellectual  culture  of  heathenism • 
especially  through  its  philosophy,  opened  the  way  for  the  intel' 
lectttal  labors  of  the  Church.  The  political  state  of  heathenism, 
with   its   struggles   after  universal   dominion,  as   well   as   its 

industrial  activity ^  likewise  proved  accessory  to  the  progress 
of  Christianity. 

1.  The  Religious  Character  of  Heathenism,  —  Those  hidden  powers 
in  the  life  of  Nature,  and  of  the  soul,  were  not  viewed  abstractly,  but 
regarded  as  revelations  of  the  eternal  spirit  of  Nature.  Such  ideas 
were  further  developed  by  speculation  and  mysticism,  by  natural 
magic  and  by  divination,  and  applied  to  all  the  relations  of  human 
life.  Under  the  influence  of  certain  prominent  individuals,  or  of 
geographical  and  ethnographical  peculiarities,  the  various  systems 
of  the  worship  of  nature  arose  in  this  manner.  The  common  charac- 
teristics of  all  these  systems,  which,  indeed,  is  connected  with  the 
very  essence  of  heathenism,  consists  in  a  line  of  demarcation  between 
the  esoteric  religion  of  the  priests  and  the  exoteric  worship  of  the 
multitude.  The  former  may  be  characterized  as  a  speculative  and 
ideal  Pantheism;  the  latter,  as  a  Polytheism  full  of  myths  and 
ceremonies. 

Let  it  not  be  supposed  that  heathenism  was  entirely  devoid  of  every 
element  of  truth.  Not  to  mention  these  remains  of  original  revela- 
tion in  heathenism  which,  with  various  fiOerrations  from  pristine  purity, 
lav  at  th9  foundation  of,  or  were  incorporated  in,  its  systems,  thee« 


46  PREPARATORY    HISTORY. 

religions  of  nature  have,  in  their  unnaturally  early  development,  anti 
cipated  some  of  those  relipous  truths  which,  in  the  arrangement  of 
Divine  revelation,  only  unfolded  gradually,  and  at  a  comparatively  late 
period.  At  the  same  time,  however,  they  have  perverted  and  distorted 
these  truths  into  falsehoods  and  caricatures.  Among  them  we  reckon, 
for  example,  the  pantheistic  theories  concerning  the  Trinity  and  the 
Incarnation,  the  dualistic  perversion  of  the  real  existence  of  evil, 
traced  back  to  an  uncreated  principle,  etc.  To  the  same  class  also 
belongs,  more  especially,  the  practice  of  offering  human  sacrifices, 
which  prevailed  under  every  form  of  the  worship  of  nature — a  dread- 
ful, in  some  sense  a  prophetic,  cry  for  help  on  the  part  of  man,  con- 
sciously forsaken  by  God,  and  which  could  only  on  Golgotha  be  resolved 
into  hymns  of  praise  and  of  thanksgiving. 

The  almost  incredible  deeds  of  self-devotion  and  renunciation,  such 
as  hecatombs,  sacrifices  of  children,  emasculation,  prostitution,  etc., 
attest  the  power  and  energy  with  which,  in  its  high-day,  the  worship 
of  nature  had  kept  hold  on  the  hearts  of  its  adherents,  and  show  the 
enthusiasm  which  it  had  calle<l  forth.  Another  evidence  in  the  same 
direction  is  the  almost  irresistible  charm  which,  during  the  whole 
course  of  the  earlier  history  of  Israel,  heathenism  seems  to  have  had 
for  the  chosen  race.  Even  this  circumstance  proves  that  heathenism 
was  not  merely  a  lie  and  a  piece  of  imposition.  The  worship  of  nature 
could  not  have  wielded  such  power  if  this  lie  had  not  concealed  some 
elements  of  truth  ;  the  charm  which  it  exercised  lay  in  its  anticipations 
of  a  future  salvation,  however  Satan  might  have  distorted  them ;  while 
the  mysterious  manifestations  of  natural  magic,  and  of  the  power  of 
divination,  appeared  to  confirm  its  Divine  claim.  But  the  fate  reserved 
for  every  unnatural  and  premature  development  also  befell  the  worship 
of  nature.  The  remains  of  truth  were  swallowed  up  in  the  gigantio 
lie ;  the  powers  of  life  and  the  capacity  of  development,  which  had 
been  forced  on  beyond  their  real  strength,  were  soon  used  and  con- 
sumed ;  the  blossoms  fell  off  without  giving  place  to  fruit.  Mysteries 
and  oracles,  magic  and  divination,  became  either  empty  forms,  or  the 
means  of  gross  imposition  and  low  trickery.  Ultimately,  a  haruspez 
could  not  meet  his  fellow  without  laughing.  Among  some,  unbelief 
ridiculed  everything ;  among  others,  misbelief  assumed  the  most  disso- 
lute or  extravagant  shapes ;  while  an  unthinking  religious  eclecticism 
vainly  endeavoured  to  infuse  fresh  life  into  decrepid  and  dying  heathen- 
ism. Most  miserable  impotence  and  emptiness  —  such  was  the  final 
issue  of  a  worship  of  nature,  once  so  vigorous  and  lively. 

2.  Moral  Condition  of  the  Heathen,  —  The  morals  of  a  people  always 
keep  pace  with  their  religion.  It  was  so  with  the  heathen  nations  also, 
whose  moral  life  was  earnest,  vigorous,  and  genuine,  or  weak,  defective, 
and  perverse  in  measure,  as  religious  earnestness  increased  or  de- 
creased. The  moral  defects  of  heathenism  sprang  from  its  religious 
deficiencies.     It  was  a  religion  adapted  for  /ime,  not  for  eternity ;  and 
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tiic  gods  shared  all  those  failings  which  are  connected  witt  Dur  piesent 
state  of  existence.  Thus  religion  lost  all  that  power  hy  which  it  ele- 
Tates  man  above  the  defilements  connected  with  our  present  state. 
Myths,  which  in  part  were  exceedingly  immoral  in  their  tendency, 
sanctified  or  excused — by  the  example  of  the  gods — even  gross  immo- 
rality. Voluptuousness,  which  symbolized  the  generating  power  in  the 
divine  life  of  nature,  was  not  unfrequcutly  made  the  centre  and  the 
climax  of  worship.  Heathenism  wholly  ignored  the  great  truths  con- 
nected with  the  general  idea  of  humanity  ;  it  was  only  conversant  with 
those  connected  with  natioxalitt,  and  the  excellencies  it  cultivated 
were  merely  civic  virtues.  Eastern  despotism,  as  well  as  Western 
conceit  and  pride  of  nationality,  slighted  the  common  rights  and  the 
dignity  of  man,  A  foreigner  or  a  slave  had  neither  position  nor 
claims.  As  the  value  of  an  individual  entirely  depended  on  his  politi* 
cal  position,  the  place  belonging  to  woman  was  wholly  ignored  or  mis- 
understood, (jenerally  speaking,  she  was  regarded  only  as  the  hand- 
maid of  man ;  while,  in  the  East,  polygamy  degraded  her  to  the  lowest 
level.  Still,  notwithstanding  these  fundamental  and  great  defects,  in 
the  high-day  of  its  vigor,  heathenism  often  displayed  considerable 
moral  earnestness  and  energy,  at  least  in  those  departments  of  moral 
life  (such  as  in  the  state  and  in  civic  relations)  which  the  breath  of 
Pantheism  or  of  Polytheism  had  not  laid  desolate.  But  when  the 
ancestral  faith  had  become  empty  and  powerless,  when  it  ceased,  to 
animate  and  to  pervade  these  departments  of  life,  they  also  lost  the 
moral  dignity  formerly  attaching  to  them.  The  general  decadence 
reached  its  climax  during  the  degenerate  times  of  the  Roman  Empe- 
rors. When  the  Church  entered  on  its  career  of  spiritual  conquest,  it 
found  heathenism  in  a  state  of  indescribable  moral  degradation. 

3.  The  Intellectual  Culture  of  the  Heathen,  —  The  intellectual  culture 
of  heathendom  exercised  a  twofold  and  an  opposite  influence  upon  the 
Church.  Partly  heathen  science  and  art  prepared  the  way  for,  and 
ibrmed  a  link  of  connection  with,  Christianity ;  partly,  it  obstructed 
its  progress,  and  facilitated  a  relapse  into  heathenism.  To  the  mental 
activity  of  the  Greeks  and  Romans,  mankind  and  the  Church  are 
indebted  for  general  culture  and  for  that  preparation  of  the  way  to 
which  we  have  already  adverted.  In  this  respect  we  would  specially 
point  to  the  philosophy,  the  poetry,  and  the  historical  productions  of 
ibf  se  nations.  The  philosophical  investigations  carried  on  in  the  East 
were  chiefly  of  a  theosophic  character,  and  for  the  purpose  of  develop- 
ing the  esoteric  worship  of  nature  into  the  various  speculative  religious 
systems.  Oriental  poetry  served  the  same  purpose  with  reference  to 
the  exoteric  religion  of  the  people.  Historical  works  —  in  the  proper 
sense  of  that  term — were  not  produced  in  the  East.  -The  mental  cul- 
ture of  the  Greeks  and  Romans,  as  expressed  in  their  philosophical, 
poetic,  and  historical  writings,  prepared,  in  respect  both  of  form  and 
of  SUBSTAMCE,  the  way  for  the  Christian  Church.    It  furnished  forms. 
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^hich,  from  their  depth,  dintinctness,  and  correctneRS,  thoir  ready 
adaptation  and  general  suitablenesB,  proved  most  fit  for  presenting  and 
developing  the  new  truths  which  were  to  issue  from  the  Holy  Land. 
It  also  produced  certain  ideas  and  views,  derived  fiom  a  profound  con- 
templation and  study  both  of  nature  and  of  mind,  of  history  and  of 
life,  which,  in  many  respects,  even  opened  the  way  and  prepared  a  soil 
for  the  great  realities  of  salvation.  —  On  the  other  hand  the  East,  not 
less  than  the  classical  West,  contributed  elements  of  culture  which 
were  to  prove  a  hindrance  to,  and  a  corruption  in,  the  Church.  The 
hostile  and  antichristian,  the  distinctively  heathenish  substance  of 
their  philosophy  and  theosophy,  as  well  as  their  study  of  mysteries, 
were  by  and  by  introduced  into  Christianity,  along  with  the  forms  of 
culture  under  which  these  hostile  elements  had  formerly  appeared. 
Had  such  attempts  against  the  purity  of  the  Church  proved  successful, 
it  would  have  become  essentially  Pagan.  The  mysterious  depths  of 
Christianity  attracted,  indeed,  heathenism ;  but  then,  to  those  highly 
cultivated  Gentiles  who  boasted  in  the  conceit  of  their  sublime  wis- 
dom, the  Gospel  appeared  too  simple,  too  void  of  philosophy  and  specu- 
lation, to  meet  the  demands  of  the  age.  They  deemed  it  necessary 
to  enrich  it  with  the  accumulated  stores  of  eastern  and  western  wis- 
dom, that  so  it  might  indeed  lay  claim  to  be  an  absolute  and  perfect 
religion. 

Qnly  classical,  i.  «.,  Greek  and  Roman  culture,  directly  prepared  the 
way  for  the  Church.  The  influences  of  Eastern  forms  of  culture  on  the 
history  of  the  kingdom  of  God  were  entirely  confined  to  Jttdaism.  The 
symbols  of  the  East  became  the  form  in  which  the  Divine  substance, 
communicated  by  Old  Testament  prophets,  appeared  and  developed. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  dialectics  of  classical  antiquity  furnished  an 
appropriate  medium  by  which  to  present  the  truths  of  Christianity 
when  the  symbolic  covering  of  Judaism  had  been  laid  aside,  and  the 
truths  of  salvation  were  to  appear  in  their  pure  and  spiritual  character. 

4.  Greek  Philosophy. — Our  remarks  about  the  form  and  the  substance 
of  heathen  culture,  and  their  preparatory  or  disturbing  influences  on 
Christianity  when  it  entered  on  its  world-mission,  apply  more  particu- 
larly to  Greek  Philosophy,  However,  even  where  these  speculations 
prepared  the  way  for  the  truth,  wo  must  distinguish  between  their 
merely  negative  tendency,  which  served  to  destroy  heathenism,  and  the 
positive,  in  so  far  as  both  in  substance  and  in  form  they  led  the  way 
towards  Christianity.  From  the  first  this  negative  tendency  appeared 
in  Grecian  philosophy.  It  undermined  the  popular  creed,  prepared  the 
downfall  of  idolatry,  and  led  to  the  self-despair  of  heathenism,  which 
pointetl  to  Christianity  for  deliverance.  "With  Socrates  (o6.  399  b.c.) 
commenced  the  positive  preparation  for  the  truth,  accomplished  by 
Greek  philosophy.  If,  in  deep  humility,  he  confessed  his  ignorance,  if 
he  based  all  wisdom  on  ''Know  Thyself,''  if  he  traced  hie  deepest 
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thoughts  and  motives  to  Divine  suggestions  (his  Acu/iovtov),  if  he  wil 
tingly  saTreudei*ed  the  enjoyments  of  this  world,  and  expressed  a  con- 
fident hope  in  that  which  was  spiritual  and  eternal, — we  may  be  allowed 
to  regard  all  such  expressions  as,  in  a  certain  sonse,  the  faint  echoes, 
or,  rather,  as  the  prophetic  anticipations,  of  Christian  doctrine  and  life. 
The  speculations  of  Plato  even  more  closely  and  fully  approximated 
Christian  views.     That  philosopher  (ob.  348)  collected  the  scattered 
germs  of  his  great  predecessor's  teaching.    In  his  profound,  specula- 
tive, and  poetic  mind,  they  sprung  up  and  unfolded  to  a  new  mode  of 
contemplating  the  world,  which  came  nearer  that  of  Christianity  than 
*ny  other  system  outside  revelation.     The  philosophy  of  Plato  spake  of 
man  as  claiming  kindred  to  the  Deity,  and  led  him  beyond  what  is  seen 
and  sensuous  to  the  eternal  prototypes  of  the  beautiful,  the  true,  and 
the  good,  from  which  man  had  fallen ;  thus  awakening  in  him  a  deep 
longing  for  the  blessings  he  had  lost.     If  the  system  of  Aristotle  (ob, 
322)  was  farther  distant  from  Christianity  than  that  of  Plato,  he  ren- 
dered even  greater  service  by  presenting  his  views  in  a  form  of  which 
Christian  science  afterwards  made  so  large  use  in  its  inquiries  and  dog- 
matic statements.     These  two  thinkers  represent  the  climax  of  philo- 
sophic speculation  among  the  Greeks,  and  the  farthest  limits  within 
which  inquiries  like  theirs  could  prepare  the  way  for  the  Gospel.    As, 
consciously  or  unconsciously,  philosophy  had  formerly  contributed  to 
the  decay  of  popular  religion,  it  now  entered  on  a  process  of  self-de- 
stroction,  and  with  increasing  clearness  disclosed  the  utter  helplessness 
of  heathenism.     This  phase  appears  most  distinctly  in  the  three  forms 
of  philosophy  which,  at  the  time  when  the  Church  appeared  on  the 
stage  of  the  world,  claimed  the  most  numerous  adherents :  we  mean, 
Epicureanism,  Stjoicism,  and  Skepticism,     In  the  philosophy  of  Epicu- 
mus  (ob,  271),  pleasure  was  considered  the  highest  good.     The  world 
was  left  at  the  mercy  of  chance,  the  soul  was  represented  as  mortal, 
ind  the  gods  as  enjoying  their  pleasures,  entirely  careless  of  this  world. 
In  opposition  to  Epicurean  Deism,  Stoicism  (of  which  Zeno,  ob.  200, 
was  the  founder)  propounded  a  hylozoistic  Pantheism,  in  which  the 
affairs  of  the  world  were  made  to  depend  on  the  unavoidable  neces- 
sities of  fate.    Meantime  the  world  was  hastening  towards  a  great  catas- 
trophe, from  the  flames  of  which  a  new  world  was  to  issue,  which,  in 
turn,  was  destined  to  describe  a  similar  cycle.     To  despise  pleasure 
and  pain,  and,  in  case  of  necessity,  to  put  an  end  to  an  existence  which 
hid  missed  its  aim — such  was  the  climax  of  wisdom.     The  sage,  who 
had  reached  this  elevation,  from  which  he  could  command  himself  and 
the  world,  had  become  his  own  gml,  and  found  all  satisfaction  in  him- 
self.    Lastly,  Scepticism  (of  which  Arcesilaus,  ob.  240,  and  Carneades, 
ob.  12?*,  were  the  founders)  appeared  to  controvert  the  principles  of 
Stoicism.     Since  it  was  manifestly  impossible  to  arrive  at  truth,  this 
system  placed  the  sum  and  substance  of  theoretical  wisdom  in  refrain- 
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ing  {iftoxfi)  from  every  conclusion  ;  and  that  of  practical  wisdom  in 
abtitnining  from  all  passion,  and  from  every  strong  emotion. 

5.  Political  Cowlition  of  Jlealhen  Countries.  —  The  leading  tendencj 
in  h^'athcnisin  —  to  procure  salvation  by  the  unaided  power  of  man  — 
implied  an  endeavour  to  combine  every  force  and  capacity  into  a  colossal 
unity  (Gen.  xi.  4,  0).  When  heathenism  had  renounctnl  allegiance  to 
the  personal  and  livin«2;  God,  and  rejected  His  method  of  Balvation 
and  of  union,  it  was  impelled,  by  a  kind  of  inward  necessity,  to  con- 
centrate the  mental  and  physical  powers  of  mankind,  and  through  them 
all  pciwers  of  nature,  and  the  products  of  the  various  zones  and  coun- 
tries, and  to  subject  tlicm  to  one  person,  that  so  this  person  might  be 
acknowledged  as  the  personal  and  visible  representative  of  the  Deity. 
Tbis  felt  necessity ////re  7*».ve  to,  even  as  its  perverseness /^</ /o  Me  rt/iM  of, 
one  empire  after  tbe  other,  until,  in  the  Roman  Empire,  the  goal  waa 
reached,  while,  at  the  same  time,  this  tendency  was  finally  arrested 
and  destroved  by  the  8i»iritual  power  of  the  kingdom  of  God  (Dan.  ii. 
14;  vii.  i;C24). 

Tbis  aim  after  a  universal  empire  has,  as  all  the  tendencies  of  hea- 
tbcnism,  its  twofold  aspect ;  and  we  must  distinguish  between  the  ways 
of  man  and  those  of  God,  lictween  the  ungodly  purposes  of  man  and 
tbe  happy  results  to  which,  in  tbe  Divine  government,  they  were  made 
subservient.  Although  we  only  refer  to  tbe  Roman  Empire,  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  tbat  all  tbe  great  monarchies  were  only  a  repetition 
and  a  more  vigorous  continuation  of  one  and  the  same  tendency  and 
endeavour.  Hence  our  remarks  about  Rome  equally  apply  to  other 
empires.  Tbe  univerj^al  domination  of  one  power  prei>ared  the  way 
for  tbe  Churcb,  in  so  far  as,  by  tbe  union  of  nations  into  one  empire, 
the  various  stages  and  elements  of  civilization,  which  otherwise  might 
have  remained  isolated,  were  combined  into  a  more  universal  civiliift- 
tion,  which  rendered  it  comparatively  easy  to  circulate  tbe  fresh  blood 
poured  by  the  Church  into  the  veins  of  nations.  Tbis  union,  which 
was  first  brought  about  by  tbe  concpiests  of  Alexander  the  Great,  WBii 
completed  when  Rome  be<.'anie  the  mistress  of  the  world.  Gradually 
tbe  Greek  language,  which,  when  the  Gospel  was  first  preached,  was 
un<lerstood  and  spoken  throughout  tbe  Roman  Empire,  obtained  uni- 
versal domination,  —  as  it  were  a  temporary  suspension  this  of  the 
judgment  by  which  languages  were  confounded,  arid  wbich  attended 
tbe  rise  of  heathenism  (Gen.  xi.),  —  tbat  thus  the  return  to  God,  and 
tbe  reception  of  Ilis  Gospel,  might  be  facilitated. 

Impelle<l  by  a  princi])le  similar  to  tbat  wbich,  in  tbe  state,  led  to 
attempts  after  C(mcentrati«m  of  power,  Industry  and  Commerce  sought 
tt)  gras])  all  wealtb.  But  while,  for  very  different  purposes  than  those 
of  tlie  Gospel,  commerce  opened  ways  tbrough  deserts  and  over  seas, 
and  joined  tbe  most  distant  countries  and  zones,  without  knowing  or 
willing  it,  in  tbe  arrangement  of  God  it  served  an  important  purp: 
for  tlip  diffusion  of  tbe  glad  tidings. 
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§9.  JUDAISM. 

Israel  was  jaade  t3  dwell  in  a  country  which,  like  its  people^ 
occupied  a  central  and  yet  isolated  position  in  the  Old  World. 
There,  in  quiet  seclusion,  undisturbed  by  the  trafic  of  the  nations, 
Bhould  it,  as  the  bearer  and  medium  of  the  revelation  of  God's 
grace  to  mankind,  abide  in  security  against  all  the  agitations  of 
heathen  conquest  and  oppression.  Too  often,  however,  did  Israel 
forget  it«  proper  position  and  calling,  too  often  mix  in  with 
affairs  of  the  world  which  did  not  concern  it ;  too  often  backslid 
from  God,  and  stoop  to  the  religion,  worship,  and  manners  of 
adjacent  heathen  tribes.  Hence  its  frequent  chastisements  under 
the  hard  yoke  of  Gentile  invaders.  But  the  holy  seed  which 
continued  faithful,  even  in  times  of  the  most  general  defection  ; 
and,  above  all,  the  patience  and  faithfulness  of  God,  did  not  suflfer 
its  high  vocation  to  be  forfeited,  but  led  the  nation  to  a  glorious 
end,  notwithstanding  the  final  rejection  of  salvation  by  the  irre- 
ligious masses  of  the  p^.ople. 

1.  Judaism  under  Special  Divine  Tuition  and  Discipline.  —  Abraham 
was  chosen  and  called  alone  (Isa.  li.  2).     As  Creator,  God  called  the 
seed  of  promise  from  the  dead  body  of  Sarah  ;  as  Saviour,  He  delivered 
the  chosen  race  from  the  oppressive  bondage  of  Egypt.     The  patri- 
archal fumily  was  constituted  in  the  Holy  Land  ;  while  in  order  that 
the  family  might,  unimpeded,  develop  into  a  great  nation,  it  had  to  go 
down  into  Egypt.     From  this  strange  \iiii(\.  Moses  brought  up  the  people, 
and  gave  them  a  theocratic  constitution,  laws,  and  ioorship,  to  serve  as 
the  means  by  which  they  were  to  fulfil  their  mission,  and  to  bo  types 
of,  and  a  schoolmaster  unto,  future  perfectness  (Gal.  iii.  24 ;  Hcb.  x.  1). 
The  Exodus  from  Egypt  constituted  the  birth  of  the  nation ;  by  the 
giving  of  the  law  on  Mount  Sinai,  Israel  was  set  apart  to  be  a  holy 
nation.     When,  under  the  leadership  of  Joshua,  the  Israelites  took 
possession  of  the  home  of  their  ancestors  —  a  country  adapted  for  the 
purposes  which  the  people  were  to  serve  —  the  last  condition  of  their 
independent  existence  was  fulfilled.     Under  the  fostering  care  of  a 
devout  priesthood,  the  purely  popular  institutions  of  the  thoocracy 
should  now  have  borne  rich  fruit;  but,  during  the  ailministration  of 
tlie  judges,  it  soon  appeared  that  these  appliances  were  insuffioiont^ 
and  two  other  agencies  were  called  into  operation.     The  prophetical 
office  was  a  special  but  continuous  institution,  intended  to  serve  as  the 
mouth-piece  of  God,  and  to  act  as  the  conscience  of  the  commonwealth  ; 
while  the  royal  office  was  designed  to  afford  external  s«;curity.  and  to 
beutow  internal  peace  upon   the  theocracy.     Then  followed  the  con- 
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quests  of  David,  which  gave  the  Jewish  commonwealth  &  becoming 
political  importance,  while  the  temple  of  Solomm  fully  developed  itn 
typical  worship.  But,  despiteprophecy  and  royalty,  the  people  became 
increasingly  estranged  from  their  peculiar  destiny,  and  hence  un. 
able  to  maintain  their  high  position.  The  division  of  the  kingdom, 
continued  internal  feuds,  improper  alliances,  growing  apostasy,  and 
conformity  to  idolatry,  brought  after  them  Divine  judgments,  in  conse. 
quencc  of  which  the  nation  became  subject  to  the  heathen.  These 
chastisements  remained  not  altogether  unimproved.  Cyrus  allowed  the 
return  of  the  captives,  and  their  reorganization  into  a  state  ;  and  pro- 
phets were  again  commissioned  to  direct  the  formation  and  the  develop- 
ment of  the  community. — Amid  these  occurrences,  prophecy  served 
not  only  for  present  instruction,  reproof,  and  admonition,  but  kept 
before  the  public  mind  the  promise  of  a  coming  salvation,  thus  supply* 
ing  comfort  and  hope  even  in  the  most  troublous  times.  The  happy 
periods,  when  David  had  conquered  and  Solomon  exercised  his  glorious 
sway  of  peace,  served  as  basis  for  depicting  the  future  transcendent 
glory  of  Messiah's  kingdom ;  while  the  aberrations,  the  sufferings,  and 
the  humiliation  of  the  people,  during  the  period  of  their  decadence, 
led  those  who  cherished  such  hopes  to  look  for  a  Messiah  who  should 
suffer  for  the  sins  of  the  people,  and  take  upon  Himself  all  their 
misery.  And  when  prophecy  had  done  the  work  allotted,  it  ceased  — 
to  resume  and  complete  its  mensage  when  the  fulness  of  time  had 
come. 

2.  Judaism  after  the  Cessation  of  Special  Divine  Tuiiion.  —  The  period 
had  now  arrived  when  the  immediate  guidance  of  Divine  revelation 
was  to  be  withdrawn.  Furnished  with  the  results  and  experiences  of 
former  teaching,  followed  by  the  law  as  schoolmaster,  and  by  prophetic 
prediction  as  by  a  lamp,  the  chosen  race  was  now  to  give  evidence  of 
its  calling.  The  annihilation  with  which  the  fanaticism  of  Antiochus 
Epiphanes  threatened  the  Jewish  commonwealth  was  happily  averted, 
and  under  the  Maccabees  the  nation  once  more  obtained  political  inde- 
pendence. But,  amid  the  increasing  corruption  of  the  Maccabean 
rulers,  the  intrigues  of  Rome  again  deprived  the  country  of  this  boon. 
The  religious  persecutions  of  the  Syrians,  and,  after  them,  the  oppres* 
sion  of  the  llomans,  transformed  the  national  feeling  of  attachment  to 
their  ancestral  religion  into  extreme  exclusiveness,  fanatical  hatred 
and  proud  contempt  of  everything  foreign,  and  changed  the  former 
longing  for  the  Messiah  to  merely  political,  extravagant,  and  carnal 
expectations.  True  piety  decayed  into  petty  legalism  and  ceremonial- 
ism, into  works  and  self-righteousness.  The  priests  and  scribes  were 
sealous  in  fostering  this  tendency,  by  increasing  external  ordinances 
and  perverting  the  sense  of  Scripture ;  thus  rendering  the  mass  of  the 
people  only  more  insusceptible  to  the  spirituality  of  that  salvation, 
irhich  was  no^v  so  near  at  hand. 
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The  institution  of  stnaoogues  proved  of  great  importance  for  the 
development  of  Judaism  during  the  period  succeeding  the  return  from 
B*ibylon.  They  owed  their  origin  to  the  consciousness  that,  after  the 
cessation  of  prophecy,  it  was  a  most  necessary  duty,  not  only  to  con- 
tinue the  symbolical  services  of  the  temple,  but  also  to  seek  edification 
by  a  careful  study  of  the  truths  which  God  had  revealed  in  the  law  and 
by  the  prophets.  But  in  these  synagogues  the  tendency  to  enlarge  the 
Mosaic  law,  and  to  hedge  it  about  by  rabbinical  enactments,  the  aim 
after  an  external  legalism  and  work-righteousness,  national  pride  and 
carnal  anticipations  of  Messianic  times  were  nursed,  and  from  them 
they  spread  among  the  body  of  the  people.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
synagogues,  especially  those  out  of  Palestine  (among  the  Diaspora), 
proved,  from  their  missionary  influence,  of  great  use  to  the  Church. 
These  meetings,  in  which  the  Holy  Scriptures  of  the  Old  Testament 
were,  every  Sabbath,  read  in  the  Greek  version  of  the  LXX.  and 
explained,  offered  to  the  heathen,  who  felt  their  need  of  salvation,  pre- 
cious opportunities  of  becoming  acquainted  with  the  revelation  and 
the  promises  of  God  under  the  Old  Covenant ;  while  to  the  first  mes- 
sengers of  the  Gospel  they  afforded  an  opportunity  of  announcing  the 
Gospel  to  numerous  assemblages,  composed  of  Jews  and  Gentiles.  The 
Btrict,  traditional,  legal,  and  carnal  direction  of  Judaism  after  the  exile 
developed  specially  in  the  sect  of  the  Phariskes.  To  them  the 
Sadducees  were  opposed,  who,  estranged  from  the  peculiar  genius 
of  the  people  and  hostile  to  traditionalism,  sympathized  with  the 
Romans  and  the  Herodians — in  theory  Rationalists,  in  practice 
Epicureans.  A  third  sect,  that  of  the  Essenes,  consisted  of  a  close 
association  of  men,  who  retired  from  the  world  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  original  idea  of  Moses  concerning  the  priesthood  (Ex.  xix.  5.  6), 
and  whose  direction  was  that  of  mysticism  and  ascetism.  As  each  of 
these  three  parties  (the  orthodox,  the  rationalistic,  and  the  mystical) 
represented  more  or  less  unhealthy  aberrations  from  genuine  Judaism, 
they  could  not  prepare  the  way  for  the  Church,  but  either  occupied  a 
position  of  antagonism,  or  else  sought  to  introduce  dangerous  corrup- 
tions ({  27).  But  with  all  these  perverse  and  growing  tendencies,  a 
holy  seed  of  genuine  spirituality  remained  in  obscurity  and  retirement 
(John  i.  47  ;  Luke  i.  6 ;  ii.  25,  38) — a  soil  this,  prepared  by  the  Lord 
for  receiving  the  salvation  offered  by  Christ. 

i  10.  THE  SAMARITANS. 

Com  p.  Th.  CKr.  J.  Juynhol,  Comm.  in  hist,  genti  Samarit.  Luf^d 
Bat.  1846,  4to.-  -Jos.  Grimm^  die  Samariter  u.  ihre  Stellung  ind.  Welt 
gesch.  Miinch.  1^54. 

The  Samaritans  originated  upon  the  fall  of  the  kingdom  of  Is- 
rael, from  a  mixture  of  Israel itish  and  heathen  elements.  After  the 
6* 
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reiarn  from  the  Babylonian  exile,  they  wished  to  amalgamate 
with  the  Jews  ;  but  their  overtures  were  rejected  on  account  o^ 
the  heathen  (^filUfiments  which  the  Samaritans  had  contracted 
The  reformatory  labours  carried  on  among  them  by  Mana^^set  a 
Jewish  refugee,  who  sought  to  purify  their  religion,  and  to  base 
it  on  the  Pentateuch  (of  which  the  text,  however,  was  in  some 
particulars  purposely  altered),  and  who  gave  them  a  temple  and 
worship  on  Mount  Gerizira,  only  served  to  increase  the  hatred  of 
the  Jews.  The  Samaritans  kept  by  the  Judaism  which  Munasse 
had  brought  among  them,  and  remained  equally  strangers  to  the 
devel(>j)menls  and  the  perversions  of  Rabbinism.  Their  Mes- 
sianic hoj)es  were  consequently  more  pure  and  their  exclusive- 
ness  less  violent.  These  circumstances  enabled  them  more 
imi)artially  to  examine  the  claims  of  Christianity;  while  the 
hatred  and  contempt  with  which  Pharisaical  Judaism  treated 
them,  disposed  them  more  favourably  towards  the  Gosi)e], 
which  was  likewise  disowned  and  persecuted  by  the  synagogue 
(John  iv.  41 ;  Acts  viii.  5  etc.y  On  the  other  hand,  Chris- 
tianity also  suffered  from  the  attempts  at  change  and  reaction 
made  by  that  party,  in  the  spirit  of  the  heathen  principle  of 
syncretism,  which  was  inherent  to  Samaritauism  from  its  com- 
mencement  (§  22j. 

§  11.  POINTS  OF  COXTACT  BETWEEN  JUDAISM 

AND  HEATHENISM. 

The  conquests  of  Alexander  the  Great  brought  the  varioug 
elements  of  civilization  in  the  ancient  world  into  contact  and 
connection.  The  Jews  (of  the  Diasi)ora^  who  lived  beyond  the 
limits  of  Palestine,  especially  those  who  resided  in  Egypt,  which 
vns  really  the  focus  of  this  movement,  were  necessarily  aflfected 
by  the  influences  brought  to  bear  upon  them.  The  Jews  of 
Eastern  Asia  maintained  more  intimate  fellowship  with  the  ex- 
clusive Rabbinism  of  Palestine ;  and  the  heathen  (Chaldaic-Per- 
sian)  elements  which  there  invaded  their  religiou.s  views  and 
customs,  became,  mainly  throii<i:h  the  Talmud,  the  common  pro- 
perty of  Judaism  as  it  existed  after  Christ. —  But  the  heathen, 
also,  contenvptible  as  the  Jews  .«?cemed  to  them,  having  be 
come  convinc(?d  of  the  profound  truths  of  the  Israelitish  sy& 
tem,  and  of  the  emptiness  and  impotence  of  their  own  religion 
yielded,  in  exceptional,  but  by  no  means  rare,  cases,  to  the  betioi 
influences  of  Judaism. 


JUPAI8M    AND    HEATHENISM.  5£ 

1.  Influence  of  ffeathenvftn  upon  Judaism. — This  operated  mo3*  power- 
fully in  Ejypt.  Thus  the  sect  of  the  Essenes,  which  had  found  its  waj 
thither,  underwent  various  modifications,  and,  under  the  name  of 
Therapeutop^  occupied  an  influential  position.  The  Jewish  Hellenism 
of  Alexandria  embodied  the  main  principles  of  this  party ;  cnlargeil, 
however,  by  elements  of  Grecian  culture,  and  reared  on  a  broader  l>asi3, 
chiefly  of  Platonic  philosophy.  Of  this  school  Arisiohulns  (i5»77^«tf 
njj  Mwvo/v)(  ypot^^  about  the  year  175),  the  author  of  "the  B«>ok  of 
Wisdom,"  and  the  Alexandrian  Jew  Pkilo  (ob.  39,  a.  d.),  were  the 
principal  representatives.  His  Platonism  is  peculiarly  modified  by  Old 
Testament  elements,  and  by  Essene  and  therapeutic  views.  Hence  his 
speculations  have  served  as  the  ground-work  of  heathen  Neo-Plat^inism, 
of  the  Jewish  Cabbala,  of  Gnosticism,  and  even  of  the  philosophy  of 
Bome  of  the  Fathers.  He  taught  that  originally  all  nations  had  ob- 
tained some  knowledge  of  Divine  truth,  but  that  Moses  alone  had  been 
the  founder  of  true  philosophy;  that  the  legislation  and  teaching  of 
Mosaism  was  the  source  whence  Grecian  philosophy  and  Grecian  mys- 
teries had  drawn  their  inspiration.  The  deep  things  of  Scripture 
could  only  be  understood  by  means  of  allegorical  interpretation.  God 
was  to  or,  and  matter  to  ^jJ  Sv  ;  the  xot^o;  vorjroi  was  an  intermediate 
world  (corresponding  to  Plato's  world  of  ideas),  and  consisted  of  innu- 
merable spirits  and  potencies  (angels  and  souls  of  men),  which,  viewed 
in  their  unity,  and  as  proceeding  from  the  Word  of  God  —  the  Xoyo{ 
Mui^ttoi  which  from  all  eternity  had  been  in  God  —  had  in  creation 
come  forth  from  God  —  the  xoyoj  npofopixo^  (thought  and  word).  The 
▼isible  world  was  an  imitation  of  the  xo<t/aoj  vofjro^, — imperfect,  however, 
on  account  of  the  physical  incapability  of  the  Ht/le^  etc. 

2.  Influence  of  Jwlaiam  vpon  Heathenism.  —  Generally  speaking, 
heathen  nations  extended  toleration  to  Judaism.  Alexander  the  Great, 
the  Pudemies,  and  in  part  the  Seleucidae  also,  accorded  them  the  free 
exercise  of  their  religion,  and  even  certain  privileges.  Rome  recog- 
nized Judaism  as  a  **  religio  licita.*'  Still  the  Jews  were,  for  the  most, 
part,  despised  and  hated  by  the  heathen  (Tac.  calls  them,  **  despeclis- 
sima pars  servieniium,  —  teieirima  yens") ;  and  even  able  writers,  such 
ft?  Manetho,  Justin,  Tacitus,  etc.,  recited  the  most  absurd  fa])lcs  and 
odious  calumnies  against  them.  Flavins  Josephus,  the  Jewish  liistorinn, 
endeavoured  to  dispel  the  prejudices  of  the  Greeks  and  Romans  a;j;ain8t 
his  people,  by  presenting  their  history  and  institutions  in  the  most 
favorable  light.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Greek  translation  of  the  Old 
Testament  (the  Septuagini),  and  the  great  number  of  syna;r<^guo.s 
which,  during  the  time  of  Roman  domination,  had  sprung  uj»  all  over 
the  world,  offered  the  heathen,  who  cared  for  it,  an  opportunity  of  be- 
coming jr  5rsonally  acquainted  with  the  peculiar  character  and  spirit 
of  Judaism.  Considering  the  decay  of  heathenism  at  the  time,  it  could 
scarcely  happen  otherwise  than  that  the  high  antiquity  of  Judaism, 
the  sublime  simplicity  of  its  creed,  the  solemn  import  of  its  rites,  and 
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its  Messianic  anticipations,  should  —  despite  the  common  conwmpt  fof 
the  synagogue  —  have  attracted  many  of  the  better  and  expectant 
heathen,  whooe  cravings  their  degraded  religion  no  longer  could  satisfy. 
Although  comparatively  few  joined  the  Jewish  nation  by  undergoing 
circumcision  and  becoming  proselytes  of  righteomniesSj  the  number  of 
those  who,  without  observing  the  whole  ceremonial  law,  became  prose- 
hjtes  of  the  gale,  abstained  from  idolatry  and  served  Jehovah,  was  pro- 
portionally great.  These  adherents  consisted  of  high  and  low,  chiefly 
of  females ;  and  among  them  Christianity  made  its  earliest  converts. 

2  12,  THE  FULNESS  OF  TIME. 

When  the  fulness  of  time  had  come,  the  dawn  of  a  new  era 
appeared  on  the  mountains  of  Judtea.  According  to  the  Divine 
purpose,  Judaism  and  heathenism  had  completed  that  cycle  of 
positive  and  negative  preparation  for  the  coming  salvation  of 
which  they  were  capable.  The  latter  had  now  become  perfectly 
conscious  of  its  entire  impotence  and  incompetency  for  satisfying 
the  religious  cravings  of  the  soul ;  and  where  not  sunk  into 
dreary  unbelief  or  wild  misbelief,  it  earnestly  longed  and  sought 
for  something  better.  Thus,  negatively,  the  way  was  prepared 
for  the  Church.  Heathenism  had  produced  great  and  imperish- 
able results  in  the  domains  of  science,  art,  and  of  human  culture 
generally.  However  impotent  it  proved  to  restore  to  man  the 
peace  he  had  lost,  and  for  which  he  sought,  it  could  furnish 
important  aid  to  the  true  salvation  which  the  Lord  had 
revealed.  In  this  respect,  heathenism  served  also  as  posi- 
tive preparation  for  the  Church.  Among  Jews  and  Gen- 
tiles there  was  a  general  presentiment  that  a  great  era  in 
history  was  at  hand.  A  deep-felt  sense  of  want  had  become 
almost  a  prophecy  of  the  approaching  provision.  All  who  were 
Israelites  indeed,  waited  for  the  promised  consolation  —  some 
even  in  the  hope  or  expectation  that  they  might  live  to  see  its 
advent.  Among  the  heathen  also  the  long-cherished  hope  of  a 
return  of  the  Golden* Age  was  again  prominently  brought  for- 
ward, and  derived  fresh  support  and  a  new  object  from  what  had 
been  gathered  from  the  Holy  Scriptures,  or  learned  in  the  syna- 
gogues of  the  Jews.  Heathen  Polity  had  also  contributed  its 
quotum  of  preparation  for  the  Church.  One  empire  and  one 
language  combined  the  whole  world  —  universal  peace  prevailed, 
and  most  extensive  commerce  and  intercourse  facilitated  thi 
rapid  spread  of  the  new  truths  brought  to  light  by  the  GospeL 
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FOUNDATION  OP  THE  CHURCH  BY  CHRIST;  ITS  CONSHTUTION 

IN  THE  APOSTOLIC  AGE. 

TO  ABOUT  THE  YEAR  lOO  A.D. 

(  13.  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  THIS  PRLMITIVE  HISTORY, 
AND  ITS  RELATION  TO  THE  OTHER  PERIODS  OF  ECCLE- 
SIASTICAL  HISTORY. 

The  distinctive  peculiarities  of  the  Apostolic  Age  (the  first 
century)  are  our  warrant  for  presenting  it  as  an  independent  and 
separate  branch  of  General  Church  History.  The  difference 
between  the  history  of  the  primitive  and  that  of  the  ancient 
Church,  is  based  on  the  difference  between  Apostolicity  and 
Caiholicity.  The  former  is  the  root,  the  latter  the  stem,  of  the 
Church.  The  position  and  the  qualifications  of  the  apostles 
were,  in  consequence  of  their  immediate  Divine  enlightenment 
and  assistance,  so  unique,  that  the  results  of  their  activity  became 
the  basis  of  all  future  development.  What  they  ta4ight,  and 
what  they  instituted,  required  not  any  Divine  law  or  warrant 
other  than  itself.  Itself  was  the  Divine  law  and  warrant  for 
every  succeeding  development  or  institution.  Every  later  appear- 
ance in  the  Church  must  be  judged  by  the  model  of  apostolic 
teaching  or  pfactice,  not,  indeed,  as  if  it  had  been  quite  complete 
and  perfected,  exhausting  every  future  development ;  but  as 
being  the  sole  authentic  germs  and  commencement  of  the  Church. 
Hence,  in  all  later  developments  of  the  Church,  every  organic 
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development  and  continuation  of  the  Apostolic  Church  —  not 
merely  what,  in  the  same  form,  had  existed  in  the  primitife 
Church — must  be  regarded  as  of  genuine  Christian  oriprni.  But 
this  remark  does  not  apply  to  the  Church  in  its  catholicity.  Its 
organs  neither  required  nor  enjoyed  immediate  Divine  enlighten* 
ment  and  assistance.  .It  was  their  mission  to  superintend  the 
natural  development  of  the  germs  which  the  Loid  had  already 
planted,  and  to  remove  all  spurious  ])lants  (sects  and  heretics). 
Both  the  parent  stem  and  the  wild  branches  laid,  indeed,  equal 
claim  to  genuineness,  on  account  of  real  or  supi)osed  connection 
with  the  root.  But  even  where  prejudice,  arbitrariness,  or  error, 
disabled  or  prevented  from  distinguishing  between  the  genuine 
and  the  spurious,  the  Spirit  of  Christ  has  made  a  separation  in 
the  development  of  a  history  which  God  has  never  wholly  left 
to  its  own  course.  The  parent  stem  remained,  while,  sooner 
or  later,  the  wild  branches  or  the  spurious  plants  withered  and 
perished. 

I.    The  Life  of  Jesus, 

CoMP.  J.  F.  Klmlrr,  monsohl.  Vorsuoh  lib.  don  Sohn  Gottes  und  d. 
Monschon  (Essay  cm  the  Son  of  God  and  of  Man).  Brem.  177G.  The 
same  avthuy's  bibl.  Symjmthion,  od.  orlnuterndo  Bonierk.  lib.  d.  Berichto 
d.  Ev.  von  Jrsu  Lehron  u.  Thaton  (Bibl.  Sympathies,  or  Explanatory 
Remarks  on  tlio  Aoconnt  of  the  Evang.  about  the  Teachings  and  Deeds 
of  Christ).  S«*hlesw.  1.S20. — /.  J.  Jle-ts,  Lebonsgesch.  Jcsu  (Biography 
of  Christ).  8th  od.  Zlirieh  1822.  ^  yoh.—F.  V.  lifiuhard  \ct».  What 
den  Plan,  den  d.  Stifter  d.  ehristl.  Rel.  zum  Besten  d.  Menschen  ent- 
warf  (Essay  on  tlie  Plan  whioh  the  Founder  of  Christianity  devised 
for  tlie  Welfare  of  Man).     5th  ed.  by  Haihncr.     Wittenb.  1830. 

A',  lla.^e,  Leben  Jesu  (Life  of  Jesus).  Leipz  1S20.  r)th  ed.  1805.— 
IX  Fr,  Sfiaus.t,  d.  Leben  Jesu  krit.  bearb.  Tub.  1835.  2  vols.  4th  ed. 
1840. —  C.  11.  Wcissc,  die  ev.  Gesoh.  krit.  u.  philos.  bearb.  (Evangel. 
Hist,  treated  eritieally  an  1  philosophieally).  Leipz.  1838.  2vol3. — 
A.  F.  C/n'irer,  Gesoh.  d.  rrohristenthnius  (Hist,  of  Origin.  Christianity). 
Stuttg.  1838.  3  voN.  in  5  parts. —  C.  F,  v.  Aimnon.  die  Gesch.d.  L<d)en8 
Jesu.  Leipz.  18 12-47.  3  vols.  —  Ih\  liaiicr,  Kritik.  d.  evang.  Gesoh. 
d.  Synopt.  (Crit.  of  the  Evang.  Ilist.  of  the  Synopt.).  Leipz.  1841. 
3  vols. 

J.  Xeamler,  dasLeben  Jesu  (trans,  in  Bohn's  Series,  London  1852).— 
O.  Krnhhe,  Vorlesunjren  U.  d.  Lohou  Jesu.  Ilamb.  1849. — J.  P.  Lange, 
das  Leben  Jesu.  3  vols.  Ileidolberjr  1847.  —  A.  Tho1ucl\  d.  Glaub 
irlii-iigkeit  d.  ev.  Gesoh.  (the  Credibility  of  Gospel  Hist.).     2d  ed 
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Hamb.  I808. — J.  H.  A.  Ebrard,  wissensch.  Kritik  d.  ev.  Gesch.  (Scion 
tlfic  Crit.  of  Ev.  Hist.).  2d  ed.  Erlang.  1850.  —  K.  WieseUr,  chronol 
Sjnopse  d.  4  Ev.  (Chronol.  Synopsis  of  the  Four  Gospels).  Hamb.  1843. 

Jl^.  JESUS  CHRIST  THE  SAVIOUR  OF  THE  WORLD. 

"  When  the  fulness  of  time  was  come,  God  sent  forth  His  Son, 
made  of  a  woman,  made  under  the  law,  to  redeem  them  that  were 
under  the  law,  that  we  might  receive  the  adoption  of  sons"  (^Gal. 
IV.  4,  5).     According  to  promise,  the  Son  of  David  was  born  at 
Bethlehem.     After  John  the  Baptist,  the  greatest  and  last  of  the 
Old  Testament  prophets,  had,  by  the  preaching  and  the  baptism 
of  repentance,  prepared  His  way,  Jesus  commenced,  when  about 
thirty  years  old,  that  glorious  work  in  which  He  fulfilled  the  law 
and  the  prophets.     Accompanied  by  twelve  chosen  disciples,  lie 
passed  through  Palestine,  everywhere  proclaiming  the  kingdom  of 
God,  helping,  healing,  and  confirming  by  signs  and  miracles  both 
His  Divine  mission,  and  the  doctrine  about  His  person,  office,  and 
kingdom.     The  Pharisees  gainsayed  and  persecuted  Him  ;  the 
Sadducees  discarded  Ilim ;  while  the  people  alternated  between 
hailing  and  rejecting  Him.     After  continuing  in  this  work  for 
three  years,  He  made  solemn  entrance  into  the  city  of  His  royal 
ancestors  amidst  the  acclamations  of  the  people.     But  many  days 
had  not  elapsed,  when  the  same  multitude,  disappointed  in  their 
hopes  of  a  political  and  temporal  Messiah,  cried  out,  "  Crucify 
Him,  crucify  Him  !  "     Thus,  according  to  the  good  pleasure  of 
the  F'ather,  He  died  on  the  cross,  a  sacrifice  for  the  sins  of  the 
world.     By  His  suffering,  the  God-man  procured  a  righteous- 
ness of  infinite  and  eternal  value,  in  virtue  of  which,  whosoever 
in  faith  appropriates  it,  has  all  his  sins  forgiven,  and  is  justified 
before  God.     But  death  could  not  hold  the  Prince  of  life.     He 
burst  the  gates  of  Hades  and  the  bonds  of  the  grave,  and  on  the 
third  day  rose  with  glorified  body.     Thus  has  He  brought  life 
ind  immortality  to  light,  that  we  also  might  in  Him  share  the 
Bame.     For  forty  days  He  still  continued  on  earth,  subject  to  the 
limitations  of  humanity.     He  promised  to  His  disciples  the  gift 
of  the  Holy  Ghost,  and  set  them  apart  to  preach  the  Gosj)el  to 
all  nations.     Then  He  again  took  unto  Himself  His  Divine  form, 
which  He  had  put  off  in  His  incarnation,  ascended  into  heaven, 
where,  as  God-man,  He  now  sitteth  at  the  right  hand  of  j)ower — 
the  Almighty  and  ever-present  Head  of  the  Church,  the  Lord  of 
all,  whether  in  heaven  or  on  earth,  and  who  at  the  completion 
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of  all  things,  shall  return  to  this  earth,  visiblj,  and  in  His  own 
and  His  Father's  glory. 

1.  Despite  many  learned  and  ingenious  inquiries  into  the  subject,  it 
has  as  yet  been  impossible  exactly  to  fix  either  the  year  of  Christ's  births 
or  that  of  IIis  death.  In  the  Christian  era,  which  was  proposed  by 
Dionyshts  Exiifuus  in  the  Gth  cent.,  adopted  by  Beda  Venerabilis,  and 
introduced  into  common  use  by  Pepin  and  Charlemagne,  the  year  754 
after  the  building  of  Rome  is  assumed  as  the  starting-point.  But  this 
is  manifestly  erroneous,  as  Ilerod  the  Great  died  (750  or)  751  p,  U.  c, 
Sanclenieiitiys  (de  vulg.  ocrce  emendatione,  Romse  1793)  on  historical 
grounds,  and  Fr.  Munter  ( der  Stern  der  Weisen — the  Star  of  the  Wise 
Men — Co];>euh.  1827)  on  astronomical  grounds,  fix  on  the  year  7  before 
our  era  as  that  of  Christ's  birth ;  Wiatekr  {ut  svpua)  on  the  year  4, 
Seyparfh  (Chronol.  s.  Lcipz.  1840)  on  the  year  2,  Wetgl  (theol.  chronol. 
Abhandl.  liber  d.  wahre  Geburts-  u.  Sterbejahr  J.  Chr.,  Sulzb.  1849) 
on  the  year  5,  before  the  present  era.  Many  of  the  Fathers,  appealing 
to  Isa.  Ixi.  1,  2,  and  Luke  iv.  19,  supposed  that  Christ  had  only  taught 
during  one  year,  and  hence  that  (Luke  iii.  23)  He  was  crucified  in  the 
30th  year  of  His  life.  But  although  the  synoptic  Gospels  speak  of  only 
one  (the  last)  passover  during  the  ministry  of  Christ,  John  (ii.  13 ;  vi. 
4;  xxii.  23)  refers  to  three  such  feasts,  and  besides  (v.  1)  to  afopri;  fw^ 
*lov6aiiav. 

2.  Among  genuine  nox-biblical  testisionies  about  Christ,  probably 
the  most  ancient  is  a  Syrinc  letter  of  Mara,  addressed  to  his  son  Sera 
pion  (see  Cxireton,  Spicil.  Syriacum.  Lond.  1855),  written  about  the  year 
73.  Mara,  a  man  thoroughly  versed  in  Greek  philosophy,  but  not  satis- 
fied with  the  consolations  it  offered,  writes  from  his  place  of  exile  a 
letter  of  comfort  and  instruction  to  his  son,  in  which  he  ranks  Christ 
along  with  Socrates  and  Pythagoras;  he  honours  Him  as  a  wise  king; 
ho  charges  the  Jews  with  His  murder,  declares  that  thereby  they  had 
brouglit  upon  themselves  the  destruction  of  their  commonwealth,  but 
that  Christ  continued  to  live  in  the  new  law  which  lie  had  given. 
From  the  same  period  dates  the  testimony  of  Josephus,  the  Jewish  his- 
torian. In  that  portion  of  the  passage  of  Josophus  which  is  undoubt- 
tedly  genuine,  Christ  is  extolled  as  having  wrought  miracles,  and  been 
a  wise  teacher  of  truth  :  His  death  on  the  crops  under  the  administra> 
tion  of  Pilate,  and  the  foundation  of  the  Church,  are  also  mentioned. 
F.  IT.  Schoedely  (Vindicio)  Flavians,  Lps.  1840)  has  contended  for  the 
foenuineness  of  the  tchole  passage  in  Josephus.  The  following,  how- 
M^er,  are  spurious  records :  1 )  the  Syriac  correspondence  1  etween  Christ 
•feud  AbgartiSj  King  of  Edessa,  in  which  the  latter  entreats  the  Lord  to 
come  and  heal  him,  while  Christ  replies  by  promising,  after  His  ascen- 
Blon,to  send  one  of  His  disciples  (the  genuineness  of  these  documents  has, 
however,  of  late  b'^^n  again  maintained  by  Kinck  in  Illgen's  Journal 
for  1843,  and  by  WeiU  in  the  Tub.  Quarterly  for  1842) ;  2)  two  lettew 
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iildressed  by  Pilate  to  Tiberius;  3)  the  letter  of  Lenfvlus  (a  friend  of 
Pilate)  to  tbe  Roman  Senate,  giving  a  description  of  the  appearance  of 
Christ.  Since  the  fourth  century,  legends  also  circulated  about  a  8tatu6 
of  Christ,  which  the  woman  who  had  been  cured  of  the  issue  of  blood 
had  erected  in  Paneas,  and  about  certain  miraculous  portraits  of  Jesue 
(such  as  that  in  the  napkin  of  Veronica,  perhaps  originally  ==  vera  icorit 
itsuv).     For  other  legends  and  fables,  see  the  apocrypha  gospels. 

II.    The  Apostolic  Age, 

CoJfP.  A,  Neander,  History  of  the  Planting  of  the  Christian  Church 
(translated  by  J.  E.  Ryland,  Bohn's  Scries).  2  vols.  1851.-- J.  Ji. 
Traufmantij  die  ap.  K.  (the  Ap.  Ch.).  Lcipz.  1848. —  M.  Baumgarien, 
transl.  by  Morrison  and  Meyer,  in  Clark's  For.  Thcol.  Library.  3  vols. — 
/.  P.  Lattge,  Gesch.  d.  K.  d.  ap.  Zcit.  (Hist,  of  the  Ch.  in  Ap.  Times) 
2  vols.  Braunschw.  1852.  —  Ph.  Schaff,  Hist,  of  the  Apostolic  Church. 
Scribner,  New  York,  1853.  —  ff,  W.  J.  Thiersch^  d.  K.  im  ap.  Zeit. 
Prkf.  1852. — G,  IF.  Lechler,  d.  ap.  u.  nachap.  Zeitalter  (the  Apost.  and 
Post-Apost.  Age).  Stuttj;.  1857.  4to. —  C.  Peiiss,  Hist,  de  la  th6ologie 
aa  si^le  ap.  Strassb.  1852. — H.  Ewald,  Gesch.  d.  apost.  Zeitalt.  bis  z 
ZfiTStor.  Jems.  Giittg.  1869.  —  K,  Wieselery  Chronol.  d.  apost.  Zeitalt. 
Gottg.  1848. 

1 15.  THE  FEAST  OF  PENTECOST— ACTIVITY  OF  THE  APOS- 
TLBS  BEFORE  THE  CALLING  OF  PAUL  (30-48  a.  d.). 

After  the  number  of  apostles  had  by  lot  been  again  made  up 
to  twelve,  the  Holy  Ghost  was  poured  out  upon  the  assembled 
disciples  who  had  waited  for  His  coming.     This  event,  which 
was  accompanied  by  miraculous  signs,  took  place  on  the  feast 
of  Pentecost  (anno  30),  ten  days  after  the  ascension  of  the  Lord. 
It  became  the  birth-day  of  the  Church,  whose  first  members  were 
now  gathered  in  large  numbers,  in  consequence  of  a  sermon  by 
Peter.     Through  the  exertions  of  tbe  apostles  (chiefly  of  Peter 
and  of  John),  which,  however,  at  first  were  confined  to  Jerusa- 
lem, the  Church  grew  daily.     But  when  a  violent  persecution, 
which  commenced  with  the  stoning  of  Stephen,  scattered  the 
faithful,  the  Gospel  was  carried  all  over  Palestine  to  Phoenicia 
and  Syria,  although  the  apostles  remained  in  the  Jewish  capital. 
The  preaching  of  Philip,  a  deacon,  was   specially  owned    in 
Samaria  (about  the  year  39  or  40).     Soon  afterwards  Peter 
risited  the  churches  in  Judtea ;  and  in  consequence  of  a  Divine 
eommand,  received  by  baptism  the  first  Gentiles  (the  family  of 

Cornelius)  into  the  Church.     At  the  same  time,  and  indepen- 
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dentlj  of  this  evont,  the  earnest  inquiries  of  many  Gentflcs  if. 
^itii  I!)/"'  ^"^^<^<^'^  ^G^^  to  the  formation  of  a  chnrch  composed  of  Jews  and 
Gentiles.  Barnabas,  a  Lerite,  and  a  man  strong  in  the  faith 
was  despatched  from  Jerusalem  to  Antioch,  and  undertook  the 
care  of  this  community,  conjoining  in  this  work  witli  his  own  the 
hibours  of  Paul,  a  converted  Pharisee,  whom  some  years  before 
(about  40  A.  D. )  a  revelation  of  Christ,  on  the  way  to  Damascus, 
had  transformed  from  a  fanatical  persecutor  into  a  most  devoted 
Christian  and  preacher.  In  consequence  of  these  events,  the 
missionary  efforts  of  the  apostles  were  henceforth  divided  into 
purely  Jewish,  with  Jerusalem  as  the  centre  of  operations,  and 
into  mixed,  which  had  chiefly  the  Gentiles  for  their  object,  and 
issued  from  Antioch.  A  conference  of  the  apostles,  held  at 
Jerusalem  (Gal.  ii.  1-9),  formally  sanctioned  this  arrangement. 

§10.   LABOURS  OF  THE    APOSTLE  PAUL  (44-C4a.d.). 

CoMP.  J.  T.  Hemsctu  dor  Ap.  Paul.  Gilttg.  1830.—  (7.  .^hrafhr,  der 
Ap.  P.  Loipz.  18.'>0. — Palcy,  Ilone  Paulina?,  in  his  collected  works,  and 
Biur«  often  printed  separately. — Omt/hutre  and  Hoirson,  The  Life  and 
Epistles  of  St.  Paul.  2  vcls.  lid  E.l.  l.^:»0.— (F.  Chr.  Hanr,  Paul.  d.  Ap. 
J.  Chr.  Ein  Boitrag  zu  eiiier  krit.  Oeseh.  d.  Uivhristth. — Paul  the  ap. 
of  J.  Chr.     A  Coutrib.  to  a  crit.  Hist,  of  orig.  Chr.  TUhg.  1845.) 

Having  been  specially  separated  by  the  IToly  Ghost  for  the 
work,  and  set  apart  by  the  Church  by  the  laying  on  of  hands, 
Paul  and  Barnabas  left  Antioch  in  the  year  45,  to  make  their 
Jirsl  )nistiio7iarif  four  to  Asia  Minor.  The  Lord,  by  sijrns  and 
wonders,  gave  testimony  to  their  preaching;  and,  notwithstand- 
ing the  contradiction  and  persecution  of  hostile  Jews,  they 
founded  at  Antioch  (in  Pisidia"),  at  Iconium,  Lystra,  and  Derbe, 
mixed  churches,  consisting  chieQy  of  Gentile  Christians  ;  preach- 
ing also  in  many  other  ])laces.  Not  long  afterwards,  Paul 
undertook  a  second  mi ssionarn  journey  (50-54).  On  this  occa- 
sion Barnabus  had  se])arated  from  Paul,  because  he  would  t^ike 
with  him  John  Mark,  his  nephew,  who  on  the  first  missionary 
tour  had  left  the  work.  In  company  with  his  nephew,  Barnabas 
now  went  to  Cyprus,  his  own  country ;  but  no  record  of  the  suc- 
cess of  this  mission  has  been  left.  Accompanied  by  Silas,  by 
Luke,  and  afterwards  also  by  Timothj/,  Paul  meantime  passed 
again  through  Asia  Minor,  and  was  about  to  return  to  Antioch, 
when  a  call  from  the  Lord,  in  a  night- vision,  induced  him  to 
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land  on  the  shores  of  Europe.     Here  he  founded  Christian  com- 
munities at  Philippi,  at  Thessalonica,  Berea,  Athens,  and  Co- 
rinth ;   and  then  returned  to  Syria  through  Asia  Minor,  touch- 
ing: at  Ephesus  by  the  way.     During  his  stay  at  Jerusalem  the 
conference  with  Peter,  James,  and  John,  to  wliich  Gal.  ii.  refers 
took  place  (fourteen  years  after  Paul's  conversion),  and  soon 
afterwards,  in  Antioch,  the  conflict  with  Peter,  alluded  to  in  the 
same  passage.     In  the  year  54,  he  undertook,  in  com})any  with 
Luke,   Titus,  and   Timothy,  his   third  mianionary  expedition 
(54-58).     This  time,  Ephesus,  where  a  numerous  congrepration 
was  gathered,  became  the  centre  of  his  operations.     An  extraor- 
dinary success  attended  his  labours,  and  the  very  existence  of 
heathenism   in    Asia   Minor   seemed  threatened.     Driven  from 
Ephesus   in  consequence  of  a  tumult,  Paul  travelled  through 
Macedonia,  penetrated    as   far   as   Illyricum,  then   visited   the 
churches  in  Greece,  and  returned  to  Jerusalem  to  fulfil  a  vow. 
In  the  Jewish  capital  his  life  was  only  preserved  through  the 
interference  of  the  Roman  tribune,  who  took  him  prisoner,  and 
sent  him  to  Ciesarea.     An  appeal  to  the  Emperor,  to  which  as 
Roman  citizen  he  was  entitled,  led  to  his  departure  to  Rome  (in 
the  year  60).  where  for  some  years  he  continued  a  prisoner  in  his 
own  house,  being  still  allowed  to  preach.     The  furtlier  course 
of  his  life  and  activity  is  involved  in  some  uncertainty.     Proba- 
bly his  imprisonment  became  more  severe,  either  in  consequence 
of  increasing  enmity  on  the  part  of  the  Emperor  or  of  Ills  favour- 
ites towards  Christianity,  or  on  account  of  the  importunities  of 
hoaiile  Jews.     In  the  year  64  he  was  belieaded,  under  the  reign 
of  Nero. 

1.  The  very  common  opinion,  first  mooted  by  Euscbius,  that  about 
the  vc?ar  64  Paul  had  boen  set  at  libertv,  and  undertaken  a  fourth  mis- 
sionary  tour,  in  which  he  had  penetrated  as  far  as  Spain,  that  thence 
he  had  a  second  lime  been  sent  jiri-ioner  to  RoDie,  and  l»een  ))ehca(led  in 
that  city  about  the  year  07,  owes  its  origin  to  manifest  chronolofrical 
mistiikej*.  It  has  o'late  been  again  advocated  (by  Neander.  Gucricke, 
Cre<iner,  Gieseler,  lluther,  Wiesinger,  etc.),  from  the  erroneous  suppo 
iilion  that  some  events  noticed  in  the  letters  of  Paul  could  nnt  havo 
occurred  during  the  period  preceding  the  (supposed  first)  imprison- 
ment of  Paul  at  Rome.  What  is  re^iarded  as  a  testimonv  of  ('lenient 
Id  the  journey  of  the  apostle  into  Spain  [ini  rb  rB^\ua  rr;^  ^i^rfw?  A^i )  ia 
by  no  means  conclusive,  even  irrespective  of  the  dubious  particle  irti: 
The  Mu'^tori  Canon  refers  indeed  to  a  journey  into  Spain,  but  only  aa 


o4  THE    PRIMITIVE    CHURCH    (l^lOO    A.  D.). 

an  unsupported  legend  (Rom.  xv.  24],  on  which  the  book  of  Acts  is 
silent     Comp.  especially  JVieseler,  ut  sitpra,  p.  521  etc. 

J  17.  LABOURS  OF  THE  OTHER  APOSTLES  (AFTER  THE 

YEAR  48). 

We  only  possess  authentic  data  about  the  labours  of  the  most 
prominent  among  the  apostles.     At  an  early  period  (about  the 
year  44),  James  the  Elder,  the  brother  of  John,  suffered  martyr- 
dom  at  Jerusalem.     During  that  persecution  Peter  was  obliged 
for  a  tirtie  to  leave  Jerusalem.     By  inclination  and  calling  he 
acted  as  apostle  to  the  circumcision   (Gal.  ii.  7-9).     In  the 
course  of  his  labours,  which  were  shared  by  Mark^  he  penetrated, 
according  to  1  Pet.  v.  13.  as  far  as  fiabt/lon.     That  he  had  also 
labored  in  Asia  Minor  and  in  Greece  is  doubtful.     That  he  was 
crucified  under  the  reign  of  Nero  at  Rome,  A.  D.  04,  the  same 
year  when  Paul  was  beheaded,  may  well  be  questioned,  and 
the  legend  that  for  25  years  before  hi»  death  he  was  Bishop 
of  Rome  is  a  certain  fable.     Indeed  it  is  by  no  means  clear 
that  Peter  was  ever   in  Rome  —  Philip  spent  the  last  years 
of  his  life  at  Hierapolis  in  Phrygia.     John  betook  himself  to 
Ephesus.     Ancient   legends  declare  that  Thomas  preached  in 
Parthia,  Bartholomew  in  India,  and  that  John  Mark  founded 
the  church  at  Alexandria. — After  the  time  of  the  apostolic  con- 
ference, Jamefi  the  Just,  the  brother  of  the  Lord,  seems  to  have 
presided  over  the  church  at  Jerusalem,  having  been  specially 
commissioned  to  labour  amongst  the  Jews.     In  Gal.  ii.  9  Paul 
speaks  of  him,  of  Peter  and  of  John,  aa  being  regarded  *' pillars" 
of  the  Church.     He  does  not  appear  ever  to  have  left  Jerusa- 
lem.    Soon  after  the  imprisonment  of  Paul  he  was  killed  by 
fanatical  Jews  (64).     After  the  martyrdom  of  Paul,  John,  who 
among  the  twelve  disciples  approximated  most  closely  the  mental 
direction  of  Paul,  occupied  the  former  field  of  labour  of  that 
apostle  in  Asia  Minor.     He  took  up  his  abode  at  Ephesus,  a 
city  which,  at  that  period,  was  the  focus  and  centre  of  ecclesias- 
tical movements.     Even  during  the  time  of  Paul,  the  antagon- 
isms peculiar  to  the  apostolic  age — that  of  Literalism,  Pharisee- 
ism,  and   Legal   Righteousness,  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  that  of  Antinomianism,  Idealism,  and    Gnosticism — ^had 
appeared,  and  rapidly  developed  almost  into  antichristian  ten 
dencies.     Circumstances  like  these  rendered  the  presence  of  ac 
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apostle,  who  was  a  pillar  of  the  Church,  all  the  more  requisite 
ill  a  city  which  otherwise  also  was  so  important.  Of  all  the 
apostles  none  was  so  eminently  adapted  and  qualified  for  such  a 
post  as  John,  who  combined  the  most  ready  charity  and  mild- 
ness with  the  most  strict  and  unbending  earnestness,  and  whose 
spiritual  tendency  embodied  in  their  purest  and  highest  aspects 
the  truths  lying  at  the  foundation  of  these  antagonisms.  Ban. 
ished  by  Domitian  to  Patmos,  an  island  in  the  -^gean  Sea,  he 
retaroed  again  to  Ephesus,  where  he  laboured  for  other  thirty 
jears  (to  his  death  under  Trajan),  his  ministrations  being  greatly 
blessed  to  the  church  of  Asia  Minor. 

1,  The  legend  about  Peter's  hishoprick  at  Rome  (according  to  Euse- 
biua,  from  the  year  42-07),  is  derived  from  the  lieretical,  pseudo-epi- 
graphic  Clementines  and  Recognitions, —  an  authority  entirely  untrusU 
worthy  (p.  {  27,  4).  The  silence  both  of  the  letter  to  the  Romans  (58) 
and  of  Acts  xxviii.  prove  that  Peter  could  not  have  labored  in  Rome  be- 
fore A.  D.  60,  when  Paul  arrived  there  as  a  prisoner.'  Gomp.  WieseUr 
al  napra,  p.  522  etc. 

2.  The  question,  whether  the  New  Testament  refers  to  two  or  to 
THEKS  James'  —  t.  c,  whether  the  apostle  James  (he  Less^  the  son  of 
Alpbeus  and  cousin  of  Jesus,  was  the  same  as  James  the  Jtixi,  the  bro- 
ther of  the  Lord  and  president  of  the  church  of  Jerusalem,  or  not — is 
9iie  of  the  most  difficult  problems  in  New  Test.  History.     The  strongest 
argument  in  favour  of  their  identity  is  derived  from  Gal.  i.  19,  where 
James  the  brother  of  the  Lord  is  called  an  apostle  (comp.,  however, 
Acta  xiv.  14 ;  Heb.  iii.  1).     But,  on  the  whole,  the  balance  of  evidence 
is  against  this  supposition.     In  John  vii.  the  brethren  of  Jesus  are 
represented  as  still  unbelieving  at  a  time  when  James  the  son  of 
Alpheus  was  already  one  of  the  apostles ;  according  to  Matt,  xxviii. 
19,  none  of  the  twelve  could  be  permanent  Bishop  of  Jerusalem  ;  Iloge- 
sippus  represents  James  the  Just  as  fitta  tdv  artoaroXcjv  the  president 
of  the  church  at  Jerusalem,  and  he  speaks  of  rta^'Koi  'Iaxco3ot  (which,  at 
my  rate,  implies  more  than  two).     The  older  Fathers  regarded  the 
"brothers  and  sisters"  of  the  Lord  as  the  children  of  Joseph  by  a 
former  marriage  (a  view  which  leaves  untouched  the  delicate  question 
as  to  the  interpretation  of  Matt.  i.  25).     Jerome  and  Chrysostom  are 
the  first  of  the  Fathers  to  identify  James  the  sou  of  Alpheus  with 
James  the  Just. — Regarding  the  death  of  James  the  Just  ancient  testi- 
moDies  do  not  fully  agree.     According  to  He<jesippiis  the  Jews  aske<i 
him,  at  the  feast  of  the  Passover,  to  bear  witness  against  Christ,  from 
the  pinnacle  of  the  temple.     But  James  earnestly  testified  in  favour  of 
Christ,  and  for  this  was  cast  down,  stoned,  and  whilst  praying  for  his 
enemies,  was  killed  by  a  blow  from  the  club  of  a  tanner.     Clem.  Alex- 
onder  corroborates  this  account.    Josephus  simply  reports  that  after 
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tlio  removal  of  Fostus,  and  before  the  arrival  of  AlbinuR  (anno  54),  tht 
cruel  high-priest  Anaiius  procured  a  hastv  condemnation  of  James,  and 
of  others  to  whom  ho  bore  enmity,  and  had  caused  the  apostle — fi*« 
Htxpov  'Ifjijov  tot-  ytyofiiyov  Xptfftov  —  to  be  stoned. 

3.  Ircna}us,  Eusebius,  and  Jorome  speak  of  the  banishment  of  John 
as  having  taken  place  under  the  reign  of  Domitian;  only  obscure  or 
later  evidence  (the  superscription  in  the  Syr.  Book  of  Revel,  and 
Theophylact)  is  in  favour  of  placing  it  in  the  time  of  Nero.  TertuUian 
records  a  legend,  according  to  which  he  had,  at  the  time  of  Nero,  been 
put  into  a  cask  of  boiling  oil ;  and  Augustin  relates  that  he  had  drained 
a  poisoned  cup  without  deriving  harm  from  it.  These  are  manifestly 
apocryphal  stories;  but  the  narrative  of  Clement  Alex,  about  the 
tender  care  with  which  the  aged  apostle  had  watched  over  a  youth  who 
had  fearfully  gone  astray,  appears  to  be  authentic.  The  same  remark 
applies  to  the  account  of  Jerome,  according  to  whom,  when  too  old  to 
walk,  John  had  caused  himself  to  be  carried  to  the  meetings  of  the 
Christians,  and  ever  ropeatetl  to  them  only  this  admonition,  "  Little 
children,  love  one  another;"  and  to  the  statement  of  Irenaeus,  that 
when,  on  one  occasion,  he  happened  to  meet  with  Cerinthus,  the 
heretic,  in  a  bath,  the  apostle  immediately  left  the  place  so  as  to  avoid 
even  outward  communion  with  him. 

i  18.  CONSTITUTION,  LIFE,  DISCIPLINE,  AND  WORSHIP  OF 

TUE  CHURCH. 

Cr.  K,  LechleTf  die  N.  T.  Lchre  von  h.  Amte  Stuttg.  1857. 

The  institution  of  a  special  human  priesthood,  characteristic 
of  Old  Testament  times,  had  now  merged  in  the  One  only  and 
Eternal  Mcdiatorship  of  the  God-mnn ;  at  the  same  time,  the 
Gospel  distinctly  laid  down  the  principle,,  that  all  Christians 
formed  part  of  the  Universal  Priesthood  (Heb.  iv.  16;  1  Pet. 
ii.  9;  Rev.  i.  6).  Connected  tojrether  into  an  organism  under 
Christ,  as  its  only  Head,  the  Church  was  to  edify  itself  and  to 
grow  by  the  co-operation  of  all  its  members,  according  to  their 
respective  calling,  gifts,  and  position  (Eph.  i.  22  etc. ;  1  Cor. 
xii.  12  etc.).  The  natural  tahMits  and  the  inward  calling  in 
apostolic  times  wore  in  special  cases  quickentMl  and  enlarged 
by  the  cxtraordinari/  gifts  of  the  Holy  Spirit  (the  Cha- 
rismata). With  th(^  natural  oxc'0[)tion  of  females  (1  Cor. 
xiv.  34;  1  Tim.  ii.  i2\  every  Christian  was  allowed  to  teach 
and  to  exhort  in  the  Church.  But  from  the  commencement 
regularly  appointed  officials  were  set  apart,  in  order  that  thii 
process  of  contributing  to  the  edification  of  the  Church,  on  the 
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part,  of  all  its  members,  might  not  degenerate  into  arbitrariness, 
presumption,  and  anarchy,  and  that,  amidst  the  changes  of  time, 
the  government  and  edification  of  the  Church  might  continue 
uninterrupted.  On  them  the  preservation  of  order,  the  pre- 
vention of  abuses,  the  direction  of  public  worship,  the  preaching 
of  the  word,  the  dispensation  of  the  sacraments,  the  cure  of 
souls,  the  exercise  of  discipline,  and  the  outward  representation 
of  the  Church,  devolved  as  their  peculiar  and  fixed  calling.  The 
need  of  such  an  order  of  men  must  have  been  all  the  more  felt, 
when  the  extraordinary  qualifications  of  charismata  gradually 
ceased.  It  became  now  more  than  ever  necessary,  by  means  of 
a  regular  outward  call,  to  assign  proper  limits,  and  to  give  a 
settled  character  to  the  inward  call.  So  long  as  the  apostles 
laboured  in  the  churches  which  they  had  founded,  the  duty  of 
teaching  and  of  governing  devolved  upon  them. 

1.  The  Charismata. —  According  to  1  Cor.  xii.  8  etc.,  28  etc.,  the 
special  and  extraordinary  gifts  of  the  Holy  Spirit  in  the  Apostolic 
Church  were  of  twofold  character,  as  they  manifested  themselves  either 
in  word  or  in  deed.  The  first  were  in  part  temporary,  such  as  the  gifts 
of  speaking  intongues  and  of  prophecy ;  and  again,  supplementary  to 
theseTttrergift  of  interpreting  tongues  and  trying  the  spirits.  And  in 
part  they  were  lasting,  such  as  the  gift  of  teaching — t.  tf.,  either  the 
speculative  gift  of  wisdom  and  of  knowledge  (Gnosis),  or  the  practical 
and  didactic  gift  of  faith  (Pistis).  Of  the  second  class  of  charismata 
strictly  practical  were  the  pft  of  directing  and  administering  the  affairs 
of  a  church,  and  the  gifts  of  performing  miracles  and  of  healing 
the  sick. 

2.  Bishops  and  Presbyters. — To  aid  them  in  their  work,  or  to  supply 
their  places  in  their  absence  ( Actfl  14  :  23),  the  apostles  ordained  rulers 
in  every  church,  who  bore  the  common  name  of  Elders  [n^tG^vtipoi) 
from  their  dignity,  and  of  Bishops  (tTiiaxonoi)  from  the  nature  of  their 
office. 

That  originally  the  ftpsa^vrtpoc  were  the  same  as  the  iitCaxortoi^  we 
gather  with  absolute  certainty  from  the  statements  of  the  New  Testa- 
ment and  of  Clement  of  Rome,  a  disciple  of  the  apostles  (see  his  First 
Epistle  to  the  Corinthians,  chaps,  xlii.  xliv.  Ivii.).  1)  The  presbyters 
are  expressly  called  inCaxonot  —  comp.  Acts  xx.  17  with  vcr.  28,  and 
Tit  i.  5  with  ver.  7.  —  2)  The  office  of  presbyter  is  described  as  next 
to  and  highest  after  that  of  apostle  (Acts  xv.  6,  22).  Similarly,  the 
elders  are  represented  as  those  to  whom  alone  the  rule,  the  teaching, 
and  the  care  of  the  Church  is  entrusted  (1  Tim.  v.  17  ;  1  Pet.  v.  1  etc.) ; 
on  account  of  whi.h  the  apostles  designate  themselves  also  as  rvfiTtftt^- 
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fivrtfifH-  (1  Pet.  V.  1,  2,  and  3  John  1).  —  3)  The  various  offices  of  the 
Church  are  summed  up  under  the  expression  iniaxofto^  kou  dcosorM 
(Phil.  i.  1;  Clem.  Rom.  1.  c.  ch.  xlii.  comp.  1  Tim.  iii.  1,  8).  —  4)  In 
the  above  quoted  passages  of  the  N.  T.  and  of  Clement  wo  read  of 
many  bishops  in  one  and  the  same  church.  In  the  face  of  such  iudu* 
bitable  evidence,  it  is  difficult  to  account  for  the  pertinacity  with  which 
RomiKh  and  Anglican  theologians  insist  that  these  two  offices  had  from 
the  first  been  different  in  name  and  functions ;  while  the  allegation  of 
some,  that  although,  originally,  the  two  designations  had  been  identical, 
the  offices  themselves  were  distinct,  seems  little  better  than  arbitrary 
and  absurd.  Even  Jerome,  Augustin,  Urban  II.  (a.  1091),  and  Petnis 
Lombardus  odmit  that  originally  the  two  had  been  identical.  It  wa^ 
reserved  for  the  Council  of  Trent  to  convert  this  truth  into  a  heresy. 

3.  Other  Church  Offices. — (Comp.  7?.  Roihe,  die  Anfinge  d.  christl. 
Kirche  und  ihrer  Verfass.  (Commenc.  of  the  Chr.  Ch.  and  of  its  Consti- 
tut.).  Wittemb.  1837.  Vol.  I.—/.  W.  Bivkelh  Gesch.  d.  Kirchenrechtes 
(Hist,  of  Eccl.  Law).  Frankf.  1849.  T.  2,  p.  02  etc.)— Conjoineii  with,  but 
subordinate  to,  the  office  of  presbyter  or  bishop,  of  which  the  apostles 
themselves  for  so  considerable  time  discharged  the  duties  at  Jerusalem, 
was  the  office  of  Deacon,  It  was  first  instituted  by  the  apostles,  with  con- 
sent of  the  people,  for  the  purpose  of  caring  for  the  poor  and  the  sick  at 
Jerusalem  (Acts  vi.).  Thence  it  spread  to  most  other  Christian  communi- 
ties; the  number  of  deacons  being  always  seven,  until  the  original  func- 
tions of  the  office  were  enlarged,  and  the  deacons  called  to  assist  in  the 
cureof  souls  and  in  preaching  the  word.  Functions  corresponding  to  those 
of  the  deacons  —  but  only  so  far  as  the  original  design  of  the  diaconate 
was  concerned  (according  to  1  Cor.  xiv.  34,  and  1  Tim.  ii.  12) — devolved 
on  the  Deaconesses  (Rom.  xvi.  1),  who  took  charge  of  Christian  females. 
From  1  Tim.  v.  9  we  gather  that,  commonly,  only  widows  above  the 
age  of  sixty  were  admitted  to  this  office.  The  presbyters  and  deacons 
were  set  apart  by  the  laying  on  of  the  hands  of  the  apostles,  or  of 
their  delegates  (Acts  vi.  0;  1  Tim.  iv.  14  etc.).  Individual  churches 
were  also  in  the  habit  of  employing  special  evangelists,  whose  duty  it 
was  to  travel  about  in  order  to  preach  to  the  heathen  (Eph.  iv,  11 ; 
Acts  xxi.  8).  When,  one  after  another,  the  apostles,  who  even  when 
absent,  were  regarded  as  concentrating  in  themselves  the  supreme 
guidance  of  the  churches,  were  called  to  their  rest,  gradually  and 
almost  necessarily  one  of  the  elders  obtained  prominence  over  the  rest, 
though  at  first  only  as  the  primus  intei' pares^  and  with  it  the  distinctive 
title  of  Bishop,  in  contradistinction  to  the  other  presbyters.  The  rela- 
tion of  Jiimos  to  the  church  at  Jerusalem  (Acts  xv.  13;  xxi.  18),  and 
the  full  powers  which  Paul  claimed  for  his  assistants  (Timothy,  Titus, 
and  others)  in  individual  churches,  may  have  served  as  a  commence* 
ment  and  a  type  of  the  later  Episcopate  (Cf.  2  30). 
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4.  Christian  Lije,  and  EccUsiastical  Discipline,  —  (Com p.  G  An  old, 
trsie  Liebe,  d.  i.  wahre  Abbildung  d.  ersten  Christen.  (Fiist  LDve, 
L  e..  Faithful  Portiiituro  of  the  first  Christians)  Frkft.  1696.--In 
accordance  with  the  command  of  the  Lord  (John  xiii.  34,  35),  brotherly 
loTe,  in  opposition  to  the  selfishness  of  the  natural  heart,  became  the 
principle  of  the  new  Christian  life.     In  the  church  at  Jerusalem,  the 
power  of  first  love,  stimulated  by  the  expectation  of  a  speedy  return 
of  the  Lord,  manifested  itself  in  a  voluntary  community  of  goods  —  an 
experiment  this,  which,  without  denying  its  internal  value,  was  soon 
found  to  be  impracticable,  and  hence  neither  repeated  nor  even  pro- 
longed.    But  the  more  wealthy  Gentile  Christian  churches  continued 
to  show  their  brotherly  affection  by  making  collections  for  the  poor 
eaints  at  Jerusalem,  whom  providential  dispensations  (such  as  famine) 
rendered  still  more  dependent.  —  According  to  the  direction  of  the 
apostle  in  Gal.  iii.  28,  the  threefold  evil  under  which  the  old  world 
laboured — con  tempt  of  foreign  nationalities,  degradation  of  woman,  and 
slavery  —  was  removed  by  a  gradual  and  internal  renovation  of  the 
world,  carried  on  without  any  violent  infringement  of  existing  rights. 
At  the  same  time,  a  deep  consciousness  of  the  fellowship  subsisting 
between  the  members  of  the  Church  in  their  subordination  to  the  One 
Head  in  heaven,  pervaded  and  sanctified  all  the  relationships  of  life. — 
However,  even  in  apostolic  times  pristine  Christian  purity  and  sim- 
plicity occasionally  gave  place  to  other  feelings.   In  the  Mother  Church, 
hypocrisy  (Acts  v.)  and  dissension  (Acts  vi.)  appeared  at  a  very  early 
period.   But  the  former  was  visited  by  a  dreadful  judgment ;  the  latter 
removed  by  charity  and  mutual  forbearance.   Among  the  more  wealthy 
Gentile  Christian  churches  (such  as  in  Corinth  and  Thessalonica)  the 
spirit  of  the  world  manifested  its  presence  by  luxuriousness,  selfish- 
ness, pride,  etc. ;  but  it  was  broken  or  removed,  partly  in  consequence 
of  the  admonitions  and  the  discipline  of  the  apostles,  and  partly  in 
consequence  of  the  early  persecutions  which  sifted  and  purified  the 
churches.     Any  member  who  had  caused  public  scandal  by  a  gross 
violation  of  pure  doctrine  or  of  Christian  duty,  and  who  persisted  in 
his  sin  despite  the  admonitions  of  pastors  and  elders,  was  expelled 
from  the  Church.     But  if  sufficient  proof  of  genuine  repentance  had 
been  given,  the  offending  brother  was  gladly  welcomed  back.     The 
account  about  the  incestuous  person  at  Corinth  affords  an  example 
of  the  apostolic  arrangements  in  this  respect  (1  Cor.  v.  1  etc. ;  2  Cor. 
ii.  5  etc. ;  comp.  also  1  Tim.  i.  19,  20 ;  Gal.  i.  8,  9 ;  1  John  ii.  19 
etc.).   Cf.  i  36. 

5.  Christian  Worship, —  (Comp.  Th.  ffamach,  der  chr.  Gcmeinde- 
pottesd.  im  ajost.  u.  altkath.  Zeitalter  (Chr.  Congrogat.  Worship  in  the 
Apost.  and  Anc.  Cath.  Ch.).  Erl.  1854. — Th.  KUefoth,  Liturg.  Abhandl. 
IV.  A.  u.  d.  T, :  Die  urspr.  Gottesdienstordn.  &c  ,  I.  p.  175,  &c.,  2 
Aufi.  Schwerii.  lSo8). — Even  in  Jerusalem,  where   Christians  con 
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tinued  tlicir  attendance  on  the  temple,  the  religious  wants  of  the  Chiirck 
rendered  distinctively  Christian  and  common  worship  necessary.  Bui 
as  Jewish  worship  was  twofold  in  its  character,  consisting  of  instruc 
tion  and  edification  by  the  word  in  the  syriagcjgues,  and  of  the  typical 
and  sacramental  service  of  symbols  in  the  temple,  80,  in  the  Church 
also,  Christian  worship  was,  from  the  first,  either  homileticO'didactie,, 
or  else  eiicharisUco-scteramcnlal.  (Cf.  J  33.)  The  former,  like  the 
service  of  the  synagogue,  was  not  only  intended  for  the  edification  of 
the  congregation,  but  for  missionary  purposes,  on  which  gnmnd  non- 
Christians  also  were  allowed  and  invited  to  attend.  At  first  the  church 
at  Jerusalem  held  these  [morning)  services  in  the  halls  of  the  temple, 
where  the  people  were  wont  to  assemble  for  prayer  (Acts  iii.  11) ; 
afterwards,  in  private  houses.  They  consisted  of  reading  certain 
passages  and  sections  from  the  Old  Testament  —  at  a  later  period,  also 
apostolic  letters  and  ]>ortions  from  the  Gospels  —  of  addresses  for  the 
purposes  of  instruction  and  exhortation,  of  prayer  and  of  singing  of 
psalms.  The  sacramental  ]K>rtion  of  public  worship  took  place  within 
the  circle  of  the  Church  alone.  The  main  part  and  object  of  these 
(evening)  services  was  to  celebrate  the  Jjord*s  Supj^r,  which,  after  the 
motlel  of  the  institution,  was  acoomi)anied  by  prayer  end  the  singing 
of  hymns,  and  taken  along  with  a  common  meal,  calliKl  the  d>«ni7,  to 
denote  that  its  purpose  was  the  expression  of  brotherly  love.  The  ele- 
ments were  set  apart  for  sacramental  purjioses  by  prayer,  in  which 
thanks  and  praise  were  offered  up  (ev^^optWa.  1  Cor.  xi.  24 ;  or  (vXoyta, 
1  Cor.  X.  10).  This  prayer  was  probably  followed  by  the  "holy  kiits" 
(^iXi^/ia  aycov,  Kom.  xvi.  16  :  1  Cor.  xvi.  20).  In  public  worship,  besides 
the  psalms,  distinctly  Christian  hymns  and  doxologies  were  probably 
in  use  even  in  apostolic  times  (Eph.  v.  10 ;  Col.  iii.  16),  of  which  Eph. 
ii.  14,  1  Tim.  iii.  16,  2  Tim.  ii.  11-13,  popsibly  contain  specimens  and 
fragments.  See  also  1  Tim.  iii.  1,  16  ;  James  i.  17  ;  Rev.  i.  4  etc. ;  iv. 
11 ;  V.  9  etc. ;  xi.  15  etc. ;  xv.  3  etc. ;  xxi.  1  etc. ;  xxii.  10  etc.  At  first, 
both  the  homiletic  and  eucharistic  services  took  place  daily  (Acts  ii,  4, 
6).  But  even  in  ajx)stolic  times,  besides  the  Sabbath — among  Gentile 
Christians  instead  of  it  —  the  Lord^s  Day  was  observed  as  a  day  of 
special  solemnity,  being  that  of  Christ's  resurrection  (John  xx.  26; 
Acts  XX.  7;  1  Cor.  xvi.  2;  Rev.  i.  10).  But  we  cannot  discover  that 
any  other  feast  days  had  been  observed  at  that  period.  Equally  im- 
possible is  it  strictly  to  demonstrate  that  infant  baptism  had  been 
practised  by  the  apostles,  although  this  is  probable  (Acts  ii.  39;  xvi 
33;  1  Cor.  vii.  14).  Baptism  was  administered  by  complete  immersion, 
in  the  name  of  Christ,  or  else  of  the  Triune  God  (Matt,  xxviii.  19). 
The  charisma  of  healing  the  sick  was  applied  along  with  prayer  and 
anointing  with  oil  (James  v.  14,  15).  The  practice  of  confessing  sint 
one  to  another,  and  praying  for  each  other,  was  recommended  without 
having,  however,  any  necessary  connection  with  public  worship  (Jamei 
V.  10).  The  Holy  Ghost  (as  a  charisma),  and  ordination  (Acts  vi.  6; 
xiii.  3  ;  1  Tim.  iv.  14),  were  imparted  by  prayer  and  laying  on  of  baods. 
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1 19.  APOSTOLIC  OPPOSITION   TO   SECTAllIANS  AND 

HERETICS. 

CoMP.  merscky  Versuch  zur  Ilerstcll.  d.  Hist.  Standp.  fdr.  d.  Kri 
tik  d.  NeL  Schriften.  Erlg.  1845.— Jf.  Mangold,  d.  Irrlehre  d.  Pastoral 
briefe.  Marb.  1856. 

Prom  the  first,  when,  by  the  preaching  of  the  apostles,  Chris- 
tianitv  entered  on  its  mission  of  conquering  the  world,  the  intel- 
lectual powers  of  the  old  world  occupied  one  of  three  relations 
with  reference  to  the  Gospel.  Either  their  representatives  en- 
tirely gave  themselves  up  to  the  truth,  or  they  prepared  as 
enemies  to  resist  it,  or  they  admitted  certain  of  the  elements  of 
Christianity,  retaining,  however,  along  with  these,  their  old  and 
anchristian  views.  This  combination  and  commingling  of  hete- 
rogeneous elements  gave  rise  to  many  heresies.  —  The  first 
enemy  which  appeared,  even  in'  the  midst  of  the  Christian  camp 
itself,  was  the  well-known  pharisaical  Judaism  ^  with  it^  tradi- 
tionary ossification  of  doctrine,  its  righteousness  of  dead  works. 
Its  narrow-minded  pride  of  nationality,  and  its  carnal  and  per- 
rerted  views  about  the  Messiah.  It  was  the  shibboleth  of  that 
party,  that  the  Gentiles  should  be  constrained  to  observe  the 
ceremonial  law  (of  the  Sabbath,  of  meats,  of  circumcision),  as 
being  the  necessary  condition  of  salvation.  This  tendency  had 
first  appeared  in  the  Church  at  Jerusalem,  where,  however,  the 
resolutions  agreed  to  at  the  conference  of  the  ajwafles  con- 
demned the  peculiarities  of  the  party.  Still  it  continued  to 
follow  Paul  in  his  missionary  labours,  attacking  him  with  the 
weapons  of  malice,  enmity  and  calumny.  To  his  contest  with 
these  sectaries  we  owe  the  most  precious  of  his  Epistles  (espe- 
cially those  addressed  to  the  Romans,  the  Galatians,  and  the 
Corinthians).  Traces  of  Sadducean  and  scejdical  opposition 
may  perhaps  be  discovered  in  the  objections  to  the  doctrine  of 
the  resurrection  to  which  Paul  replies  in  1  Cor.  xv.  On  the 
other  band,  Grecian  Philosophy  also,  at  an  early  ])eriod,  mingled 
itself  with  Christianity.  Apollos,  a  Jew  from  Alexandria,  who 
had  received  a  philosophical  training,  viewed  Christianity  mainly 
in  its  speculative  as|)ect.  and  in  this  manner  eloquently  and  suc- 
cessfully expounded  its  doctrines  at  Corinth.  Paul  did  not 
oppose  this  method  of  presenting  the  Gospel.  He  rather  left  it 
to  the  judgment  of  history  (1  Cor.  iii.  11-14)  ;  but  he  warned 
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against  laying  excessive  value  on  human  wisdom  (1  Cor.  ii.  1-10) 
Still,  among  some  of  the  lovers  of  philosophy  at  Corinth,  the 
simple  and  positive  preaching  of  Paul  in  consequence  declined 
in  authority,   although  this  result  had  not  been  intended    by 
ApoUos.     This  circumstance  was  perhaps  the  first  occasion  of 
the  split  in  the  church  at  Corinth,  where  four  parties  appeared 
under  different  names  (1  Cor.  i.).     The  Judaising   Christiang 
appealed  to  the   authority  of  the  Apostle  Peter  (oc  rov  Ki^^jxi), 
while  the  Gentile   Christians  called  themselves  either  the  fol- 
lowers of  Apollos  or  of  Paw/,  or  refusing  to  own  the  authority 
of  any  apostle,  assumed  the  boastful  designation  of  o*  rov  Xp^irov. 
This  split  was  effectually  opposed  */y  Paul  in  his  two  Epistles  to 
the  Corinthians. — Much  more  dangerous  than  the  heretical  ten- 
dencies to  which  we  have  above  adverted  was  a  kind  of  Jewish- 
Gentile  OnosiSy  which  began  to  intrude  into  Christianity  during 
the  latter  years  of  Paul's  labours,  being  probably  imported  by  the 
Essenes  and  Therapeutaj,  who  had  formed  a  connecting  medium 
between  the  synagogue  and  the  heathen.     Asia  Minor  was  the 
principal  focus  of  this  ^^vhdivvfAo^  yi-wat?.     To  it  Paul  first  directed 
attention  in  his  farewell  address  at  Miletus  (Acts  xx.  29,  30). 
Afterwards  he  expressly  opposed  it  in  the  Epistles  to  the  Ephe- 
sians  and  to  the  Colossians,  and  especially  in  his  pastoral  letters, 
even  as  Peter  combated  it  in  his  First  Epistle.     Still  it  assumed 
many  and  varied  forms.     It  appeared  in  the  shape  of  Oriental 
Theosophy,   Magic    and   Theurgy,   in   voluntary   ascetism   with 
reference  to  meats  and  marriajre,  in  fancied  mysteries  about  the 
nature  and  subordination  of  heavenly  powers  and  spirits,  »ind  in 
the  transformation  of  certain  doctrines  of  Christianity  (such  as 
that  of  the  resurrection,   2  Tim.  ii.  18)  into  a  mere  idealism. 
These  seeds  of  evil  had  already  borne  abundant  fruit,  when  John 
came  to  take  up  his  residence  in  Asia  Minor.     Accordingly,  in 
his  First  Epistle  the  apostle  opposed  the  growing  heresy,  and 
more  especially  that  form  of  Gnosis  in  which,  under  the  garb  of 
docetic  views,  the   incarnation   of  God  in   Christ  was  denied. 
The  Second  Epistle  of  Peter  and  the  Epistle  of  Jude  are  more 
particularly  directed  against  the  aniinomian  excesses  of  Gnosti- 
cism— its  unbounded  immorality,  and  its  infamous  licentiousness 
under  guise  of  magical  and  tlieurgic  services. — According  to  the 
Btatenient  of  the  Fathers,  the  Nicolaitans  of  the  Book  of  Reve- 
lation (Rev.  ii.  6,  15)  were  a  distinct  sect,  which  originated  with 
Nicolaus  the  deacon  (Acts  vi.  5),  who  taught  that  it  was  lawful 
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to  yield  to  the  lasts  of  the  flesh,  since  this  could  not  afl^ect  the 
spirit.  Traces  of  an  antinomian  and  Gnostic  sect  of  Nicolaitani 
are  found  so  late  as  the  second  century. 

1.   7%€  Apostolic  Conference.  —  The  Lord  had  commanded  His  di» 
ciplcs  to  preach  the  Gospel  to  all  nations  (Matt,  xxviii.  19).     They 
could  not,  therefore,  doubt  that  the  wliolo  Gentile  world  was  destined 
to  become  the  inheritance  of  the  Church.     But,  apparently  following 
the  Old  Testament  statements  about  the  eternal  obligation  of  the  law 
of  Moses,  and  as  yet  unable  fully  to  understand  the  utterance  of  the 
Lord  (Matt.  v.  17  etc.),  they  deemed  it  necessary  by  circumcision  to 
make  the  Gentiles  Jews  before  admitting  them  into  the  kingdom  of 
Christ.     The  views  of  Stephen,  who  was  a  Hellenist,  seem,  however,  to 
have  been  more  liberal  (Acts  vi.  14).     Philip^  also  a  Grecian,  preached 
among   the   Samaritans,  and  the  apostles  owned  and   completed  his 
labours   through  Peter   and  John  (Acts  viii.  14  etc).     Still,  a  direct 
revelation  was   necessary  before    Peter   could    feel   convinc(*d   that   a 
Gentile  who  felt  his  need  of  salvation  ould  as  such  enter  the  kingdom 
of  Go<l  (Acts  X.).     Even  this  revelation,  however,  exercised  no  deci- 
•ive    influence  on    the  common  mode  of  carrying  on  missionary  op- 
erations.    Grecian  Jews  in  Antioch  were  again  the  first  to  take  the 
bold  step  of  addressing   themselves  directly  to  the  work  among  the 
Gentiles  (Acts   xi.  19).     To  watch    tlie  movement   in    that   city,  the 
apostles  commissioned  Barnabas,  who  at   once   entered    into   it  with 
all   his  soul,  and  conjoined  with  himself  Pavl,  who  was  to  prove  a 
ttill  more  eminent  labourer.     After  the  success  of  their  first  missionary 
tour  had  proved  their  calling  as  apostles  of  the  Gentiles,  and  the  Divine 
sanction  to  their  work,  Jewish-Christian  zealots  raised  discussions  at 
Antioch,  which  issued  in  a  journey  of  Paul  and  Barnabas  to  Jerusalem, 
for  the  purpose  of  having  the  disputed  questions  settled  (about  the  year 
50).     At  a  meeting  of  the  apostles  in  that  city,  Peter  and  James  the  Just 
carried  the  resolution,  that  converted  Gentiles  should,  from  a  icgard  to 
relations  then  existing  (Acts  xv.  20),  submit  to  certain  legal  restric- 
tions, analogous  to  those  to  which  proselytes  of  the  gate  had  hitherto 
been   subject.     A   private   conference   between   the   two   apostles   of 
Antioch,  and  Peter,  James,  and  John,  led  to  their  mutual  recognition 
of  one  another  as  respectively  the  apostles  of  the  Gentiles  and  of  the 
Jews  (Gal.  ii.  1-10).     Still,  during   his   stay  at  Antioch,  Peter  was 
guilty  of  a  practical  inconsistency  in  weakly  yielding  to  the  fanaticism 
of  some  Jewish  Christians,  for  which  he  was  sharply  reproved  by  Paul 
(Oal.  ii.  11-14.)     But  the  conclusions  at  which  the  meetin^r  of  apostles 
had  arrived  did  not  put  a  stop  to  this  controversy,  and  the  understand- 
ing that  mutual  toleration  should  be  extended  was  sadly  traversed,  at 
lea.st  by  one  of  the  parties.     During  the  whole  course  of  his  labours, 
Paul  had  continually  to  contend  with  sectarian  Jewish  converts,  who 
tried  their  utmost  to  undermine  his  apostolic  authority,  and  to  introduce 
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elements  of  discord  into  the  churches  which  he  planted. — James  tt* 
Ju8i  remained  till  his  death  the  representative  of  the  sound  Judseo- 
Christian  direction,  whose  adherents,  from  habit  and  personal  liking, 
continual  to  observe  the  ceremonial  law,  but  in  nowise  made  salvation 
dependent  on  such  conformity.  —  The  destruction  of  the  temple,  and 
with  it  the  cessation  of  Jewish  worship,  prepared  the  way  for  a  gradual 
termination  of  the  Jewish  Christian,  which  henceforth  merged  in  the 
Gentile  Christian  Church.  To  this  result  contributed  also  the  laboun 
of  the  Apostle  John  in  Asia  Minor, — a  man  whose  every  action  seemed 
influenced  by  the  love  of  Christ,  and  breathed  the  spirit  of  conciliation. 
The  remainder  of  the  party,  who,  despite  the  change  to  which  we  have 
adverted,  continued  their  former  principles  and  practices,  assumed  more 
and  more  the  character  of  a  sect,  and  in  part  became  decidedly  heretical, 
(of  {27.) 

2.  The  Basis  of  Apostolic  Teaching. — (Com  p.  Luiterheck,  LechleVy  Reusi 
ut  supra,  and  the  Sketches  of  the  Teaching  of  Paul  by  Usteri  (5th  ed. 
Zurich  1834)  and  by  Ddhne  (Ilalle  1835),— of  that  of  Jolin,  by  From^ 
mann  (Leipz.  1839),  Ko^tlin  (Berl.  1843),  and  Hilgenfeld  (Ilalle  1849 
— ^and  of  that  of  Peter,  by  B,  IVeiss  (Berl.  1855).  See  also  11,  Messner^ 
die  Lehre  d.  Apostel.  (the  Teaching  of  the  Ap.)  Leipz.  1856.) — It  wai 
soon  felt  necossury  to  write  down  the  ajM^stolic  and  authentic  accounts 
of  the  life  of  the  Saviour,  in  order  to  give  them  a  stable  form.  If  in 
this  manner  the  Gospels  were  compiled,  the  continuous  intercourse 
between  the  missionary  apostles  and  the  churches  which  they  had 
founded,  or  else  the  exercise  of  their  general  authority,  led  to  the  com- 
position of  the  Apostolic  Epistles.  At  an  early  period  the  mutual 
exchange  of  apostolic  communications  (Col.  iv.  16)  formed  the  commence- 
ment of  a  collection  and  diffusion  of  the  New  Testament  writings;  and, 
accordingly,  Peter  could  assume  (2  Pet.  iii.  15,  16)  that  the  contents 
of  the  epistles  of  Paul  were  commonly  known.  There  was  not  at  the 
time  any  creed  to  serve  as  a  generally  authentic  test  of  orthodoxy, 
although  a  commencement  had  already  been  made  in  the  profession  of 
faith  exacted  from  converts  at  their  baptism  (on  the  basis  of  Matt, 
xxviii.  19).  In  the  age  succeeding  that  of  the  apostles,  this  profession 
was  enlarged  into  what  is  known  as  the  Apostolic  Creed,  Already 
Paul  had  intimated  that  justification  by  faith  alone  (Gal.  i.  8,  9)  was 
one  of  the  indispensable  tests  of  a  genuine  Christian  profession,  while 
John  had  asserted  the  same  with  reference  to  the  incarnation  of  God  in 
Christ  (1  John  iv.  3).  In  the  three  principal  apostles  appeared  the 
threefold  fundamental  tendency  of  Christian  doctrine  in  apostolic 
times.  Paul  represented  the  pneumatico-theological  direction ;  John^ 
the  religious  and  idealistic;  and  Peter  (as  also,  in  the  main,  James  the 
Just),  the  practical  and  ethical.  The  views  of  John  brought  out  pro- 
minently and  most  emphatically  the  Divine  aspect  of  the  appearance 
of  Christ  (John  i.  14) ;  those  of  Peter,  its  human  aspect,  as  the  ideal 
of  holy  walk  and  conversation  (1  Pet.  ii.  21) ;  and  those  of  Pauly  beinj( 
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more  oomprehensiTe  than  the  others,  the  fulness  in  the  God-^Ion  (Col 
iL  9 ;  2  Cor.  v.  19).  Faith  was  the  central  and  moving  point  in  the 
teaching  of  Paul,  love  in  that  of  John,  and  hope  in  that  of  Peter.  But 
while  we  admit  this  diversity,  springing  from  the  natural  bias  of  dif- 
ferent minds,  and  sanctified  by  the  Spirit  of  God,  it  were  quite  erro- 
neoas  to  regard  it  either  as  implying  an  exclusive  and  one-sided  pecu- 
liarity, or  diversity.  On  the  contrary,  each  of  these  directions  admits 
of  and  presupposes  the  others  as  complementary  to  it.  More  especially 
do  the  teaching  of  John  and  of  Peter  fit  into  that  of  Paul,  which  waa 
the  most  fully  developed  and  comprehensive  of  alL 
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SorF'"«:  1.  Church  Fathers:  Maxima  Bihliolheca  Patrum  et  ant 
Scriptt.  ecclest.  Lugd.  1677.  27  voll.  fol. —  A,  Gallandi^  Biblioth.  vett, 
Patr.  et  ant.  Scriptt.  ecclest.  Venet.  17G5.  14  voll.  fol. — /.  P.  Mifjne, 
PatToloirije  cursus  completus,  s.  Biblioth.  uniTorsalis  88.  Pp.  et  Scr, 
ecclest.  Series  II. :  Eccl.  Lat.  Par.  1844,  etc.  217  vols.  (Of  the  Greek 
series  104  vols,  have  appeared.) — /.  E.  Grabe^  Spicilegium  8«.  P.  et 
Ilaerett.     Sec.  I.  II.    Oxon.  1698.     2  voll.  —  M.  J.  Routh,  Reliquiae  ss 

1814.     4  voll. 

2.  Byzantine  Writers  (from  500 — 1500):    Hist.  Byzantinao  Scr. 

Par.  1645.     42  voll.  fol.     ( Ven.  1729.     22  voll.  fol.)  —  Niebuhr,  corpus 
Scr.  hiftt.  Byz.     Bonn.  1828,  48  vols. 

3.  On  Eastern  Antiquity:  Jos.  Sim.  Assemanus,  Bibl.  Orientalis 
Clementino-Vaticana.     Rom.  1719.     3  voll.  fol. 

4.  Treatises  on  these  Subjects  :  TiUemoni^  m6moircs  pour  servir  ik 
Thbt.  ecclest.  des  six  prem.  si^cles.  Par.  1693.  16  voll.  4to.  —  /.  F, 
Dambergtr^  synchr.  Gesch.  d.  K.  u.  d.  W.  im  Mittelalt.  (Synchron.  Uist. 
of  the  Ch.  and  the  World  in  the  Middle  Ages).     Rcgensb.  1850. 

{20.   CHARACTER  AND  LIMITS  OP  THIS  PHASE  OP 

DEVELOPMENT. 

The  nniversalistic  spirit  of  Christianity  had,  even  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Apostolic  Age,  broken  through  the  narrow 
boundaries  of  Judaism ;  while  towards  the  close  of  that  period, 
what  at  first  had  been  a  natural  antagonism  between  Jewish  and 
Gentile  Christianity  had  been  wholly  removed.  The  Divine  truths 
of  salvation  had  been  stripped  of  the  Jewish  envelope  in  which  the 
keniel  had  attained  its  full  maturity.  These  truths  were  now 
committed  to  the  Roman  and  Grecian  world  for  their  reception, 
that  by  means  of  those  elements  of  culture  which  had  there 
sprung  up,  they  might  be  fully  unfolded  and  applied.  Hence 
the  leading  characteristics  of  this  period  in  Church  History  are 
both  negative :  m  so  far  as  the  spirit  of  Christianity  was  to  over- 
come the  ungodly  heathenism  of  the  old  world — and  positive :  in  so 

(79) 
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far  as  Christianity  was  now  to  develop  under  the  form  of  OrcecO' 
Roman  culture.  This  development  issued  in  a  transition  from 
apostolicity  to  that  genuine  and  pure  catholicity,  which  was  to 
serve  as  the  common  basis  for  all  later  Christian  churches.  Such, 
then,  was  the  task  performed  by  the  old  Church  of  the  Grneco- 
Byzantine  world  ;  not,  however,  without  exhibiting  in  the  result 
a  mixture  of  false  ingredients,  derived  from  the  substitution  of 
nnevangelical  for  genuine  evangelical  catholicity.  Thenceforth 
the  Germanic-Sclavonic  races  became  the  centre  of  gravitation 
for  the  movements  of  the  Church.  The  Roman  Church  preBorved 
and  increased  her  authority  by  making  common  cause  with  those 
races  whose  training  she  had  undertaken,  while  the  Byzantine 
Church,  left  to  internal  decay,  and  exposed  to  Mohammedan 
•oppression,  rapidly  declined. 

The  history  of  this  phaRe  in  the  development  of  the  Church  may  be 
arranged  under  three  periods.  The  first  of  these  reaches  to  the  time 
of  Coustantine  the  Great,  under  whom  Christianity  and  the  Church 
obtained  final  victory  over  heathenism  (323) ;  the  second  extends  to  the 
close  of  the  grand  development  of  doctrine  which  the  Church  was  to 
attain  under  the  ancient  classical  form  of  culture,  i. «.,  to  the  close  of 
the  Monothelctic  controversy  by  the  Gth  oecumenical  Council  of  Con- 
stantinople (080).  But  as  the  concilium  quinisextnm  (092)  was  in  reality 
only  a  completion  of  the  former  two  recumenionl  Councils  —  so  far  as 
the  constitution  and  worship  of  the  Church  were  concerned  —  and  as 
there  the  groat  split  between  the  East  and  the  West  may  be  said  to 
have  commenced,  we  prefer  closing  our  second  period  with  the  year  G92. 
The  difference  obtaining  between  those  two  periods  appears  most  dis- 
tinctly in  the  outward  position  of  the  Church.  Before  the  time  of 
Constantino,  the  Church  lived  and  grew  in  strength,  despite  the  oppres- 
sion of  a  heathen  government.  If  its  outward  existence  was  continually 
threatened  by  an  almost  unbroken  succession  of  bloody  persecutions, 
the  Divine  power  which  sustained  and  gave  it  the  prospect  of  ultimate 
victory,  only  appeared  the  more  gloriously  under  these  difficulties. 
Under  the  reign  of  Constantino  the  state  became  Christian,  and  the 
Church  enjoyed  all  those  advantages  and  that  fostering  care  which 
earthly  protection  can  affor<l.  But  with  worldly  glory  came  a  worldly 
spirit:  the  state  also  speedily  transformed  its  protection  of,  into  auto- 
cratic domination  over,  the  Chun.-h.  In  respect  of  the  internal,  and 
especially  of  the  dogmatic  development  of  the  Church,  also,  these  two 
periods  materially  differ.  So  long  as  the  Church  was  engaged  in  the 
process  of  appropriating  {he.  forms  of  ancient  heathenism,  while  setting 
aside  its  atheism  and  falsehoods,  the  latter  too  frequently  made  them- 
selves felt  by  the  introduction  of  dangerous  admixtures  of  error  with 
Christian  truth.    Judaism  also^  whose  narrow  bonds  had  so  lately  been 
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east  off,  threatened  similar  dangers.     Hence,  durin;;  the  first  period, 

the  Chorch  was  chiefly  engngeti  in  eliminating  antichristian  elementn, 

whether  Jewish  or  heathen.    But  during  the  second  period,  when  the 

power  of  heathenism  was  broken,  the  Church  was  free  to  devote  its 

entire  energies  to  the  development  of  distinctively  Christian  dogmas, 

and  to  the  establishment  of  catholic  doctrine  in  its  fullest  and  most  com* 

prehensive  aspects,  in  opposition  to  the  limitations  and  mistakes  of 

heretics.  —  This  great  work  exhausted  the  capabilities  of  the  ancient 

Greek  and  Roman  world.    The  measure  of  development  which  it  was 

capable  of  giving  to  the  Church  was  full :  henceforth  the  future  of  the 

Church  lay  with  the  Saxon  and  Sclavonic  races.    While  the  Byzantine 

empire,  and  with  it  the  glory  of  the  ancient  Eastern  Church,  was 

exposed  to  Mohammedanism,  a  new  empire,  gifted  with  the  full  vigour 

of  yooth,  sprang  up  in  the  West,  and  became  the  medium  of  a  new 

phase  of  development  in  the  history  of  the  Church.    While  thus  in  the 

West  the  Church  reached  another  height  of  development,  in  the  East 

it  sunk  ander  outward  pressure  and  internal  decay.  The  split  between  the 

East  and  the  West,  which  had  commenced  in  a  former  period,  became 

complete,  and  effectually  prevented  an  accession  of  fresh  political  or 

ecclesiastical  influences  which  might,  perhaps,  have  been  derived  from 

the  West.    The  fall  of  the  Eastern  empire  removed  the  last  prop  of  its 

splendour  and  activity.    With  this  event  closed  the  outward  history  of 

the  Church  ander  the  ancient  classical  form  of  culture  (1453).   What  of 

the  Eastern  Church  still  remained,  was,  under  the  pressure  of  Turkish 

dimination,  incapable  of  real  history. 
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CoMP.  L.  Moshemivs,  Commentarii  d6  reb.  Cbristianonim  ante  Con- 
stant.  M.  Helmst.  1753.  4.  —  A.  Schwegler,  d.  nachapost  Zeitalt  (the 
Po«t-Apo8t.  Age).  2  vols.  Tub.  1846.— F.  Chr,  Baur,  d.  Christth.  u.  d. 
ohr.  K.  d.  3  erst  Jahrh.  (Christ,  and  the  Chr.  Ch.  of  the  first  3  Cent,) 
Tub.  1832.  —  ^.  RiisM,  die  Entsteh.  d.  altkath.  K.  (the  Rise  of  ilie 
Anc.  Cath.  Ch.)  Bonn  1870.  Cave,  Primit.  Christ,  and  Lives  of  the 
Fathers ;  Burton's  Lect.  upon  the  Eccl.  Hist,  of  the  First  Three  Cent ; 
Kaye^  Eccl.  Hist,  of  the  Second  and  Third  Cent. ;  Jeremie,  Hist,  of 
the  Chr.  Ch. ;  Matirice,  Lect.  on  Eccl.  Hist. ;  Ph.  Schaff,  Hist,  of  the 
Chr.  Ch. 

L  RELATIONS  OF  JUDAISM  AND  HEATHENISM  TO  THE  CHURCH. 

i  21.  HOSTILITY  AND  PERSECUTIONS  BY  THE  JEWS. 

Even  in  apostolic  times  the  Synagogue  was  violently  opposed 
to  Christianity.  To  the  Pharisees  and  to  the  mass  of  the  people, 
who  cherished  expectations  of  a  political  Messiah,  a  Saviour 
who  had  been  crucified  by  the  Gentiles  could  only  prore  a  rock 
of  offence  (1  Cor.  i.  23\  The  position  of  equality  assigned  to 
the  Samaritans,  and  ultimately  even  to  the  heathen,  most  deeply 
wounded  their  national  pride,  while  at  the  same  time  the  Gospel 
tried  and  rejected  their  work- righteousness  and  hypocrisy.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  emphasis  which  Christianity  laid  on  the 
doctrine  of  the  resurrection  excited  the  bitterest  opposition  of 
the  Sadducees  (Acts  iv.  2  ;  xxiii.  6).  The  same  spirit  prevailed 
generally  among  the  Jews  "  of  the  dispersion."  The  men  of 
Berea  are  expressly  mentioned  as  forming  an  exception  to  thia 
state  of  feeling  (Acts  xvii.  11).  —  At  last,  the  fearful  judgment 
of  God  burst   over  the  covenant-people  and  the  Holy  Oitj 
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(TO  A.  a).     In  obedience  to  the  prophetic  warning  of  the  Lord 
(Matt.  xii>    16),  the  Christians  withdrew,  and  found  a  secure 
retreat  in  th«  little  town  of  Pella,  on  the  other  side  Jordan.    But 
when  Bar  Cochha  (the  Son  of  a  Star,  called  so  in  allusion  to 
Num.  xxiv.  17),  the  false  ^lessiah,  incited  the  Jews  of  Palestine 
to  a  general  rebellion  against  the  Romans  (132),  the  Christians, 
who  refused  to  take  part  in  this  rising,  or  to  acknowledge  the 
elaims  of  the  impostor,  underwent  a  bloody  persecution.     In 
135  Bar  Cochba  fellf  and  Hadrian  founded,  on  the  ruins  of 
Jerusalem,  JBlia  Capitolina,  a  Roman  colony,  to  which  the  Jews 
▼ere  forbidden  all  access  on  pain  of  death.    From  that  time  they 
were  deprived  of  the  power  and  opportunities  of  directly  perse- 
cuting Christians.     However,  they  shared  in,  and  even  excited 
the  heathen  to,  persecutions  of  {he  Church. —  In  their  schools  — 
of  which  that  of  Tiberias  was  the  principal  —  abominable  calnm- 
ues  aboat  Christ  and  Christians  circulated,  and  thence  spread 
•aoDg  the  heathen  (Celsus,  see  §  24,  4). 

122.  ATTEMPTS  AT  RESTORATION  AND  REACTION  ON 
THE  PART  OF  THE  SYNAGOGUE  AND  OF  THE  SAMA- 
RITANS. 

Ill  proportion  as  the  fall  of  their  commonwealth  had  rendered 
the  Jews  impotent,  their  opposition  to  the  Gospel  increased. 
Tbey  now  sought  safety  against  the  advances  of  Christianity  in 
fettering  all  inqnirr  by  traditionary  interpretations  and  human 
ord'oanoes.     This  mental  direction  was  fostered  by  the  schools 
of  Tiberias  and  Babylon.     The  Talmud,  of  which  the  first  por- 
tion was  compiled  at  that  period,  represents  the  antichristian 
tendeiiCT  of  Judaism,  after  it  had  fallen  from  its  highest  stage 
of  development  and  become  ossified  as  Traditionalism.  —  Some 
of  the  followers  of  John  (Acts  xviii.  24,  etc.)  also  opposed 
Ckristiaaity,  aad,  under  the  name  of  Hemerobaptists,  formed  a 
■eptrate  sect.    The  so-called  Sabseans  or  Mandeana  in  Persia 
tiHiay,  or  disciples  of  John  (compare  §  27,  3j  are  probably  the 
5u««3ors  of  that  sect,  which  in  course  of  time  had  admitted 
Goostic  elements.  —  While  the  first  labours  of  the  apostles  were 
crowoed  with  &ach  emioeat  success,  the  Samaritans  endeavoured 
to  outstrip  Chri^ianitj  by  introducing  new  forms  of  religion. 
Dotiiheug,  Siwiom  Magus,  and  Menander^  whom  the  Fathers 
<^gistt  as  Heiwiairha,  disguised   their  Samaritan  Judaism 
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onder  heathen  and  theosophic  Gnosticism  and  goctic  imposture^ 
while  each  of  them  claimed  to  be  the  Messiah. 

1.  DosiTHEus  pretended  to  be  the  MoBsiah  prcniised  in  Deut.  xviii. 
18.  lie  insisted  on  most  rigorous  Sabbath-ohsenrancef  and  is  said  to 
have  at  last  miserably  perished  in  a  cave,  in  consequence  of  boastful 
achievements  in  fasting.    * 

2.  Simon  Magus  came  from  Gitton,  in  Samaria.  lie  gave  himself 
out  to  be  the  dvyoftcr  fov  ^ov  17  KoXovftiinj  ftfyaxi^, — was  baptized  by 
Philip,  and  solemnly  warned  and  reproved  lly  Peter,  from  whom  he 
wished  to  purchase  the  power  of  giving  the  Iloly  Ghost.  Afterwards 
he  purchased,  in  a  brothel  at  Tyre,  Helena^  a  slave,  to  whom  he  assigned 
the  part  of  the  'Evvoca  who  had  created  the  world.  In  order  to  deliver 
her  (who  was  held  captive  by  the  lower  angels),  and  viih  her  the  world, 
held  in  bondage  by  these  angels,  h%  the  Supreme  God,  had  come  into 
the  world  in  the  form  of  a  man,  but  without  being  really  a  man.  He 
had,  in  appearance,  suffered  in  Judea,  and  manifested  himself  to  the 
Jews  as  the  Son,  to  the  Samaritans  as  the  Father,  and  to  the  Gentiles 
as  the  Holy  Ghost.  According  to  his  teaching,  salvation  only  depended 
on  acknowledging  him  and  his  Helena  as  supreme  gods:  only  Am 
mercy,  not  good  works,  could  save  a  man.  The  law  had  originated 
with  the  fallen  angels,  and  was  introduced  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
reducing  men  to  bondage.  The  followers  of  Simon  developed  the 
Gnostic  system  of  their  master,  and  gave  themselves  up  to  the  utmost 
licentiousness.  Irenscus  speaks  of  Simon  as  the  *'magister  ac  pn)geni- 
tor  omnium  heDreticorum,"  —  and,  in  point  of  fact,  his  views  embody 
the  fundamental  ideas  of  every  later  form  of  Gnosticism.  Justin  Mar- 
tyr even  imagine<i  that  he  had  seen  at  Rome  a  statue,  bearing  the 
inscription  :  **  Simoni  sanctx)  deo'' — a  mistake  this,  explained  by  the 
excavation  of  a  statue  dedicated  to  the  Sabinian  god  Semo  Sanctis, 
Of  his  discussion  with  Peter  at  Rome,  we  read  only  in  the  Clemen- 
tines ;  of  his  projected  ascension  to  heaven,  in  which  he  perished  in 
the  sea,  in  the  Apostolic  Constitutions. 

3.  Menaxder  was  at  first  a  disciple  of  Simon,  but  afterwards  pre- 
ferre<i  himself  also  to  play  the  part  of  a  Messiah.  However,  ho 
remained  sufficiently  modest  not  to  claim  the  honours  of  supreme  deity, 
and  only  pretended  that  he  was  the  Saviour  whom  God  had  sent.  He 
taught  that  whosoever  received  his  baptism  should  neither  grow  old 
nor  die. 

J  23.  PERSECUTION   OF  CHRISTIANS  IN  THE  ROMAN 

EMPIRE. 

CoMP.  Ad.  Schmidt,  Geshichte  d.  Denk-  und  Glaubensfreih.  in  den 
ersten  Jahrh.  der  Kaiserherrschaft  (Hist,  of  Intell  and  Relig.  Liberty 
during  the  First  Cent,  of  the  Emp.).  Berl.  1847.— iV.  Miknier,  die  Clirj» 
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tin  im  heidnischen  Haase  Tor  den  Zeiten  Konst.  (The  Ohr.  Female  in 
the  Heath.  Family  before  the  time  of  Const.)  Copenh  1828. — H.  Q. 
TzscBiftxxft,  der  Fall  des  Heidenthums  (The  Fall  of  Heathenism),  edit, 
by  Niedner.  Vol.  I.  Leipz.  1829.  —  JT.  KritzUr,  die  Heldenzeiten  del 
Chnstenth.  I.  Der  Kampf  mit  d.  Ueidenth.  (The  Heroic  Ages  of 
Christ.    I.  The  Struggle  with  Heathen.)  Leipz.  1856. 

A  law  of  twelve  tables  had  already  interdicted  throughoat 
the  Roman  empire,  the   exercise  of  foreign   rites    of  worship 
(religiones   peregrin©,  collegia  illicita).     As  religion  was  en- 
tirely an   institution   of  the   state,  and   most   intimately  per- 
TadcKl  all  public  and  civic  relations,  to  endanger  the  religion  of 
the  state  was  to  endanger  the  state  itself.     But  from  political 
considerations,  vanquished  nations  were  allowed  to  retain  their 
indent  peculiar  rites.     This   concession  extended  not  to  the 
Church,   as  distinct  from   the    Synagogue.      Christianity  had 
openly  avowed  its  mission  to  set  aside  all  other  religions,  and  its 
rapid  march  of  progress  sufficiently  showed  that  this  was  not  au 
empty  boast.     The  intimate  connection  subsisting  between  Chris- 
titDs,  their  closed  meetings,  which  during  times  of  persecution 
were  held  in  secret,  awakened  and  strengthened  the  suspicion 
that  they  were  dangerous  to  the  state.     Their  aversion  to  public 
and  military  service,  mixed  up  as  it  was  with  heathen  ceremo- 
nies ;  their  refusal  to  offer  incense  to  the  statues  of  the  empe- 
rors; the  constancy  of  their  faith,  which  equally  resisted  violence 
and  persuasions ;    their  retirement  from  the  world,  etc.,  were 
regarded  by  the  state  as  indifference  or  hostility  to  the  common 
weal,  as  hopeless  stubbornness,  as  disobedience,  rebellion,  and 
bigh  treason.     The  heathen,  moreover,  saw  in  the  Christians  dar- 
ing enemies  and  despisers  of  their  gods;  and  a  religion  which 
wanted  temples,  altars,  and  sacrifices,  seemed  to  them  no  better 
than  sheer  atheism.     The  most  shameful   calumnies  —  such  aa 
tbat,  in  their  assemblies,  they  practised  abominable  vices  (concu- 
bitos  Oedipodei),  slaughtered  infants  and  ate  human  flesh  (epulte 
Thjesteae)  —  were  industriously   spread   and   readily   believed. 
Besides,  the  most  absurd  stories,  such  as  that  they  worshipped 
tbe  head  of  an  ass  (Deus   Onochoetes),  circulated  about  them. 
Erery  public  calamity  was  imputed  to  the  Christians,  as  being  a 
D^anifestation  of  the  displeasure  of  the  gods  whom  they  despised  : 
"Non  pluit  Deus,  due  ad  Christianos  I "     The  heathen  priests, 
eoDjarers,  and  traffickers  in  idols,  were  also  ever  ready,  for  the 
Mke  of  their  own  sotiid  interests,  to  excite  the  passions  of  the 
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populace.  Even  Tacitus  speaks  of  the  Christians  as  "  od:  ;» 
generis  hamani,"  and  ''per  flagitia  inrisos;^  and  Pliny  'he 
Younger,  who  knew  so  much  that  reflected  credit  on  them,  de- 
cries their  religion  as  a  "  pertinacia  et  inflexibilis  obstinatio,-* 
and  as  a  "  superstitio  prava  etimmodica."  Under  snchcircnm- 
stances,  we  can  scarcely  wonder  that  for  three  centnries  popular 
fury  spent  itself  in  a  series  of  almost  continual  persecutions. 

1.  There  may  have  been  Bome  historioal  foundation  for  Uie  legend 
(however  absurd  at  first  sight  it  may  appear),  that  Tiberius  (14-37 
A.  D.),  moved  by  the  report  of  Pilate,  had  made  a  proposal  to  the 
senate  to  elevate  Christ  among  the  Roman  deities,  and  when  baffled  in 
this,  had  threatened  with  punishment  those  who  accused  the  Chris- 
tians. At  least,  there  is  nothing  in  the  character  of  Tiberius  to  render 
such  a  circumstance  incredible. — At  first  the  Christians  were  simply 
regarded  as  Jews ;  and  therefore  a  number  of  them  (Acts  zviii.  2) 
were  expelled  from  Rome  when,  in  consequence  of  a  tumult,  the  Empe- 
ror Claudius  (41-54)  banished  the  Jews  from  the  capital.  Much  more 
serious  were  the  persecutions  of  Christians  (a.  i>.  64)  which  took  place 
under  Nsro  (54-68),  on  the  occasion  of  a  great  fire  which  lasted  for 
nine  days,  and  which  was  commonly  imputed  to  incendiarism  on  the 
part  of  the  Emperor  himself.  Nero  threw  the  whole  blame  on  the 
hated  Christians,  and  visited  them  with  exquisite  tortures.  They  were 
sewn  into  skins  of  wild  beasts,  and  thrown  to  the  dogs  to  be  torn  in 
pieces ;  they  were  covered  with  wax  and  pitch,  nailed  to  sharp  poles, 
and  set  on  fire  to  illuminate  the  imperial  gardens  at  night.  The  per- 
secution was  not  confined  to  Rome,  and  lasted  to  the  end  of  Nero's 
reign.  Peter  and  Paul  obtained  at  that  time  the  martyr's  crown. 
Among  the  Christians  the  legend  spread  that  Nero  had  retired  to  the 
banks  of  the  Euphrates,  whence  he  would  return  as  Antichrist. 

In  consequence  of  the  suspiciousness  and  avarice  of  Dovitiam 
(81-96),  individual  Christians  had  their  property  confiscated  or  were 
exiled.  That  monarch  put  a  political  interpretation  on  the  kingdom 
of  Christ,  and  accordingly  summoned  before  him  two  relatives  of  Jesuft 
from  Palestine ;  but  the  marks  of  hard  labour  on  their  hands  soon  con- 
vinced  him  that  there  was  no  cause  for  his  app/ehensions.  The  humane 
Emperor  Nerva  (96-98)  recalled  the  exiles,  and  refused  to  listen  to 
accusations  against  Christians  as  such.  Still  Christianity  remained  a 
''religio  illicita." 

2.  Under  the  reign  of  Trajan  (98-117)  commenced  a  new  stage  in 
the  persecution  of  Christians.  He  renewed  the  former  interdict  against 
secret  associations  (the  *'  Ilcterias^'),  which  was  soon  applied  to  those 
pf  Christians.  In  accordance  with  this  law,  niny  the  Younger,  when 
Governor  of  Bithynia,  punished  with  death  those  who  were  accused  m 
Christians  and  persisted  in  their  profession.    But,  partly  staggrred  by 
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tt8  craaft  namber  of  persons  accused,  who  belonged  to  every  rank  an^ 
age,  and  to  both  sexes — partly  convinced  by  strict  judicial  investiga- 
tioB  that  the  tendency  of  Christianity  was  morally  pure  and  politically 
harmless,  and  that,  as  it  appeared  to  him.  Christians  could  only  be 
charged  with  unyielding  superstitiousness,  the  Governor  applied  for 
fresh  instructions  to  the  Emperor.     Trajan  approved  both  of  his  con- 
daet  and  his  proposals ;  and  accordingly  commanded  that  Christians 
■hoold  not  be  sought  out,  that  no  notice  should  be  taken  of  anonymous 
aocusatioQS,  but  that  if  parties  were  formally  accused  and  found 
guilty,  they  should  be  put  to  death  if  they  obstinately  refused  to  sacri- 
fice to  the  gods.     This  persecution  extended  as  far  as  Syria  and  Pales* 
tine.     There  Sjfmean,  Bishop  of  Jerusalem,  the  successor  of  James  and 
a  relative  of  the  Lord,  after  cruel  scourging,  died  a  martyr's  death  on 
the  crofls,  at  the  advanced  age  of  120  years  (107).     lynaiius  also,  the 
excellent  Bishop  of  Antiocb,  after  an  audience  with  the  Emperor,  was 
by  his  command  sent  in  chains  to  Rome,  and  there  torn  by  wild  beasts 
(115). — Under  the  reign  of  Hadrian  (117-198),  the  people  were  wont, 
on  oeeasions  of  heathen  festivals,  loudlv  to  call  for  the  execution  of 
Christians.    On  the  representation  of  Sereni%i9  Granianus,  Hadrian 
addressed  a  rescript  to  Minucius  Fundanus  (the  successor  in  office  of 
Serenios),  forbidding  such  irregular  proceedings.    But  the  legal  pro- 
secution for  the  profession  of  the  Gospel  continued  as  before.    The 
legend— dating  from  the  fourth  century — that  Hadrian  had  intended 
to  build  a  temple  to  Christ,  is  destitute  of  all  historical  foundation. 
His  'dislike  to  Christianity  and  Christians  appears  even  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  he  erected  a  temple  to  Venus  on  the  spot  where  Christ 
had  been  crucified,  and  a  statue  of  Jupiter  over  the  rock  where  He  ha^* 
been  buried,  for  the  purpose  of  desecrating  these  localities. — Unde* 
the  reign  of  Antoninus  Pics  (138-161),  the  populace,  excited  in  cor- 
sequence  of  a  number  of  public  calamities,  renewed  its  tumults  against 
the  Christians,  from  which,  however,  that  mild  Emperor  sought  to 
protect  them.     But  the  rescript  **  ad  commune  A.n(ey'*  which  bears  the 
name  of  Antoninus,  is  in  all  probability  spurious  and  of  Christian 
aathorship. 

3.  Under  the  reign  of  Marcus  Aurelius  (161-180)  the  persecutions 
took  a  fresh  turn.  That  Emperor,  who  otherwise  was  one  of  the  noblest 
among  the  heathen,  in  the  pride  of  his  Stoic  philosophy,  looked  with 
eontempt  on  the  enthusiasm  of  Christians.  On  this  ground  he  gave 
fall  scope  to  the  outbursts  of  popular  fury,  and  introduced  a  system  of 
espionage  and  of  tortures  in  order  to  oblige  Christians  to  recant.  The 
result  proved  a  great  triumph  to  Christian  heroism.  We  possess  de- 
tailed accounts  about  the  persecution  at  Smyrna  (167),  and  those  at 
iMgdunum  and  Vietma  in  Gaul  (177).  At  Smyrna,  the  aged  bishop 
Polycarp  died  on  the  stake,  because  he  would  not  consent  to  curse  that 
Lcrd  whom  for  eighty-six  years  he  had  served.  With  his  latest  breath 
he  'kffered  thanks  for  having  been  deemed  worthy  of  the  martyr's  crowti. 
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More  general  and  bloody  than  that  of  Smyrna  were  the  persecutions  M§ 
Lugdunum  and  at  Vienna,  Bishop  Pothinus,  a  man  ninety  years  of 
age,  .died  in  a  loathsome  prison  in  consequence  of  the  sufferings  to 
which  he  had  been  subjected.  Blandina,  a  delicate  female  slave,  wai 
scourged  in  the  most  dreadful  manner,  roasted  on  a  red-hot  iron  chair, 
thrown  to  the  wild  beasts,  and  then  executed.  But  under  all  sufferings 
she  continued  her  confession :  **  I  am  a  Christian,  and  there  are  no  evil 
practices  among  us."  Ponticus,  a  lad  fifteen  years  of  age,  showed 
similar  constancy  under  like  tortures.  The  dead  bodies  of  the  martyrs 
lay  in  heaps  on  the  streets,  till  they  were  cast  into  the  flames,  and  their 
ashes  thrown  into  the  Rhone. 

The  legend  about  the  legio  fvlminairix — to  the  effect  that,  in  the 
war  with  the  Marcomanni  (174),  rain  and  lightning  had  been  sent  in 
answer  to  the  prayers  of  the  Christian  soldiers  of  that  legion,  whereby 
Marcus  Aurdius  had  been  deliTcred  from  imminent  danger,  and  that 
in  consequence  the  Emperor  had  issued  an  edict  to  punish  all  who 
accused  the  Christians  —  rests  on  some  historical  foundation,  at  least 
BO  far  as  the  first  part  of  it  is  concerned.  Iloweyer,  the  heathen  traced 
this  miracle  to  their  prayers,  addressed  to  Jupiter  Pluvius.  —  Several 
of  the  succeeding  emperors  were  favourable  to  the  Christians ;  more 
especially  did  Com  modus,  the  son  of  Marcus  Aurelius,  show  considera- 
ble favour  for  them,  being  influenced  by  the  representations  of  Mareiot 
his  concubine. 

4.  Septimius  Severus  (193-211),  whom  Proculvx,  a  Christian  slave, 
had  healed  from  dangerous  illness  by  anointing  him  with  oil  (James 
V.  14),  was  at  first  friendly  to  Christians.  But  political  suspicions  or 
the  extravagances  of  Montanism  changed  this  disposition.  He  forbade 
conversion  to  Christianity  (203)  ;  and  in  Egypt  and  North  Africa  per- 
secution again  raged.  In  Alexandria,  Leonidas,  the  father  of  Origen, 
was  beheaded.  Poiamicena,  a  virgin  equally  distinguished  for  moral 
purity  and  for  beauty,  suffered  the  most  exquisite  tortures,  and  was 
then  to  be  given  up  to  the  gladiators  for  the  vilest  purposes.  The 
latter  indignity  she  knew  to  avert ;  but  she  and  her  mother  Marcella 
were  slowly  immersed  into  boiling  pitch.  Ba^ilides,  the  soldier  who 
had  been  commissioned  to  lead  her  to  martyrdom,  himself  became  a 
Christian,  and  was  beheaded  on  the  day  following.  Not  less  searching 
and  cruel  was  the  persecution  at  Carthage,  Perpetua,  a  lady  of  noble 
descent,  and  only  twenty-two  years  old,  with  a  babe  in  her  arms,  re- 
mained steadfast,  despite  the  entreaties  of  her  father,  imprisonment,  and 
tortures.  She  was  gored  by  a  wild  cow,  and  finally  despatched  by  the 
dagger  of  a  gladiator.  FelicitaSj  a  slave,  who  in  prison  had  become  a 
mother,  displayed  equal  constancy  in  suffering.  In  his  mad  attempts 
at  combining  all  crc^s,  Heliogabalus  (218-222)  desired  to  amalgamate 
Christianity  also  with  the  others  —  a  piece  of  folly  which,  however, 
secured  a  season  of  quietness  and  toltfl*ation.  The  eclecticism  of 
Alf.xander  Severus  (222-235)  was  of  a  much  more  elevated  character. 
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He  placed  in  his  lararium  a  bust  of  Christ,  by  the  side  of  those  of 
Abraham,  of  Orpheus,  and  of  Apollonius  of  Tjana,  and  displayed 
kindly  feelings  towards  the  Christians.     His  noble  mother,   Julia 
Mammcta,  at  the  same  time,  protected  and  encouraged  the  investiga- 
tions of  Origen.     Severus  caused  the  saying  of  Christ  recorded  in  Luke 
Ti.  31  to  be  engraven  on  the  vralls  of  his  palace.    Maximinus,  the 
Tkraeian,  (23^238),  the  murderer  of  that  Emperor,  shovred  himself 
hostile  to  Christians,  if  only  to  oppose  the  conduct  of  his  predecessor, 
and  accordingly  gave  full  scope  to  popular  fury,  vrhich  had  again  been 
excited  by  earthc^uakes.    Under  the  reign  of  Gordianus  the  Christians 
enjoyed  peace ;  and  Philip  the  Arabian  (244-249)  favoured  them  in  so 
open  and  prominent  a  manner,  that  he  has  even  been  regarded  as  a 
Christian. 

5.  But  with  the  accession  of  Dxcius  (249-251)  commenced  a  fresh, 
and  indeed  the  first  general  persecution,  surpassing  in  extent,  com- 
bination, continuance,  and  severity,  all  that  had  preceded  it.     In  other 
rospects  Decius  was  an  able  monarch,  who  combined  the  ancient 
Roman  earnestness  with  firmness  and  energy  of  purpose.    But  this 
feiy  circumstance  induced  him   to  resolve  on  wholly  exterminating 
Christianity,  as  a  religion  equally  hostile  to  the  commonwealth  and  to 
the  gods.     Every  conceivable  means  —  confiscation,  banishment,  ex- 
quisite tortures,  and  death  —  were  employed  to  induce  Christians  to 
i^wstatise.    In  too  many  cases  these  measures  proved  successful,  the 
more  so  as  the  long  period  of  peace  had  led  to  a  false  security.    On  the 
other  hand,  a  longing  after  the  martyr's  crown  led  many  of  their  own 
accord  to  rush  into  prison  or  to  the   scaffold.     Those  who  recanted 
{lapiti)  were  either,  1.  thurijicati  or  sacrificatiy  who,  in  order  to  pre- 
serve their  lives,  had  sacrificed  to  the  gods ;  or,  2.  liheUaiici^  who,  with- 
out having  actually  sacrificed,  had  bribed  the  magistrates  to  give  them 
a  certificate  of  having  done  so ;  or,  3.  acta  JacienteSj  who  made  false 
depositions  in  reference  to  their  Christianity.   Again,  those  who  openly 
confessed  Christ,  even  amidst  tortures,  but  escaped  with  their  lives, 
were  called  confessors  (confessores) ;  while  the  name  of  martyrs  was 
given  to  those  who  for  their  profession  had  suffered  death.  —  The  per- 
secution   continued    under    the    reign   of   Gallus   (251-253),   being 
stimulAted   by  famine  and  pestilences,   although   often   arrested   by 
political  troubles.     Valerianus  (253-260)  had  originally  been  friendly 
to  the  Christians,  but  the  influence  of  Marcianus,  his  favourite,  changed 
him  into  a  persecutor  (from  the  year  257).     At  first  the  clergy  were 
banished,  and   meetings   interdicted.     When   these   measures  failed, 
Christianity  was  made  a  capital  crime.     At  that  time  Cyprian  of  Car- 
thage, and  Sixtus  II. ^  Bishop  of  Rome,  obtained  the  martyr's  crown 
The  latter  was  soon  followed  by  iMurentius,  a  deacon,  who  proved  a 
hero  even  among  Christian  martyrs.     When  the  Governor  demanded 
from  him  the  treasures  of  the  church,  he  brought  forward  the  sick,  the 
poor,  and  the  orphans  of  the  congregation.     He  was  roasted  alive  on  a 
8* 
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red-hot  brander.  But  Gallixnus  (2C0-268)»  the  son  of  Valeriui,  os 
his  accession,  put  an  end  to  the  persecution,  and  at  last  accorded  to  the 
Church  a  legal  standing  and  free  exercise  of  religion.  Still,  Auriliait, 
shortly  before  nis  assassination,  (270-275)  issued  a  freeh  edict  of  pei^ 
secution,  which,  however,  was  not  carried  into  execution.  After  thai 
the  Christians  enjoyed  more  than  furtj  years  of  repose. 

6.  In  284  DiocLXTiAN  and  Maximianus  HerculiuN  became  joint  Em- 
perors. In  292  the  two  Caesars,  Galerius  and  Constaniiua  Chhms  (in 
the  West),  were  associated  with  them.  Diocletian  was  an  excellent 
monarch ;  but  being  sealously  attached  to  the  old,  faith,  he  hated 
Christianity  as  introducing  an  element  of  disturbance.  Still  the  edict 
of  toleration  issued  by  Gallienus,  political  considerations  in  regard  to 
the  large  number  of  Christians  throughout  the  empire,  and  a  certain 
amount  of  natural  kindness,  for  some  time  retarded  decisive  measures. 
At  last  the  continued  urgency  of  his  son-in-law  and  colleague,  Oalerius^ 
led  to  the  most  terrible  of  all  persecutions.  As  early  as  the  year  298. 
Galerius  commanded  that  all  soldiers  in  his  army  should  take  part  in 
the  sacrifices,  —  a  measure  by  which  he  obliged  all  Christians  to  leave 
the  ranks.  At  a  meeting  between  the  two  monarchs,  at  Nioomedia  in 
Bithynia  (303),  he  prevailed  on  the  Emperor  to  disregard  what  had 
formerly  been  the  causes  of  his  toleration.  An  imperial  ordinance  to 
pull  down  the  splendid  church  at  Nicomedia  was  the  signal  for  the 
persecution.  Soon  afterwards  an  edict  was  affixed  which  forbade  all 
Christian  meetings,  and  ordered  that  the  churches  should  be  puUed 
down,  the  sacred  writings  destroyed,  and  all  Christians  deprived  of 
their  offices  and  civil  rights.  A  Christiaji  who  tore  down  this  edict 
was  executed.  A  fire  broke  out  in  the  imperial  palace,  when  Galerius 
immediately  accused  the  Christians  of  incendiarism.  The  persecution 
which  now  commenced  extended  over  the  whole  empire,  with  the 
exception  of  Gaul,  Spain,  and  Britain,  where  the  protection  of  Con- 
Mtaniius  Chlorus  shielded  the  Church.  Whatever  tortures  or  modes  of 
death  ingenuity  could  devise  were  put  in  requisition.  When,  in  805, 
Diocletian  and  Maximianiis  abdicated,  Maximinu*,  the  colleague  of 
Galerius,  proved  quite  as  bitter  an  enemy  as  his  predecessors,  and 
raised  anew  the  storm  of  persecution.  In  the  year  308  Galerius  even 
caused  all  articles  of  food  or  drink,  sold  in  the  market,  to  be  moistened 
or  mixed  with  sacrificial  water  or  wine.  At  last,  when  a  fearful  disease 
brought  Galerius  to  a  different  state  of  mind,  he  ordered  in  311  a 
cessation  of  this  persecution,  and  in  return  demanded  the  prayers  of 
the  Church  for  the  Emperor  and  the  empire.  During  those  eight  years 
of  unceasing  and  unprecedented  persecution.  Christians  had  given  the 
brightest  proofs  of  moral  heroism,  and  of  enthusiastic  readiness  to 
suffer  as  martyrs.  In  proportion,  the  number  of  lapti  was  much 
smaller  than  it  had  been  during  the  Decian  persecution.  But  the 
Mmmand  to  give  up  the  sacred  writings  had  originated  a  new  kimi 
of  recantation.    Those  who  had  complied  with  this  demand  were 
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sailed  tradiiores.  Some,  instead  of  deliTering  the  sacred,  handed  iq 
heretical  writings,  on  pretence  that  they  were  the  sacred  books.  But 
the  spiritual  earnestness  of  that  period  was  such,  that  these  parties 
were  ranked  with  the  ordinary  traditores,  and,  like  them,  were  excom- 
municated.' 

7.  The  fanaticism  of  Maxtminus,  who  ruled  in  Asia,  was  not  checked 
bj  the  edict  of  toleration  which  Galerius  had  granted.    He  gladly 
acceded  to  the  request  of  certain  cities  to  be  allowed  to  expel  the 
Christiana,  and  on  memotial  tablets  of  brass  recorded  his  praise  of 
those  measures.  He  interdicted  the  building  of  churches,  and  punished 
confessors  by  the  loss  of  property  and  by  defamation  —  occasionally 
also  with  chastisement  or  death;   and  officially  circulated  the  most 
tbominable  calumnies  about  Christians.     In  innumerable  copies,  he 
diffused  the  "acta  Pilati,"  a  malicious  libel,  of  spurious  heathen 
tathorship,  introducing  it  even  in  schools  as  an  exercise  in  reading. 
But  fear  of  his  colleague  obliged  him  to  adopt  more  moderate  measures. 
In  Britain,  Gaul,  and  Spain  ruled,  from  306,  Constantine,  the  son  and 
Boccessor  of  Constantius  Chlorus,  who,  with  the  Neo-Platonic  eclecti- 
cism of  his  father,  had  also  inherited  his  mild  disposition  towards 
Christians.    In  Italy,  MaxentiuSy  a  savage  and  bigoted  heathen,  of 
obscure  ori^n,  had  in  306  seized  the  reins  of  government.     He  also, 
from  political  motives,  for  some  time  extended  toleration  to  the  Chris- 
tians ;  but  antagonism  to  Constantino,  who  was  friendly  to  them,  ulti- 
mately induced  him  to  make  common  cause  with  the  heathen  party. 
The  usurper  was  utterly  defeated  in  a  campaign  in  312,  during  which 
Constantino,  as  he  maintained,  was  vouchsafed  a  heavenly  vision.     In 
the  same  year,  this  monarch,  and  his  brother-in-law  Licinius^  who 
ruled  over  the  east  of  Europe  (Illyricum),  issued  an  edict  which  gave 
liberty  to  all  forms  of  worship.     In  a  second  edict,  dated  from  Milan 
in  313,   Constantino   expressly   allowed  conversion   to   Christianity. 
Maziminus  was  under  the  necessity  of  giving   his   assent  to  these 
measures,  and  died  in  the  same  year.     But  gradually  the  friendly 
relations  between  Licinius  and  Constantino  gave  place,  first  to  coolness, 
and  then  to  hostility.     The  former  threw  himself  into  the  arms  of  the 
heathen  party ;   the  latter  adopted  the  cause  of  Christianity.     Thus 
the  war  between  these  two  monarchs,  which  broke  out  in  323,  became 
also  a  struggle  for  life  or  death  between  heathenism  and  Christianity. 
Licinius  was  vanquished,  and  Constantino  became  master  of  the  whole 
empire.—  The  incident  in  the  campaign  against  Maxentius,  to  which 
we  have  above  referred,  is  differently  related  even  by  cotemporary 
UTiters.     According  to  Eusebius,  whose  account  is  derived  from  depo- 
sition rm  oath  by  the  Emperor,  Constantino  having  sought  the  aid  of  a 
higher  power,  had  at  mid-day  seen  in  the  heavens  a  luminous  cross, 
irith  the  superscription :  Tov<r<^  vCxa,     Afterwards,  in  a  dream,  Christ 
had  commanded  him  to  make  the  cross  his  banner.     In  remembrance 
of  this  miraculous  vision,  he  caused  the  splendid  banner  of  the  cross*- 
tke  Labdrum  —  to  be  made.   (Cf   2  ^O 
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{  24.  INTELLECTUAL  REACTION  OF  HEATHENISM. 

CoMP.  K,  Vogi,  Neoplatonismus  und  Christenthum  (Neo-Plat.  iind 
Christ.).  I.  Berlin  1836.  Ihtchimer,  d.  Fall  d.  Heidentli.  Lpz.  1829.— 
O.  H.  von  Senden,  Gesch.  d.  Apolog.  2  Bde.  Stuttg.  1846. 

For  a  long  time  the  more  intelligent  adherents  of  heathenism 
had  felt  that  if  their  system  was  to  continue,  it  mast  undergo 
thorough  reform  and  reconstruction.    Thid  was  attempted  during 
the  Augustan  age  by  introducing  a  Neo-Pyihagoreanism^  propped 
up  by  Theurgy  and  Magic.     The  principal  representative  of  this 
direction  was  Apollonius  of  Tyana  {ob,  96).     In  the  second 
century  an  attempt  was  made  to  revive  the  secret  rites  of  the 
ancient  mysteries  of  the  Dea  Syra,  and  of  Mythras.     But  all 
this  proved  insufficient.    It  was  felt  necessary  to  produce  a  form 
of  heathenism  which  should  meet  the  great  religious  wants  as 
fully  as  Christianity  had  done,  by  its  supranaturalism,  its  mono- 
theism, and  its  universalism,  and  which,  at  the  same  time,  should 
be  free  from  the  absurdities  and  incongruities  that  hitherto  had 
attached  to  the  popular  creeds.     This  task  was,  in  the  com- 
mencement of  the  third  century,  undertaken  by  the  Neo-Pxji- 
T0NI6TS.     But  they  had  as  little  power  as  heathen  polemics,  to 
stay  the  triumphant  progress  of  Christianity.     When  heathen 
authors   (Tacitus,  Pliny,  Marcus  Aurelius,  comp.  §  23)  make 
passing  mention  of  Christians  or  of  Christianity,  they  employ 
the    most   opprobrious   or   contemptuous   terms ;    Lucian    of 
Samosata  simply  ridicules  it  as  a  piece  of  absurdity  (de  vita 
Peregrini).     The    first   heathen    who   expressly    wrote   against 
Christianity  was  Celsus,  in  the  second  century.     With  consider- 
able ingenuity,  and  still  greater  hostility,  he  attempted  to  show 
that  the  religion  of  Christians  was  the  climax  of  absurdity.    The 
controversial  writings  of  Porphyry,  the  Neo-Platonist  {ob.  304), 
are  more  elevated  and  becoming  in  their  tone.     A  much  inferior 
position  to  that  of  either  of  these  writers  must  be  assigned  to 
HierocleSf  Governor  of  Bithynia,  who,  in  his  official  capacity, 
took  part  in  the  persecution  under  Galerius.  — These  attacks  were 
either  expressly  or  incidentally  met  in  the  writings  of  the  most 
prominent  Christian  teachers.     They  rebutted  the  calumnies  and 
charges  of  the  heathen ;  demanded  that  Christians  should  be 
treated  in  accordance  with  the  spirit  of  the  laws ;  they  defended 
Christianity  by  proving  its  internal  truth,  by  showing  how  it 
was  confirmed   by  the   walk   and   conversation   of  Christians. 
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acthenticated  by  miracles  and  prophecies,  and  by  its  accordance 
with  the  statements  and  anticipations  of  the  greatest  philoso- 
phers, the  sources  of  whose  wisdom  they  in  part  even  traced, 
directly  or  indirectly,  to  the  Old  Testament;  and  they  endea- 
Toared  to  demonstrate  that  the  heathen  deities  had  no  claim 
npou  worship,  and  that  heathenism  was  a  moral  and  religious 
perTersion.     (Comp.  §  41,  1.) 

1.  Eyen  Lucian  and  Apuleius  speak  of  Apollonius  of  Ttana  as 
only  a  renowned  Qoi^t  and  Magician.  But,  at  the  commencement  of 
the  third  century,  Philostratiis^  senior,  excogitated  a  biography  of 
Apellonius,  in  which  he  appears  as  a  religious  reformer  and  worker  of 
miracles, — in  short,  as  a  heathen  imitation  of  Christ.  (Comp.  F,  Chr, 
Banr,  Apoll.  von  Tyana  und  Christus.  Tub.  1832.) 

2.  It  was  the  purpose  of  Neo-Platoni»my  by  combining  what  was 
most  elevated  and  best  in  exoteric  and  esoteric  religion,  in  the  philosophy 
and  theosophy  of  ancient  and  modern  times,  of  the  East  and  of  the 
West,  to  exhibit  a  universal  religion,  in  which  faith  and  knowledge, 
philosophy  and  theology,  theory  and  practice,  should  be  perfectly 
reconciled  and  combined,  and  in  which  all  religious  wants  should  be 
met  with  so  much  fulness,  that,  in  comparison,  Christianity  itself 
should  appear  but  one-sided,  poor,  and  defective.  Tlie  noblest  spirits 
b  the  heathen  world,  which  was  fast  sinking  into  decay,  took  part  in 
this  movement.  The  devout  and  thoughtful  Plutarch  of  Chaeronea 
(o6. 120)  may  be  regarded  as  the  precursor  of  this  party.  But,  properly 
ipeaking,  AmmonUis  Sacccts  (ob.  243)  was  the  founder  of  the  N«o« 
Platonic  school,  which  was  further  developed  especially  by  Plotinus 
lob,  270),  by  Porphynus  (ob.  304),  and  by  Jamblichus  [ob,  333). 

3.  According  to  Lucian^  Peregrinus^  a  Cynic,  who  had  first  been 
guilty  of  the  lowest  crimes,  afterwards  became  one  of  the  most  promi- 
nent men  among  Christians ;  having  been  again  excluded  by  them  be- 
cause he  had  partaken  of  some  forbidden  meat,  he  had  ended  his  days 
bj  throwing  himself  into  the  flames  during  the  Olympic  games.  In 
the  person  of  this  Cynic,  Lucian  ridicules  the  foolish  hope  of  immor- 
tality of  Christians,  their  readiness  to  become  martyrs,  their  silly  ex- 
pectation of  retribution  in  another  world,  the  simplicity  of  their  bro- 
therly love,  in  which  only  impostors  could  rejoice  as  most  useful  to 
them,  their  credulity,  their  love  of  miracles,  and  their  sombre  antagon- 
ism to  the  world  and  its  pleasures.  From  the  life  of  the  Apostle  Paul, 
and  from  the  martyrdom  of  Polycarp  and  of  Ignatius,  he  borrowed  the 
traits  of  the  caricature  which  he  drew.  (Comp.  A.  Planck  in  the  "  theol. 
Studien  u.  Krit."  f >r  1851.  IV.) 

4.  The  Xoyo$  aXxj^i  of  Celsos  is  in  great  part  preserved  in  the  reply 
by  Origen.  That  writer  introduces  first  a  Jew,  who  disputes  the 
acc<  anta  furnished  in  the  Gospels;  theji  a  heathen  philosopher,  who 


94  8E0TION    I.— FIBBT    PERIOD  (100—323  A.  D.)* 

fiHowH  the  absurdity  both  of  Judaism  and  of  Christianity.  Origea 
identifies  the  writer  as  Celsus  the  Epicurean,  about  the  year  150 ;  but 
from  his  own  remarks,  he  appears  rather  to  have  been  an  eclectic  phi- 
losopher. His  polemics  are  acute  but  superficial,  sarcastic  but  disho- 
nest. According:  to  him,  Christ  was  a  common  GoCt.  —  Pobphtut 
wrote  fifteen  books  xata  X^nottwutv.  He  was  desirous  of  proving  that 
there  were  contradictions  in  the  Bible,  ransacked  the  dispute  between 
Paul  and  Peter  in  Gal.  ii.,  declared  that  the  prophecy  of  Daniel  was  a 
•*  Taticinium  post  eventum,"  and  challenged  the  allegorical  interpreta- 
tions of  Christians.  He  was  also  the  author  of  a  system  of  heathen 
(Neo-Platon.)  theology  (ix  tCtv  XoyMdv  ftikooofia).  Of  both  works  only 
fragments  have  been  preserved. — IIierocles  (2  books  of  xoyoc  fixas^ 
^if )  only  reproduced  shameless  falsehoods  about  Christ  and  Christians, 
and  placed  Jesus  far  below  ApoUonius  of  Tyana. 

J  25.   SPREAD  OF  CHRISTIANITY. 

Amid  the  many  persecutions  through  which  the  Church  had 
to  pass  during  this  period,  the  Gospel  rapidly  spread  through- 
out the  whole  Roman  empire,  and  even  beyond  its  limits.  So 
early  as  170,  Abgar  Bar  Manu^  a  Christian  prince,  reigned  at 
Edessa,  the  capital  of  the  kingdom  of  Osrhoene,  in  Mesoppta- 
mia.  At  the  same  period  Christianity  had  found  a  lodgment  in 
Persia,  3fedia,  Bactria,  and  Parlhia,  In  the  third  century  it 
had  spread  to  Armenia,  The  Apostle  Thomas  is  said  to  have 
carried  the  Gospel  to  India,  In  Arabia,  Paul  bad  laboured 
(Gal.  i.  IT).  In  the  third  century  Origen  was  called  to 
that  country  by  a  t^vfuvoi  t^j  ^ApoiJta^,  who  wished  to  be  in- 
structed in  Christianity.  On  another  occasion  he  went  thither 
in  order  to  settle  an  ecclesiastical  dispute  (§  40,  5).  From 
Alexandria  (§  IT)  the  Gospel  also  spread  to  other  countries  of 
Africa — to  Cyrene,  and  among  the  Copts  (the  aboriginal  Egyp- 
tians). The  Church  of  Proconsular  Africa,  especially  that  of 
Carthwje,  its  capital,  was  in  a  vigorous,  thriving  state,  and  kept 
up  close  communication  with  Rome.  In  the  third  century  Mau- 
ritania and  Numidia  numbered  so  many  Christian  communities 
that  Cyprian  could  collect  at  Carthage  a  synod  of  eighty-seven 
bishops.  Rome  remained  the  central  point  for  the  Church  in 
Europe.  Colonics  and  teachers  from  Asia  Minor  formed  in 
Qaul  a  number  of  flourishing  churches  (such  as  those  of  Lugdu- 
num,  Vienna,  etc.).  At  a  later  period  seven  missionaries  from 
Italy  arrived  in  Gaul.  Among  them,  8t,  Dionysius  founded  the 
Church  at  Paria     Among  the  Roman  colonies  in  the  countriei 
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of  the  RliiDe  and  of  the  Danube,  floarishing  churches  existed  to 
early  as  in  the  Uiird  centurj. 

The  insufficiency  and  the  decay  of  heathenism  were  the  negative 
llie  Bivioe  power  of  the  Gospel  the  positive,  means  by  which  the  Gos 
pel  spread  with  such  astonishing  rapidity.     This  Divine  power  mani 
feflted  itself  in  the  zeal  and  self-denial  of  Christian  teachers  and  mie- 
ikmaries,  in  the  saintly  walk  and  conversation  of  Christians,  in  the 
depth  of  their  brotherly  love,  in  the  unshaken  steadfastness  and  confi- 
dence of  their  faith, — above  all,  in  the  joyousness  with  which  they  met 
martyrdom  under  the  most  exquisite  tortures.    The  blood  of  martyrs 
was  the  seed  of  the  Church ;  and  not  unfrequently  did  it  happen  that 
the  executioners  of  Christian  martyrs  immediately  followed  them  in 
lunularly  suffering  for  the  Gospel.*  [In  special  instances,  miracles  and 
ligns — the  echoes  of  the  apostolic  age — may  have  led  to  analogoue 
raolta.    This  is  borne  out  by  the  evidence  of  men  such  as  Justin 
Martyr,  Tertullian,  and  Origen,  who  in  confirmation  appeal  to  heathen 
tje-witoessee.] 


n.  DANGERS  ACCRUINO  FROM  A  LEAVEN  OP  JUDAISM  AND 
HEATHENISM  REMAINING  IN  THE  CHURCH. 

{26.  SURVEY. 

Of  almost  greater  danger  to  the  Church  than  even  the  direct 
bostiHty  and  persecution  of  Jews  and  pagans,  were  certain 
Jewish  and  heathen  elements  imported  into  the  Christian  com- 
nnnitj.  The  nnspiritual,  unbending,  and  narrow  formalism  of 
the  one,  and  the  ungodly,  antichristian  tendency  of  the  other, 
not  only  reappeared,  but  claimed  equal  standing  with  what 
really  and  distinctively  was  Christian.  The  attempt  to  force 
Christianity  into  the  narrow-minded  particularism  of  the  Syna- 
l^guo  produced  Ebionism ;  the  desire  to  amalgamate  Grecian 
and  Oriental  theoaophj  with  Christianity  introduced  Onosti- 
ciwH.  These  two  directions  were  also  combined  into  a  Gnostic 
Ebionism, — a  system  for  which  the  doctrines  of  the  Essenes 
served  as  point  of  transition  and  connecting  link. — The  Church 
had  lo  put  forth  all  its  energies  in  order  to  defend  itself  against 
this  dangerous  admixture  of  other  creeds,  and  to  clear  its  soil 
from  weeds  which  spread  so  rapidly.  What  of  antichristian 
Judaism  had   intruded  was  speedily  overcome  and  cast  out 

*  O  nitted  in  the  7th  £d. 
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Bat  mach  more  difficult  was  the  contest  with  Gnosticism ;  and 
although  the  Church  ultimately  succeeded  in  uprooting  on  its 
own  soil  these  weeds,  many  of  their  seeds  were  for  centuries 
secretly  preserved,  and  sometimes  of  a  sudden  sprang  up  into 
fresh  crops.  However,  these  contests  also  brought  blessings  to 
the  Church ;  from  them  it  issued  with  views  more  enlarged 
and  liberal,  with  the  deep  conviction  that  scientific  culture  was 
necessary  for  its  theology,  and  prepared  by  victory  for  new 
struggles.      ^ 

Gnosticism  must  ultimately  be  traced  to  a  peculiar  and  powerful 
tendency  inherent  in  many  minds  during  the  first  centuries.  A  deep 
conviction  that  the  old  world  had  run  its  course,  and  was  no  longer 
able  to  resist  the  dissolution  which  threatened  it,  pervaded  the  age. 
It  also  impelled  many,  by  a  syncretism  the  boldest  and  grandest  that 
history  has  recorded — ^we  mean,  by  the  amalgamation  of  the  various 
elements  of  culture,  which  hitherto  had  been  isolated  and  heteroge- 
neous —  to  make  a  last  attempt  at  renovating  what  had  become  anti* 
quated.  While  under  one  aspect  this  tendency  was  intended  to  oppose 
Christianity  (by  Neo-Platonism),  under  another  the  Church  itself  was 
drawn  into  the  vortex,  and  by  an  amalgamation  of  Oriental  theosophy, 
of  Grecian  theosophy,  and  of  Christian  ideas,  a  widely  ramified  system 
of  most  extravagant  religious  philosophy  came  forth  from  the  crucible 
of  this  peculiar  kind  of  speculation.  This  system  bore  the  general 
name  of  Gnosticism,  Various  sects  of  Gnostics  viewed  the  &ripiures 
in  a  different  manner.  Some,  by  means  of  allegorical  interpretations, 
sought  to  base  their  system  on  the  Bible.  Others  preferred  to  decry 
the  apostles  as  having  falsified  the  original  Gnostic  teaching  of  Christ, 
to  attempt  recasting  the  apostolic  writings  in  accordance  with  their 
own  views,  or  by  Gnostic  spurious  writings  to  make  up  a  Bible  after 
their  own  fashion.  The  teaching  of  primitive  sages,  handed  down  by 
tradition  as  secret  doctrine,  they  placed  above  Sacred  Writ. — Gnostic 
speculation  busied  itself  with  such  questions  as  the  origin  of  the  world 
and  of  evil,  or  the  purpose,  means,  and  goal  of  the  devehpment  of  the 
world.  To  solve  these  problems  the  Gnostics  borrowed  from  heathen- 
ism its  theory  about  the  orij^'m  of  the  world,  and  from  Christianity  the 
idea  of  redemption.  All  Gnostic  systems  are  based  on  a  kind  of  Ihtat' 
ism  of  God  and  of  matter  (i?jf).  But  with  the  Plattmists,  some 
regarded  matter  as  unreal  (having  no  real  existence)  and  without  form 
(=/«»)  ov),  hence  as  not  directly  hostile  and  opposed  to  the  Deity; 
while  others,  in  accordance  with  the  views  of  the  Parsees,  supposed  it 
to  be  animated  and  ruled  by  an  evil  principle,  and  hence  to  be  directly 
opposed  and  hostile  to  the  Good  Deity.  The  theogonic  and  cosmogonie 
process  was  explained  on  the  principle  of  an  emanation  (npofklk^),  by 
which  from  the  hidden  God  a  long  series  of  Divine  formations  {tUdvti) 
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bad  emanated,  whose  indwelling  Divine  potency  diminished  in  mea- 
iur©  as  they  removed  from  the  original  Divine  Source.     These  jEons 
ire  represented  as  being  the  media  of  the  creation,  development,  and 
redemption  of  the  world.     The  original  matter  from  which  the  world 
was  created  consisted  of  a  mixture  of  elements,  derived  partly  from 
the   kingdom   of   light    (the    xxijpwfta),   and   partly   from    the   Hyle 
(inri^ffia,   ;);<ytt/ia).      This    mixture   was    differently    represented    as 
broQght  about  by  nature,  chance  or  contest.     The  world  was  creaM 
by  one    of  the    lowest    and  weakest    iEons,   called  the  djffiiovpyd^. 
Creation  is  the  preparation  and  the  commencement  of  redemption. 
Bat  as  the  Demiurgos  cannot  and  will  not  accomplish  the  latter,  one 
of  the  highest  .^ns  appears  in  the  fulness  of  time  as  Redeemer,  in 
order  to  accomplish  the  deliverance  of  the  captive  elements  of  light  by 
the  imparting  of  yvdat^.     As  matter  is  in  itself  evil,  the  (pneumatic) 
Saviour  had  only  an  apparent  body^  or  else  at  baptism  descended  into 
the  psychical  Messiah,  whom  the  Demiurgos  had  sent.     The  death  on 
the  cross  was  either  only  an  optical  delusion,  or  the  heavenly  Christ 
had  left  the  man  Jesus  and  returned  to  the  Pleroma,  or  else  lie  had 
given  His  form  to  another  person  (Simon  of  Cyrene),  so  that  the  latter 
was  emcified  instead  of  Jesus  (Docetism ).  According  as  the  pleromatic  or 
the  hylic  element  prevails,  the  souls  of  men  are  naturally  either  pneu-^ 
matie,  and  in  that  case  capable  of  yvCtoti ;  psychic^  when  they  cannot 
attain  beyond  tMtii ;  or  kylicj — the  latter  class  comprising  the  great 
mass  of  men  who,  left  in  hopeless  subjection  to  the  powers  of  Satan, 
ooly  follow  their  own  lusts.     Redemption  consists  in  overcoming  and 
eliminating  matter,  and  is  accomplished  through  knowledge  {yvCtmc) 
and  asceticism.     It  is  not  an  ethical  but  a  chemical  process.     As  it 
was  believed  that  matter  was  the  seat  of  evil,  sanctification  was  sought 
physically  rather  than  ethically,  and  thought  to  consist  in  resisting 
matter  and  abstaining  from  material  enjoyments.     Hence  originally 
the  system  implied  an  exceedingly  strict  code  of  morals,  but,  in  point 
of  fact,  frequently  became   the  very  opposite,  and  degenerated  into 
Antinomianism  and  Libertinism.     This  is  partly  explained  from  the 
low  views  entertained  by  some  about  the  law  of  the  Demiurgos,  and 
partly  by  the  ease  of  passing  from  one  extreme  to  another. 

J  27.  EBIONISM  AND  EBIONITE  GNOSIS. 

CoMP.  GieselcTy  Nazaraer  und  Ebioniten,  in  the  kirchl.  hist.  Arch  IV. 
2;  Credner,  EssHer  und  Ebioniten,  in  Winer^s  Zeitschr.  I.  2. — A.  Schlte* 
nannj  die  Clementinen  u.  der  Ebionitismus.  Ilamb.  1841 ;  A.  Ililf/en/eldy 
d.  clement  Recognitt.  u.  Homilien.  Jen.  1848  ;  G.  Oh  Ihnrn,  d.lldmWicu 
a.  Recogn.  d.  Clemens  Rom.  Gottg.  1854;  —  also,  Hilgenfeldy  das  Ur- 
christenthum  (Orig.  Christian.).  Jena  1855  ;  and  the  same  author's 
JUdische  Apokalyptik.  Jena  1857.  —  D,  Chwolsohn^  die  Ssabier  u.  d. 
Seabismus.  St.  Petersb.  1856,  2  Bde. 
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Those  Jewish  Christians  who,  after  the  destruction  of  Jemsa- 
Icni,  continued  in  ecclesiastical  separation  from  the  Gentile 
brethren,  either  formed  a  separate  sect  or  fell  into  open  heresy. 
Both  parties,  though  the  di.^tinction  between  them  was  not 
unobserved,  were  called  by  Origen  and  Eusel)ius  by  the  common 
name  of  Ebionites.  Jerome,  on  the  contrary,  distinguishes  them 
by  the  different  names,  Nazarenes  and  Ebionites.  In  the  sect 
of  the  Elkesaiten  or  Sampaeann  we  perceive  that  Gnostic  elements 
had  found  their  way  among  the  Ebionites  also,  probably  from 
their  connection  with  the  Esseues  In  the  system  embodied 
in  the  FseudchClementines,  this  Ebionite  Gnosis  was  extended 
and  developed.  It  now  assumed  an  attitude  of  direct  antag- 
onism to  Gentile  Gnosticism  and  to  Gentile  Catholicism,  laying 
claim  to  represent  genuine  ancient  Judaism,  which  was  said  to 
be  quite  the  same  as  genuine  Christianity. 

1.  The  Nazarenes — a  name  by  which  the  Jews  had  originally  denig- 
natod  all  Christians  (Acts  xxiv.  5)  —  held  themselves  hound  8till  to 
observe  the  ceremonial  law,  without,  however,  disputing  the  salvation 
of  Gentile-Christians  who  abstained  from  its  injunctions.  They  believed 
in  the  Divinity  of  Christ's  nature,  acknowledged  Paul  as  being  a  true 
apostle,  and  rejected  the  ordinances  of  the  RahV>ins,  hut  cherished  a 
carnal  kind  of  Chiliasm  (i'.  «.,  they  expected  a  thousand  years'  reign  of 
Christ  on  earth,  after  a  fashion  similar  to  that  which  formed  the  main 
features  of  Jewish  ideas  of  the  Messiah).  The  so-called  Gospel  of  the 
Hebrews,  an  Aramaic  recension  of  the  Gospel  of  Matthew,  served  as 
the  basis  of  their  views. 

2.  The  Kbionites  deemed  observance  of  the  ceremonial  law  india- 
pensably  necessary  for  salvation.  They  regarded,  indeed,  Christ  as  the 
Messiah,  but  held  Ilim  to  have  been  only  a  man  (the  son  of  Joseph) 
whom,  at  His  baptism,  God  had  endowed  with  divine  powers. 
His  messianic  activity  they  limited  to  Ilis  teaching,  by  which  He  had 
enlarged  and  perfected  the  law,  adding  to  it  new  and  more  strict  com- 
mandments. The  death  of  Christ  was  an  offence  to  them,  under  which 
tliey  consoled  themselves  with  the  promise  of  His  return,  when  they 
expected  that  a  terrestrial  kingdom  should  be  set  up.  —  The  Apostle 
Paul,  in  their  opinion,  was  a  heretic,  and  deserved  obloquy.  They  also 
had  a  gospel  of  their  own. 

3.  The  Fathers  derived  the  designation  Elkesaites  from  Elxai,  the 
founder  of  that  sect, — a  name  which,  according  to  their  interpretation, 

meant  iipofitf  xtxaXvfifi^vti  (*p3  7*n)« 
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Their  doctrines  were  a  mixture  of  Essene,  Jewish,  heathen-naturalia- 
tic,  and  eppeciallj  astrologico-mngical,  and  Ghrintian  elements.     The 
law — especially   that    of   the   Sahbath    and   of   circumcision — was 
held  to  be  binding ;  but  they  rejected  sacrifices.     They  practised  fre- 
qujnt  ablutions,  both  for  the  forgiveness  of  sins  and  for  the  cure  of  dis- 
eases.   In  the  Lord's  Supper  bread  and  salt  were  used.     The  use  of 
flesh  was  forbidden ;  but  marriage  was  allowed.     Christ  was  regarded 
as  being  the  Son  of  God  by  the  Virgin.     Next  to  Him  they  placed  the 
IlMMia  oycov,  in  the  form  of  a  female  figure.     The  Elkesaites  inhabited 
the  eastern  shores  of  the  Dead  Sea.     According  to  Epiphanius,  they 
were  the  same  as  the  Sampseans  =  'Hxtaxod. — More  recent  investiga^ 
tions  [Chwolsohn,  I.e.)  render  it  probable  that  they  are  identical  with 
the  Zabians  or  Mandteans  of  the  present  day.     Mediaeval  Arabic  wri- 
ters call  these  Zabians  (from  y^^  =  X*3I0'  i3a7tt'«i,'J«tv,  to  wash) 
MogiasiUih,  i.  «.,  those  who  wash  themselves.    They  mention  Elchasaich 
M  their  founder,  who  taught  two  principles  (the  male  and  female). 
The  earlier  view  of  the  original  identity  of  the  Zabians  with  the  ancient 
Hemerobaptlsts  and  Disciples  of  John,  may  still  be  retained  (|  22) ;  for 
the  latter  may  easily  have  laid  the  basis  for  the  formation  of  the  sect  of 
Elkesaites,  and  have  perpetuated  their  Gnostic  dualistic  elements  through 
Elkesai. 

4.  The  Psiudo-Clementine  System  originated  in  the  latter  half  of 
the  second  century.  It  was  derived  from  a  didactic  work  of  fiction, 
which,  however,  claims  to  be  regarded  as  a  true  story.  Clemens  Ra- 
manuSf  a  noble  Roman,  philosophically  educated,  had,  from  a  desire 
after  information,  travelled  to  the  East,  where  he  met  with  Peter,  and 
became  the  companion  of  his  missionary  journeys.  The  peculiar  doo 
trinal  yiews  of  the  work  are  gathered  from  the  sermons  and  the  discus- 
sions of  Peter ;  the  histoi-ical  romance  is  elaborated  in  the  scenes  of 
recognition  and  conversion  of  the  father,  the  mother,  and  the  brothers 
of  Clement.  Peter  is  brought  forward  as  the  representative  of  what  is 
alleged  to  have  been  genuine  and  original  Christianity  ;  Simon  MarfuSf 
his  antagonist,  represents  every  form  of  supposed  spurious  Christianity, 
from  his  own  teaching  and  that  of  his  adherents  (?  22,  2)  to  that  of  the 
Apostle  Paul,  according  to  whom  the  law  was  abolished  in  Christ,  and 
that  of  Marcion,  according  to  whom  the  Creator  of  the  world  was  not 
the  Supreme  God  (J  28,  10).  The  alleged  motive  for  the  composition 
of  the  book  is  this,  that  Peter,  the  founder  and  first  bishop  of  the  Church 
at  Rome,  had,  shortly  before  his  death,  appointed  Clement  his  successor, 
and  enjoined  him  to  intimate  this  to  James  in  Jerusalem,  as  the  head 
of  the  Church,  so  as  to  obtain  his  acknowle<lgment.  —  The  Pseudo- 
Clementine  romance  is  preserved  in  various  modifications.  The  two 
oldest  forms  of  it  are  —  1)  the  Homilke  XX.  Clementis  (the  first  com- 
plete e<i.  by  M.  Dressel.  Giittg.  1853),  in  Greek ;  and  2)  the  Hecogni" 
/lo^ie^  Clementis,  in  a  Latin  translation  by  Rufinus,  in  which  the  histo- 
rical and  romantic  element  is  further  carried  out  while  the  doctrinal 
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part  is  less  full  and  somewhat  expurgated.  Schliemann  regarded  the 
Recognitiones  as  a  later  revisal  of  the  Homilies ;  Hilgenfdd  supposes 
the  relations  exactly  reversed ;  Ulhom  modifies  the  statement  of  Schlt&' 
fnanfij  and  supposes  that  the  Homilies  themselves  were  recast  after 
Bome  original  work,  and  that  both  the  latter  and  the  Ilomilies  had  been 
used  in  the  composition  of  the  Recognitiones.  —  The  System  of  (he  CU' 
mentine  Homilies  is  based  on  Stoic  Pantheism  combined  with  Jewish 
Theism,  and  proceeds  on  the  supposition  that  genuine  Christianity  was 
exactly  identical  with  genuine  Judaism.  The  author  discovers  some 
elements  of  truth  and  others  of  error  in  all  the  principal  modifications 
of  Christian,  of  Jewish,  and  of  heretical  religion.  He  eonJtroverts  the 
popular  belief  and  the  philosophy  of  the  heathen,  the  sacrificial  worship 
of  the  Jews,  the  Chiliasm  of  the  Ebionites,  the  ecstatic  prophetism  of 
the  Montanists,  the  hypostatic  Trinitarianism  of  the  Catholics,  the 
Dcmiurgos,  the  Docetism,  and  the  Antinomianism  of  the  Gnostics. 
From  the  Ebionite  system  he  adopfs  his  idea  of  the  identity  of  Judaism 
with  Christianity ;  with  the  Essenes,  he  agrees  in  insisting  on  absti- 
nence from  meats,  frequent  fasts,  ablutions,  and  voluntary  poverty 
(but  he  recommends  early  marriages) ;  with  the  Catholics,  as  to  the 
r<.cessity  of  baptism  for  the  forgiveness  of  sins,  etc.  According  to  this 
writer,  God  is  pure  existence  (avdjtawjif)^  originally  a  unity  of  body  and 
soul.  He  reveals  Himself  as  the  Living  One  by  expansion  and  con- 
traction (sxtaan  and  ovoroXjJ,  of  which  we  have  a  representation  in  the 
heart  of  man).  By  this  process  the  world  was  created,  when  the 
llvtvfta  (ao^a)  and  the  ffw^a  (I'Xi;)  were  separated  and  placed  in  antago- 
nism. Thus  the  Monns  became  a  Dyas,  forming  the  first  Syzygia 
(union)  of  antagonisms,  which  was  followed  by  others,  consisting  of  the 
I)ivine  and  the  non-Divine  (in  nature:  heaven  and  earth,  day  and 
night,  light  and  darkness,  life  and  death,  etc. ;  among  men:  Adam  and 
Eve,  and  after  that,  in  inverse  order,  Cain  and  Abel,  Ishmael  and  Isaac, 
Esau  and  Jacob).  Satan  had  originated  from  an  ungodly  mixture  of 
the  four  elements.  Adam  was  the  primal  prophet  who  had  already 
possessed  perfect  and  absolute  truth.  In  order  to  stem  the  growing 
corruption,  Adam  appeared  under  different  names  and  forms,  but 
always  bringing  one  and  the  same  truth.  Thus  he  reappeared  in 
Abel,  in  Enoch,  in  Noah,  in  Abraham,  in  Isaac,  in  Jacob,  in  Moses, 
and  at  last  in  Christ.  But  along  with  these  revelations  prophets  of 
falsehood  also  came.  Thus  John  the  Baptist  was  the  counterpart  of 
Christ,  Simon  Magus  (the  disciple  of  John)  that  of  Peter.  In  holy 
Scripture  also  Divine  is  to  be  distinguished  from  dia1>olio  prophecy« 
Allegorical  interpretations  are  to  be  rejected. 
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CoMP.  Massuet,  diss.  prasvisQ  in  edit.  Irenaei. — A,  Neander,  genet. 
Kntw.  d.  vomchmst.  gnost.  Syst.  (Genet.  Develop,  of  the  Princ.  Syst. 
of  Gnost,).  Berl.  1818. — F,  Chr,  Baur,  d.  chr.  Gnoais  in  ihr.  gesch 
Entir.  (Chr.  Gnost.  in  its  Ilistor.  Develop.).  TUbg.  1835. — /.  Matter,  krit. 
Gesch.  d.  Gnosticismus.  Aus  d.  Franz.  (Crit.  Hist,  of  Gnost.  from  the 
French  of  J.  M.,  by)  von  Ch,  H.  Dorner,  2  vols.  Heilbr.  1833. — /.  A, 
Schmidt,  Etudes  sur  Iren6e  et  les  Gnostiques,  Brux.  1856. 

The  many  and  diverse  systems  of  Gentile-Christian  Gnosticism 
may  all  be  arranged  under  two  great  classes,  according  as  notions 
derived  from  Grecian  philosophy — more  especially  from  Pla- 
tonism  and  the  study  of  the  mysteries  —  or  Dualistic  and  Parsee 
riews  prevailed  in  them.     This   arrangement  almost  coincides 
with  that  of  the  more  prominent  representatives  of  that  class  of 
heretics  into  Egyptian  and  Syrian   Gnostics.     However,  it  is 
impossible  to  keep  them  always  quite  separate,  since  the  various 
forms  of  Gnosticism  closely  approximate  and  frequently  merge 
into  each  other,  and  since,  during  their  developme^it,  these  here- 
sies did  not  remain  stationary.     Gnosticism  reached  its  highest 
point  during   the    first  half  of  the   second   century,  especially 
during  the  age  of  Hadrian.     In  apostolic  times  (§  19),  those 
Jewish,  heathen,  and  Christian  Gnostics  elements — which  at  the 
commencement   of    the   second    century   appeared    separated, 
attracted  or  repelled  each  other,  developed  and  assumed  form  — 
had  been  a  *'rudis  indigestaque  moles.''     Even  in  the  system  of 
CerinthuSf  who,  as  it  were,  stands  on  the  boundary-line  between 
these  two  ages.  Gentile  and  Ebionite  Gnosis  are  mixed  up.    But, 
not  many  years  afterwards,  Alexandrian  Gnosticism  was  fully 
developed  by  Basilides,  whose  system  is  moulded  after  the  doc- 
trines of  Stoicism,  and  by  Valentine,  who  adopted  the  views  of 
the  Platonists.     Another  class  of  Egyptian  Gnostics  based  their 
ajstems  rather  on    Grecian  and  Egyptian    mysteries  than   on 
Greek  philosophy,  and  mixed  the  fables  of  heathen  mythology 
with  the  facts  of  Scripture  history.     Among  such  attempts  we 
class  the  various  systems  of  the  Ophites,  which  already  sliow  a 
certain  hostility  to  Judaism,  and  a  tendency  towards  Antiuo- 
mianism.     These  tendencies  increased  and  attained  their  climax 
in   Carpocra*-e8,  who  placed  Christianity  on  exactly  the  same 

•evel  with  heathenism.  —  Oi  Syrian  Gnostics,  Salurninus  is  the 
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most  prominent ;  next  to  him  Tatian,  whose  system,  however 
has  even  more  of  asceticism  about  it.  The  Gnosticism  of  Bar* 
desaneSf  although  he  was  both  a  Syrian  and  a  Dualist,  approxi- 
mated that  of  Valentine  ;  in  life  and  doctrine  he  accommodated 
himself  to  the  views  of  the  Catholics.  The  Gnosticism  of  Mar^ 
don  belongs  also  to  the  Syrian  school.  Setting  aside  the 
principles  of  emanation,  of  secret  doctrine,  and  of  allegorical 
interpretation,  and  laying  greater  stress  on  Pistis  than  on  Gnosis, 
Marcion  approximated  more  closely  to  orthodox  views  than  any 
other  heretical  teacher  had  done ;  while,  by  his  rejection  of  the 
Old  Testament,  and  fanatical  hatred  to  Jewish  Christianity,  he 
at  the  same  time  occupied  a  position  of  greater  antagonism  to 
the  Church  than  others.  The  direct  opposite  of  his  system  was 
that  of  the  PseAidoclement  (§27,  4).  Lastly,  independent  of  all 
these  modifications  of  Gnosticism,  MamchasUm  —  a  combination 
of  Parseeisin,  of  Buddhism,  and  of  Christianity  (§29)  —  made 
its  appearance  during  the  third  century. 

1.  Cerintuus  was  a  junior  cotemporary  of  the  Apostle  John  in  Asia 
Minor.  He  was  the  first  to  propound  the  peculiar  Gnostic  dogma  of 
the  Demiur(jos\  who,  as  Creator  of  the  world,  is  represented  as  sub- 
servient to  the  Supreme  God,  without,  however,  knowing  Him.  Jesus 
also,  who  was  the  son  of  Joseph  and  of  Mary,  knew  Him  not,  until  at 
baptism  the  5y«  Xptrrroj  descended  upon  him.  Before  the  crucifixion, 
which  is  regarded  as  merely  a  human  calamity,  without  any  bearing 
ujwm  salvation,  he  again  loft  the  man  Jesus.  Cants  of  Rome,  who 
ascribed  to  Cerinthus  the  authorship  of  the  book  of  Revelation,  charges 
him  also  with  carnally  chiliastic  views. 

2.  T/te  Gnosticism  of  Basil  ides. — Basilides  (IkujiXft^iT^)  was  a  teacher 
at  Alexandria  about  the  vear  130.  It  is  the  characteristic  and  funda- 
mental  idea  of  his  system,  that  every  development  of  God  and  of  the 
world  was  bn)ut;!;ht  about  by  an  influence  from  beneath  upwards — not, 
as  in  the  theory  of  emanation,  from  above  downwards.  His  system 
commences  with  pure  non-existence.  'Hv  or*  ijr  ovhfv.  Hence,  the 
principle  from  which  everything  originates  is  6  ovk  £>v  i?e^,  —  which 
from  out  of  itself  (f^  ovk  6vtuv)  brings  Chaos  into  being.  This  Chaos, 
though  itself  oi'x  or,  is  yet  the  TtavnTti^uio,  rov  xorincv.  Thence  two  son- 
ships  (vuitr^tii),  of  which  the  one  was  already  weaker  than  the  other, 
asi^emled  to  the  blessed  place  of  not-being  (non-existence  —  ta 
vrtfpxoo/iita) ;  while  a  third,  which  still  required  purification,  had  to 
remain  behind  in  the  naivj^ifp^ta.  The  latter,  then,  is  the  object  of 
redemption.  Next,  the  great  Arch  on  ascended  from  Chaos  to  the  very 
boundary  of  the  blessed  place,  of  which  he  knew  nothing,  and  founded 
Ihere  the  Ogdoas;  after  him  came  a  second  Archon,  who  founded  t}i« 
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EMotnas  (the  planet-sky).     He  reigned  over  the   Urreetrial  ^orld 
until  Muses  revialed  the  name  of  the  great  Archon.     Only  Jemis,  the 
first-bom  of  the  third  sonship,  that  had  remained  behind,  obtained  and 
spread  the  knowledge  of  the  highest  God  and  His  kingdom.     The 
sufferings  of  Christ  were  necessary  for  His  own  salvation,  i.  e.,  that 
He  might  be  purified  from  the  elements  of  the  Psyche  and  of  the  Ilyle. 
Then  He  ascended  to  the  highest  God,  whither,  gradually,  all  other 
pneumatic  natures   are   to   follow  Him.     Ultimately,  God   pours  out 
fpreat  ignorance  over  all  stages  of  existence,  that  their  blessedness  may 
11  .i  ':e  disturbed  by  their  knowledge  of  still  higher  bliss.   Such,  accord- 
ing to  Clemens  Alexandrinus  and  Hippolytus,  are  the  fundamental 
ideas  of  the  system  of  Basilides.     Ireufewt  and  Epiphanius  attach  that 
name,  however,  to  a  totally  different  system  —  doubtless  describing  the 
later  sect  of  the  so-called  Pseudo-Basilidians.     In  their  system,  the 
great  Archon  alone  is  represented  as   the  highest   God,  the  **  pater 
innatus."     But  between  the  great  Archon  and  the  Archon  of  the  Heb- 
domas  not  less  than  365  spiritual  spheres  (=  'A3pa|a(,  'A/3paaa$)  inter- 
vene.    Since  the  oim  Jy  ^ed(  and  the  na-vaHtftfiia  had  been  discarded,  it 
became  necessary  to  adopt  certain  dualistic,  emanatistic,  and  docetio 
views,  such  as  that  beneath  the  Pleroma  lay  an  eternal  Hylc,  which 
attracted  some  particles  of  light  and  fixed  them  down  in  matter,  etc. 
The  Pseudo-Basilidians   fell  into   Antinomianism    and  Libertinism. 
Basilides  himself  left  twenty-four  books  i^riyrixixdj  and  his  son  Isidore 
a  work  entitled  if^ixa. —  (Comp.  O.  Uhlhorn,  das  basilid.  System.  Giittg. 
1855.    Also,  A,  Hilgenfeldf  Die  Jlid.  Apokalyptik.     App.  pp.  289,  etc. 
Jena  1857). 

3.  TVie  Gnosticism  of  VaUrUinc. — VdUntiiiuSy  a  teacher  in  Alex- 
andria and  at  Rome  about  the  middle  of  the  second  century,  was  of  all 
Gnostics  the  most  deep,  ingenious,  and  imaginative,  and  his  system  is 
equally  remarkable  for  its  speculation  and  its  poetry.  Its  fundamental 
idea  is,  that,  according  to  a  law  inherent  in  the  Divine  Being,  the 
Miyn^  emanated  in  pairs,  and  with  the  difference  of  sexes.  Every  such 
holy  marriage  of  ^Eons  he  designates  a  Syzyyia,  Connected  with  this 
is  another  peculiar  view,  according  to  which  the  three  catastrophes  of 
tarrestrial  history  (creation,  the  fall,  and  redemption)  had  already 
occurred  in  archetype  in  the  history  of  the  development  of  the  Pleroma. 
On  this  basis  he  reared  a  grand  and  most  poetic  Epos,  consisting  of  a 
partly  Christian  and  partly  mythological  theogoiiy  and  cosmogony. 
From  the  Bv>6(  (or  A irro^dr wp)  and  his  'Ewoca  (or  2ty>J)  emanated  tifteen 
pairs  of  xEons,  which,  with  the  Father  of  all,  formed  the  Pleroma. 
Z)^,  the  last  and  lowest  of  those  iEons,  impelled  by  a  burning  desire, 
forsakes  her  husband  in  order  to  throw  herself  into  the  Bythos,  for  the 
purpose  of  embracing  the  Great  Father  himself.  She  is  indeod  pre- 
Tcnted  from  carrying  this  into  execution  —  but  a  rupture  has  taken 
place  in  the  Pleroma.  Disorder  and  passion  (her  int^/nyotj)  is 
eliminated   and  driven  forth  from  the   Pleroma.     This,  then,  is  U} 
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abortion,  an  *«rpio^,  which  still  possesses,  however,  an  .£onio  naturt 
(xarw  Xo^ia).  To  redeem  and  to  bring  her  back  into  the  Ploroma  — 
such  is  the  object  of  the  development  of  the  world.  For  the  purpose 
of  providing  a  Saviour  and  future  husband  for  her,  all  the  .£ons  com* 
bine  in  emanating  a  new  .^Eonic  Being,  glorious  aKve  all  measure  — 
the  Zcri^p,  or  heavenly  Jesus,  Meantime,  the  xdtu  So^,  which  is  aUc 
called  'Axafju^y  gives  birth  to  the  various  grades  of  life  in  the  Cosmos. 
All  hylic  natures  are  under  the  government  of  Satan,  all  psychical 
under  that  of  the  Demiurgos,  while  she  herself  directs  those  that  are 
pneumatic.  To  his  chosen  people,  the  Jews,  the  Demiurgos  sends  a 
Messiah,  the  xatui  X9^^'^^i^  ^^  whom  at  baptism  the  ivu  Ztfti^p  descends. 
The  Demiurgos  is  astonished,  but  submits  to  the  will  of  the  higher 
deities.  The  Pneumatics  are  led  to  perfectness  by  7yw«K,the  Psychical 
by  ftlatii.  Ultimately,  Achamoth  returns  with  the  Pneumatics  to  the 
Pleroma,  where  she  is  united  to  the  Soter,  and  the  Pneumatics  to  the 
angels  of  the  Soter.  The  Demiurgos  and  his  pious  ones  occupy  the 
toTtoi  tvji  fifoori^oi ;  but  from  the  depths  of  Ilyle  bursts  forth  a  fire  which 
consumes  them  and  itself. — Among  the  numerous  disciples  of  Valentine 
we  mention  Heracleoii,  the  first  commentator  of  the  Gospel  according 
to  John. 

4.  In  its  original  form,  the  Gnosticism  of  the  Ophites  consisted  of 
.«  phantastic  combination  of  Grecian  mythology  and  biblical  history, 
both  being  mystically  interpreted,  just  as  the  heathen  mysteries  had 
been  by  philosophers.     Under  all  the  modifications  of  this  system,  a 

prominent  part  was  assigned  to  the  Serpent  (o^tf,  tJ*ni)'  either  as 

T  T 

being  the  evil  principle,  or  else  as  the  Agathodo^mon.  This  is  explained 
from  the  circumstance  that,  both  in  Egyptian  worship,  in  the  Grecian 
mysteries,  and  in  biblical  history,  the  serpent  was  prominently  brought 
forward.  Hippolytus  describes,  under  the  name  of  Naassenes,  one  of 
the  earliest  forms  of  Ophite  Gnosticism,  of  which  the  system  is  com- 
paratively simple.  In  it  the  serpent  was  the  Agathodsemon.  More 
fully  developed  than  this  was  the  system  of  the  Gnostic  Justinus,  who 
adopted  the  whole  Grecian  mythology.  lie  regarded  the  Nachash  aa 
an  evil  demon.  The  Peratics,  a  party  of  which  Euphrates  and  Chelbea 
were  the  founders,  taught  that  it  was  necessary  to  leave  Egypt  (which 
was  a  representation  of  the  body),  to  pass  (nt^)  through  the  Red  Sea 
(the  things  that  pass  away)  into  the  wilderness,  where,  indeed,  the 
gods  of  destruction  (represented  by  the  fiery  serpents  which  destroyed 
the  Jews)  awaited  us,  but  wliere  also  Christ  the  Saviour  (represented 
by  the  serpent  which  Moses  had  lifted  up)  brought  salvation  and 
deliverance.  The  Setuians  maintained  that  originally  there  had  been 
two  races  of  men  —  one  psychical,  at  the  head  of  which  stood  Abel,  the 
other  hylic,  at  the  head  of  which  was  Cain,  But  with  Seth  commenced 
a  third  race,  that  of  the  Pneumatics  or  Gnostics.  The  llylics  had 
perished  in  the  Flood,  but  returned  in  the  descendants  of  Uam,    A 


0KI7ILE    GNOSTICISM.  105 

liBt  Seih  appeared  a  second  time  in  Christ,    In  direct  opposition  to 
this  sect,  the  Oainites  declared  that  al\  those  persons  who  in  the  Old 
Testament  had  been  described  as  ungodly,  were  genuine  Pneumatics 
tnd  martyrs  of  truth.     The  first  who  distinguished  himself  in  the 
contest  with  the  God  of  the  Jews,  was  Cain;  the  last,  who  brought 
this  contest  to  a  victorious  termination,  by  bringing,  in  his  deeper 
wisdom,  the  psychical  Messiah  to  the  cross,  and  thus  destroying  the 
kingdom  of  the  God  of  the  Jews,  was  Judas  Iscariot.     Their  Antino- 
mianism  led  to  the  most  shameless  excesses.  —  The  Ophites,  whom 
Irenaeus  and  Epiphanius  describe,  seem  to  have  indulged  in  abstruse 
transformations  of  the  biblical  history  in  Gen.  i.  —  iii.,  and  to  have 
derived  their  views  originally  from  the  system  of  Valentine.     Accord- 
ing to  them,  the  Sophia-Achamoth  precipitated  herself  into  Chaos, 
where  she  gave  birth  to  Jaldabaoih,  the  Creator  of  the  world,  who  in 
turn  renounced  allegiance  to  his  mother.     But  the  star-spirits  which 
he  bad  created,  and    Orphiomorphos,   or    Satan,  overcame  -him    in 
tarn.    From  a  feeling  of  jealousy,  Jaldabaoth  had  interdicted  man 
from  the  tree  of  knowledge ;  but  the  serpent  Achamoth  persuaded  him 
to  disobey,  and  thus  procured  him  liberty  and  knowledge.   Jaldabaoth 
selected  the  Jews  as  his  favourite  people,  sent  prophets  to  them,  and 
it  last  a  Messiah,  who  was  to  obtain   for  them  dominion  over  the 
Gentiles.     On  him  the  Ano-Christ  descended,  but  the  wicked  Jalda- 
baoth now  caused  his  own  Messiah  to  be  crucified.     Before  that,  how- 
ever, the  heavenly  Christ  had  already  forsaken  that  Messiah,  and, 
invisible  to  Jaldabaoth,  sat  down  at  the  right  hand  of  the  latter ;  thus 
withdrawing  from  him  any  elements  of  light  which  he  still  retained, 
etc.  —  The  book  IHsiis  Sophia  (ed.  Schwartze  et  Petermann,  coptice  et 
lat.  Berol.  1851)  is  one  of  the  latest  and  best  productions  of  Ophite 
3no8ticism,  strongly  tinged,  however,  with  the  views  of  Valentine. 

5.  The  Gnosticism  of  Carpocrates,  —  The  opposition  to  Judaism, 
which  had  so  distinctly  appeared  among  the  Cainites  and  the  Ophites, 
developed,  in  the  system  of  Caipocrates  and  his  adherents,  into  open 
and  pantheistic  heathenism.  They  regarded  Chrisl  in  exactly  the 
same  light  as  they  did  Pythagoras,  Plato,  and  Aristotle.  Genuine 
Christianity  they  held  to  be  equivalent  with  philosophical  heathenism ; 
ah  popular  creeds,  especially  that  of  the  Jews,  had  originated  with 
demons  (the  dyy«V)t  xoer/ioyiotoc).  True  religion  consisted  in  return  to 
the  lost  unity  with  the  **  one  and  all,"  attained  theoretically  by  Gnosis, 
and  practically  by  transgressing  the  law  of  the  Demiurgos.  In  this 
respect  ChHsi  had  distinguished  Himself  before  all  otliers.  In  their 
temples  they  paid  divine  homage  to  pictures  of  Christ  and  of  licathen 
philosophers,  which  they  placed  by  tlie  side  of  each  other.  The  Car- 
pocratians  built  in  Cephalonia  a  temple  to  Epiphanes,  the  son  of  Car- 
pocrates, a  youth  of  great  talent,  but  wholly  steeped  in  vice,  who  died 
in  the  17th  year  of  ais  age.  —  At  the  close  of  thoir  agapes  they  had 
"ooDcubitus  promi»3uos." 
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6.  The  Jniitacies.  —  Almost  all  the  Alexandrian  GnoBtioe  ulti 
mately  landed  in  Antinomianism  and  gross  immoralitj,  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  he  who  was  perfect  must  be  able  to  bid  defiance  to  the  law, 
(tti'T'traaofa^at),  and  that  in  order  to  break  the  power  of  Hyle,  it  was 
necessary  to  vrcakcn  and  to  mortify  the  flesh  (noLfiaxfi^o^  t^  oa^xi)  by 
carnal  indulgences.  Among  them  we  reckon,  besides  the  Nicolaitatit 
(iVJ,  1)  and  the  Simoniatis  (J  22,  2),  the  Pseudo-Basilidians,  the 
Carpocratians,  the  Cainites,  and  also  the  Prodicians,  who,  as  the  sons 
of  the  king,  deemed  themselves  above  the  law,  which  had  been  given 
to  servants. 

7.  The  first  in  the  series  of  Syrian  Gnostics  was  Satcrninus,  whc 
lived  at  the  time  of  Hadrian.  According  to  him,  the  spiritual  world 
of  the  kingdom  of  light  had  gradually  emanated  from  the  >f6(  aywdorof. 
The  lowest  stage  was  occupied  by  the  seven  planet-spirits  (ayTrtXM 
jroar|Aoxpciropf;),  presided  over  by  the  God  of  the  Jews.  But  from  all 
eternity'  Satan,  the  ruler  of  llyle,  had  been  most  violently  opposed  to 
the  kingdom  of  light.  The  seven  planet-spirits  intended  to  found  an 
empire  inde|^ndent  of  the  Plcroma,  and  for  that  purpose  made  an  in- 
cursion into  the  kingdom  of  Ilylc.  and  partly  gained  possession  of  it. 
This  they  fashioned  into  the  sensuous  world,  and  created  man,  its 
guardian,  after  a  luminous  image  sent  by  the  gofnl  God,  of  which  they 
had  perceived  the  reflection.  But  they  were  unable  to  give  man  an 
upright  posture.  On  this  the  supreme  God  took  pity  on  the  wretched 
creation  of  their  hands.  He  imparted  to  man  a  spark  of  light  (crKtr^), 
by  which  he  was  filled  with  pneumatic  life  and  enabled  to  stand  ap- 
right.  But  by  means  of  a  hylic  race,  which  Satan  create<l,  he  opposed 
the  pneumatic  race,  and  continually  persecuted  it  by  his  demons.  The 
God  of  the  Jews  tlierefore  resolved  to  redeem  the  persecuted  by  a  Mes- 
siah, and  He  raised  up  prophets  to  announce  His  coming.  But  Satan 
also  sent  prophets.  At  last  the  gix>d  God  sent  the  yEon  NoCj  to  this 
earth,  arrayed  not  in  a  real,  but  in  what  seemed  a  bt>dy,  that  as  owtrfi 
he  might  teach  the  Pneumatics,  not  only  to  protect  themselves  by 
means  of  Gnosi^  and  asceticism  (abstinence  from  marriage  and  meats) 
from  the  attacks  of  Satan,  but  tlierobv  also  to  withdraw  themselves 
from  the  dominion  of  the  God  of  the  Jews  and  of  His  star-spirits,  and 
to  purify  themselves  from  all  communion  with  matter,  in  order  to  rise 
to  the  kingdom  of  light. 

8.  Tatian  [oh,  about  174)  came  from  Assyria,  and  was  a  rhetoric 
cian  at  Rome,  where,  througli  the  influence  of  Justin  Martyr,  he  be* 
cam:  a  convert  to  Christianity.  But  at  a  later  period  he  adopted 
Gnostic  views,  which  he  zealously  spread  both  in  his  writings  and  his 
teaching.  He  interdicted  marriage  as  a  service  of  Satan»  and  also  the 
use  of  intoxicating  litjuors.  On  account  of  their  rigid  abstinence  his 
adherents  were  called  'Eyxpaftrai,  and  also  'Tdpo^apa^rara* 
Aquarii,  because  in  the  Lord's  Supper  they  used  water  instead  of  wine 
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9.   BARD£SA^ES|  from  Edessa   (about  the  year  170),  was  a  vcnr 

learned  mau,  and  an  able  religious  poet.    In  his  sermons  he  did  not 

oppose  the  teaching  of  the  Church,  but  by  his  hymns  diffused  hia 

Gnostic  Tiews.     The  same  remark  applies  to  HarmoniuSy  his  son,  vrho 

alao  iras  a  poet    A  Syriac  copy  of  Bardesanes'  work  fttfi.  ^fiapuivv^i 

bag  been  recently  discovered.     It  refutes  the  delusions  of  Chaldee 

astrology,  but  is  itself  pervaded  by  the  views  of  Zoroaster.     His  view 

of  the  world  was  likewise  greatly  modified  by  Greek  philosophy.     He 

holds  to  three  distinct  principles  of  all  being :  the  ^0c;,  or  laws  of 

oaturc,  the  liiiiopfumi,  or  blind  fate,  and  the  God  of  Christianity,  who 

executed  the  plan  of  Redemption. 

10.  Marciok,  a  native  of  Sinope  and  the  son  of  a  bishop,  was  a  man 
of  energetic  but  pugnacious  disposition.     Being  excommunicated  by 
Ju8  father  on  account  of  his  pride,  he  betook  himself  to  Rome,  where 
CerdOf  a  Syrian  Gnostic,  imbued  him  with  his  own  peculiar  views 
(about  150).     The  absolute  and  irreconcilable  antagonism  between  jus- 
lice  and  mercy,  between  law  and  gospel,  between  Judaism  and  Chris- 
tianity, formed  the  fundamental  idea  of  his  system.     Hence,  besides 
the  two  principles  of  Syrian  Gnosticism  —  the  good  and  the  evil  God — 
he  introduced  a  third,  the  just  God^  who  was  the  Creator  of  the  world 
and  the  Lawgiver.     To  the  latter  Judaism  was  subject,  as  heathenism 
to  the  evil  God.     At  last  the  good  God,  who  hitherto  had  been  wholly 
unknown,  in  fret  grace  resolved  on  delivering  man  from  the  dominion 
of  both  these  deities.     For  this  purpose  he  sent  his  Logos  (who,  how- 
ever, differed  from  him  only  modaliter  not  jy^rsonaXiter)  into  the  world 
in  what  appeared  to  be  a  body.     By  way  of  accommoaation,  this  Logos 
gave  Himself  out  to  be  the  Messiah  promised  by  the  God  of  the  Jews  j 
He  announced  forgiveness  of  sins  by  free  grace,  and  to  all  who  be- 
lieved imparted  the  powers  of  a  Divine  life.     The  Demiurgos,  indig- 
nant at  this,  put  Him  to  the  cross  (to  apparent  death),  when  He  went 
to  preach  in  Hades  to  those  of  the  heathen  who  arc  susceptible  of  the 
Gospel,  next  cast  the  Demiurgos  into  Hades,  and  called  the  Apostle 
Paul  to  be  the  teacher  of  believers.  —  In  a  work  —  the  Antitheses  —  he 
endeavoured  to  show  that  the  antagonism  between  the  Old  and  the 
New  Testament  was  irreconcilable.     Of  all  the  apostles  he  only  recog- 
nized the  authority  of  Paul ;  the  rest,  he  thought,  had  relapsed  into 
Judaism.     But  he  also  rejected  the  pastoral  letters  (of  Paul)  and  that 
to  the  Hebrews,  and  acknowledged  only  ten  of  the  epistles  of  Paul  and 
a  mutilated  edition  of  the  Gospel  according  to  Luke.     He  disapproved 
of  iM  pomp  and  ceremonies  in  public  worship,  to  which  he  also  ad- 
mitted catechumens  and  heathen.     Strict  asceticism,  the  use  of  only 
■o  much  nourishment  as  was  absolutely  necessary,  and  abstinence  fron^ 
marriage,  were  incumbent  on  the  "  Electi."     The  moral  earnestness 
and  the  practical  tendency  of  his  teaching  gathered  around  him  many 
adherents,  and  this  sect  continued  much  longer  than  other  Gn  sties. 
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To  his  query,  "  whether  he  knew  him/'  Polycarp,  who  met  him  is 
Rome,  replied :  'Eittyi'Uiaxta  roc  npcAtoroxov  rov  Hoffotfi, 

11.  IIermogenes,  a  painter  in  North  Africa  (about  the  end  of  tha 
second  century),  equally  rejected  the  Catholic  doctrine  of  creation  and 
the  Gnostic  theory  of  emanation,  since  both  made  God  the  author  of 
sin.  He  therefore  assumed  an  eternal  chaos,  in  the  resistance  of 
which  against  the  creative  and  formative  agency  of  God  all  that  was 
evil  and  deformed  had  its  origin.   His  views  were  refuted  by  Tertullian, 

{29.  MANICH^ISM. 

CoMP.  Beausohre,  hist.  crit.  de  Manich^isme.  Amst.  1734, — F.  Chr, 
Baiir,  d.  manich.  Religionssyst.  TUbg.  1^1. — J,  E,  Coldiiz^  d.  Entsteh. 
d.  manich.  Rcligionsy stems,  Leipz.  1838. — D,  Chwolsohrif  die  Ssabieni. 
d.  Ssabismus.  St.  Petersb.  1850,  2  Bde. 

Independent  of  Christian  Gnosticism,  which  developed  in  the 
Roman  empire  during  the  second  century,  and  more  or  less  under 
the  influence  of  Grecian  forms  of  culture,  and  yet  possibly  con- 
nected with  Elkesaism  (§  27,  3),  Manich ceii^m  sprung  up  in  the 
Persian  empire  towards  the  end  of  the  third  century.  In  many 
respects  its  principles  and  tendencies  coincided  with  those  of 
Gnosticism,  especially  with  that  form  of  it  which  the  Syrian 
Gnostics  had  adopted.  But  Manichoeism  differed  from  Gnosti- 
cism chiefly  in  employing  Christian  ideas  and  notions  merely  as 
a  gloss  for  heathen  theosophy,  in  bearing  no  reference  whatever 
to  Judaism,  in  prominently  bringing  forward,  instead  of  Pla- 
tonic views,  Persian  Dualism,  and  combining  it  with  Bnddhist 
ideas.  From  the  first,  also,  it  laid  claim  not  merely  to  the  title 
of  an  esoteric  religion  destined  for  a  few  choice  spiritit,  but  to 
form  a  church  of  its  own,  with  a  regular  constitution  and  an 
organized  worship, — an  attempt  which,  as  the  result  proved,  was 
not  wholly  unsuccessful. 

1.  Conccriiiiig  the  person  and  hintory  of  the  founder  of  the  sect,  the 
accounts  of  the  Latin  and  Greek  Fathers  often  vary  from  those  of  Per- 
sian writers.  The  former  are  all  derived  fn>m  the  reports  of  a  discus- 
sicm  which  Bishop  Archelaus  of  Casoar  had  with  Manes  or  Manichani8^ 
and  which  still  exisjt  in  a  corrupt  Latin  translation.'  In  them  tJie 
origin  of  Maniclueisni  is  trace<l  to  Scythianus,  a  Saracen  merchant,  an 
extensive  traveller,  who  lived  at  the  time  of  the  apostles.  A  pupil  of 
bis,  Te-ebinihus,  who  also  called  himself  Buddas,  wrote  by  his  direc- 
tion foi  r  books— of  which,  after  his  death,  Eubricus^  a  liberated  slave, 
'>btaino  i  possession.    £.  adopted  the  doctrine  of  the  books,  carried 
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)ul  more  fully,  in  Persia  became  the  founder  of  a  new  religion,  and 
^Utd   h^n9elf  Manes.     He  was   even  admitted   to  the   royal    eourt, 
but  failing  in  an  attempt  to  restore  a  sick  prince,  the  jealousy  of  the 
Magi  caused  his  downfall.     But  he  escaped  from  prison,  and  found  a 
place  of  concealment   in   an   old   castle   Arabion,   in    Mesopotamia. 
Meanwhile  he  had  become  acquainted  with  the  sacred  writings  of  the 
Christians,   and   derived  from   them  many  additions   to  his  system. 
T&en  he  showed  great  energy  in  spreading  his  views,  sending  letters 
and  messengers,  especially  among  Christians.     This  led  to  the  above- 
named  debate  with  Archelaus,  in  which  he  was  completely  refuted. 
Soon  afterwards  he  was  seized  by  command  of  the  King  of  Persia, 
flayed  alive  (277),  and  his  stuffed  skin  was  set  up  as  a  warning  to 
others.  —  Later  Persian  accounts   are   much  more  credible  (Her helot 
orient.,  Biblioth.  s.  v.  Mani,  and  Silv.  de  Sacy  M^moires,  etc.,  Par.  1794). 
According  to  these,  Mani,  the  founder  of  this  religion,  had  sprung 
from  one  of  the  families  of  the  Persian  Magi.     Although  professing 
Christianity,  and  invested  with  the  office  of  presbyter,  he  continued  to 
cherish  his  early  Pardee  views.     Amid  the  religious  movements  which, 
after  the  overthrow  of  theTarthian  Arsacidie  and  the  accession  of  the 
Sa88inidaB,(227),  had  the  revival  of  the  ancient  national  faith  for  their 
aim,  he  conceived  the  idea  of  founding  a  new  and  universal  religion, 
by  combining  Christianity   with   Parseeism.     Accordingly,   in   270, 
under  the  reign  of  Shapur  I.  (Sapores),  he  came  forward  as  reformer 
and  founder  of  a  new  party,  claiming  to  be  the  Paraclete  promised  by 
Christ  (John  zvi.  13  etc.).     Excommunicated  by  the  Christians  and 
persecuted  by  the  Magi,  he  had  to  flee,  and  travelled  through  India  as 
far  as  China,  all  the  time  gathering  fresh  materials  for  his  religious 
aystem.     After  that  he  lived  for  a  period  in  a  cave  in  Turkistan,  whero 
he  composed  a  work,  full  of  gorgeous  imagery,  intended  to  express  iu 
symbols  his  doctrine  (the  "  Erteiiki_Mani,"  the  Gospel  of  his  adhe- 
rents).* He  then  returned  to  Persia.     The  new  king,  Hormias,  pro- 
tected him  ;  but  Rehram  (Varanes),  his  successor,  obliged  him  to  dis- 
cuss his  system  with  the  Magi,  declared  them  victorious,  and  caused 
Mani  to  be  fiayed  alive  (277).     Soon  after  the  founder's  death  the 
sect  spread  throughout  the  ^oman  empire.     On  account  of  its  origin 
among  the  hostile  Persians,  DiocTetiap  pcrsequted  the  party ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  opposition  of  the  Catholic  state-church  of  the 
Roman  Empire  secured  for  it,  at  a  later  period,  protection  in  Persia. 
By  secret  tradition  the  sect  seems  to  have  continued  to  the  middle 
ages,  when  it  frequently  reappeared. 

2.  The  ancient  Persian  Dualism  formed  the  fundamental  idea  in  the 
SYSTEM  of  Mani.  The  good  God  and  his  twelve  ^Eons  (Ormuzd  and 
his  Amshaspands  and  Izeds)  were  from  all  eternity  opposed  by  Satan 
and  his  demons  (Ahriman  and  the  Dews).  Attracted  by  the  beauty 
Df  the  kingdom  of  light,  Satan  made  an  inroad  upon  it.  God  ap- 
pointed an  iEon   ( *'  Hit  mother  if  life'* )  to  I:  e  the  guardian  of  thf 
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boundaries  of  the  kingdom  of  light.  This  JEon  gave  biith  to  the  ideai 
maHj  who,  together  with  the  five  pure  elements  (fire,  light,  etc.). 
entered  into  the  contest,  but  succumbed  and  became  a  prisoner.  Qci 
now  sends  another  /Eon,  '*thc  licitig  Spirit,"  to  assist  him  ;  but  he 
arrives,  too  late,  as  the  powers  of  darkness  have  already  swallowed 
ap  a  portion  of  his  luminous  essence  (the  soul  of  the  world,  or  the 
*  Jesus  patibilis"  ).  The  ideal  man,  so  far  as  preserved,  i.  f.,  Christ 
(or  the  *' Jesus  impatibilis'' ),  is  now  transported  to  the  Sun.  From 
the  mixture  above  mentioned  Ood  had  causeii  the  visible  world  to  be 
formed  by  the  "  living  Spirit,"  in  order  that  the  captive  particles  of 
light  might  gradually  regain  strength  and  freedom.  Besides  "the 
soul  of  light,"  every  man  has  also  an  evil  soul.  The  former  is  to 
gain  victory  and  dominion  over  the  latter  by  appropriating  the 
elements  of  light  scattered  in  nature,  and  principally  in  plants.  This 
process  of  purification  is  superintended  by  the  ideal  man  Christy  who 
resides  in  the  Sun,  and  l)y  the  livint;  Spirit,  who  resides  in  ether.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  Demons  attempt,  by  means  of  tlie  false  religions 
of  Judaism  and.  heathenism,  to  bind  s<.)uls  more  closely  to  the  king- 
dom of  darkness.  At  last  Christ  Himself  descends  from  the  Sun  in 
what  appears  to  be  a  l^)dy,  in  order,  by  His  teaching,  to  give  liberty 
to  the  '*  souls  of  light."  But  the  apostles  misunderstood  and  falsified 
His  doctrine;  Mani,  the  promised  Paraclete  (not  the  Holy  Ghost)  is  to 
restore  it  to  purity.  Aa  such,  he  was  the  head  of  the  Church.  Under 
him  were  twelve  apostles  (magistri)  and  seventy-two  bishops,  besides 
presbyters,  deacons,  and  evangelists.  The  community  consisted  of 
catechumens  (auditores)  and  tlie  elect  (or  perfect).  The  latter  were 
to  practise  the  strictest  ascctism,  to  abstain  from  flesh,  from  eggs, 
milk,  wine,  et<>.,  and  hud  to  remain  unmarried  (Signaculum  oris, 
manuum  et  sinus).  Baptism  and  the  Lord's  Supper — the  former  with 
oil,  the  latter  without  wine — formed  part  of  the  secret  worships  of  the 
perfect.  Oil  and  bread  were  regarded  as  those  pure  products  of  the 
soul  of  the  world,  which,  in  vegetable  life,  struggled  after  freedom 
(or  the  "Jesus  patibilis"  ).  Their  principal  festival  was  the  anni- 
versary of  the  martyrdom  of  Mani,  when  they  bowed  in  wtirshif 
before  a  splendid  pulpit,  the  symbol  of  their  divine  teacher. — (Gf  |  54 
1.2;  J71;  1 103.  Ij 
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Coup.  Ziegler,  Vers.  e.  pragm.  Gesch.  d.  kirchl.  Verfassungsformen 
m  den  6  ersten  Jahrhh.  (Pragm.  Hist,  of  the  Forms  of  Eccles.  Con- 
rtit.  during  the  First  C  Cent.).  Leipz.  1798.—  /.  W.Bickell,  Gesch.  d. 
Kirohenrechts  (Hist,  o:"  Ch.  Law).  I.  II.  Frkf.  1S49, —  K.  Eothe,  d. 
Anfinge  d.  chr.  K.  u.  ihrer  Verf.  (Early  Hist,  of  !be  Chr.  Ch.  and  of 
its  Const).  I.  Wittb.  IS^l .-—W,  Palmer,  Treat,  on  the  Ch.  of  Christ. 
Oxf.  1838.—/.  Kaye,  Some  Ace.  of  the  Ext.  Disc,  of  the  Ch.  of  Christ. 
Lindon  1855. 

Daring  the  second  centnry  the  Episcopate  (§  18,  2)  became 
more  and  more  a  settled  institution  in  the  Church,  till  gradually 
the  bishop   was   regarded   as  the   superior  of  the   presbyter. 
Among  those  who  prepared  the  way  for  this  result,  Ignatius  of 
Aiitioch  (o6.  115)  is  the  best  known.     In  every  bishop  he  sees 
Christ,  while  in  his  opinion  the  college  of  presbyters  represents 
the  apostles.     But  the  later  idea  of  an  apostolic  succession  of 
bishops,  which  we  find  in  the  writings  of  Cyprian,  appears  not 
to  have   occurred   to   Ignatius.  —  The   hierarchical   tendency, 
inherent  in  the  system  of  Episcopacy,  was  fostered  and  nourished 
by  the  idea  of  a  special  priesthood  as  of  Divine  institution.    Old 
Testament  views  were  transferred  to  the  New  Testament  Presi- 
dents  of  churches.     The   distinction   between  the  "ordo"  or 
sxjpo^,  and  the  **  plebs  "  or  xaoj  (xaixol)^  once  introduced,  soon 
led  to  priestly  claims  of  pre-eminence.     As  the  conp:regation8 
became  larger,  the  functions,  rights,  and  duties  of  the  existing 
8piritu§L]  offices  were  more  accurately  determined,  and  new  offices 
instituted  for  those  on  whom  the  more  humble  work  devolved. 
Thus   the   clergy  were  arranged  into  "  ordines  majores  "  and 
"  minores.^^     The  rural  congregations  which  had  been  founded 
by  the  labours  of  Christians  in  neighbouring  cities  w^ere  provided 
with  presbyters  from  these  cities  (the  Parochi).  If  they  increased 
in  numbers  and  influence,  they  chose  a  bishop  of  their  own  (^wpi- 
ftioxwtot).     Where,  in  large  cities,  one  church  was  not  sufficient, 
affiliated  churches  were  founded.     Thus  the  bishop  had  gradu- 
ally a  diocese  assigned  to  him.     As  the  bishops  of  towns  took 
precedeace  of  th:se  in  rural  districts,  so  naturally  the  metro- 
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politans,  or  bishops  of  capital  cities,  over  those  of  provincia- 
towns.  But  the  title  MelropoUtan  occurs  for  the  fii-st  time  in 
the  decrees  of  the  Council  of  Nice  (325).  In  the  common  con« 
sultations  which  took  place  in  the  various  capitals  (the  Pro-' 
vincial  Synodn)  —  which  at  first  only  took  place  when  occasion 
required,  but  afterwards  became  a  repular  institution  —  the 
metropolitan  presided.  Again,  among  the  metropolitans,  those 
who  presided  over  churches,  which  apostles  had  founded  (sedes 
apoaloh'cw),  especially  those  of  Rome,  Antioch,  Jerusalem,  Alex- 
andria, Ephesus,  and  Corinth,  claimed  pre-eminence.  The  idea 
of  the  unity  and  catholicity  of  the  Church  was  maintained  and 
carried  out  with  increasing  firmness,  and  became  associated  with 
that  of  the  centering  of  that  unity  in  the  Apostle  Peter,  from  a 
misapplication  of  Matth.  16  :  18,  19.  Rome,  as  the  metropolis 
of  the  world,  where  Peter  and  Paul  had  suffered  martyrdom, 
claimed  to  be  the  cathedra  Petri,  and  transferred  the  idea  of  a 
sole  ecclesiastical  representation  to  its  bishops,  as  the  successors 
of  Peter.  —  The  love  of  the  brethren  towards  one  another  led  to 
a  closer  connection  of  the  churches,  which  was  preserved  by 
mutual  communications.  Christians  on  a  journey,  furnished  with 
a  certificate  and  letter  of  commendation  from  their  respective 
bishops  (^epistohe  format le,  ypa^fiaro  rtrvnufiira),  were  sure  of 
fraternal  hospitality.  —  At  first  the  congregations  retained  a 
voice  in  the  choice  of  the  clergy ,  the  decision  being  frequently 
left  to  confessors.  — (Cf.  §  46  etc.) 

1.  The  "Ordines  Majores"  were  compoBed  of  the  bishops,  pre«by- 
tcrH,  and  deacons.  Ah  chief  ruler,  the  Bishop  had  supreme  direction 
of  all  affuirs  connected  with  his  church  or  diocese.  His  exclasivo 
privilege  it  was  to  ordain  presbyters  and  deacons,  to  confirm  those  who 
had  been  baptized,  to  absolve  the  penitent,  commonly  also  to  consecrate 
the  coninumiou  elements,  and,  at  a  later  period,  to  vote  in  synods.  The 
Presuvters  were  now  only  regarded  as  the  advisers  and  assistants  of 
the  l)ishop.  Tliey  took  part  in  the  direction  of  congregational  affairs, 
in  tlie  dispensation  of  the  sacraments,  in  preaching,  and  in  the  cure 
of  souls,  but  only  by  special  commission,  or  with  the  express  sanction 
of  the  bishop.  At  a  later  period,  when  the  requirement  of  churches 
demande<l  it,  and  the  authority  of  bishops  was  sufficiently  recognized 
not  to  require  such  safeguards,  presbyters  wore  entrusted  with  the 
entire  and  indei>endent  cure  of  souls,  with  preaching,  and  (at  least  in 
part)  with  the  dispensation  of  the  sacraments.  —  The  reverse  of  all 
this  took  place  with  regard  to  the  official  pc>sition  of  the  Deaconi 
(Levita^).     Their  authority  grew  as  the  duties  originally  assigned  to 


INT£ttIfAL  ORGANIZATION   OF  THE  CHURCH.       118 

Uian  were  enlarged.    From  having  at  first  only  to  take  charge  cf  the 
poor,  they  gradually  came  to  take  part  in  public  worship  and  in  the 
direcUon  of  the  congregation.     When  commissioned  by  the  bishop, 
they  baptized,  they  prepared  the  communion  elements,  they  distributed 
the  cup,  carried,  after  the  close  of  public  worship,  to  the  sick  or  to 
prisoners  the  Lord's  Supper,  announced  the  commencement  of  the 
•ereral  parts  of  public  worship,  conducted  the  prayers  of  the  church, 
read  the  Gospel,  and  preserved  order  during  worship.     Frequently 
they  were  also  commissioned  to  preach.     They  commonly  stood  in 
more  intimate  personal  relation  with  the  bishop  than  did  the  presby- 
ters ;  they  were  his  intimate  associates,  accompanied  him  on  his  jour- 
neys, and  frequently  acted  as  his  delegates  and  representatives  at 
eoancils.  —  Among  the  "Ordines  minores"  the  office  of  Ledores, 
lf»yffwffrat,  was  the  oldest    According  to  Cyprian^  confessors  were 
chosen  in  preference  for  this  purpose.    At  a  later  period,  the  office  of 
lector  was  commonly  the  first  step  in  clerical  promotion.    The  lectores 
read  the  larger  sections  from  the  Bible,  and  were  the  custodians  of  the 
Mcred  **  codices."    An  office  introduced  at  a  period  subsequent  to  this 
was  that  of  Subdiacom\  vnoitdxovoi,  who,  as  assistants  of  the  deacons, 
filled  the  first  rank  in  the  Ordines  minores,  and  hence  (unlike  the 
others)  were  also  ordained  by  imposition  of  hands.     For  the  purpose 
of  conducting  the  service  of  praise,  the  office  of  Cantores  (4aXrou)  was 
instituted  towards  the  close  of  the  third  century.    The  Acolythi  accom- 
panied the  bishop  to  wait  on  him.   The  Exorcists  took  spiritual  charge 
of  those  who  were  possessed  (ivfpyovjufvoc,  douftoyijoftivoft),  over  whom 
they  made  the  prescribed  prayers  and  uttered  formuliB  of  exorcism. 
As  the  latter  also  took  place  in  baptism,  their  official  duties  brought 
them  likewise  into  connection  with  the  catechumens.    The  lowest  rank 
was  occupied   by  the   Osiiarii  or  Janitores  (^pwpoi,  xifluopot).  —  The 
larger  churches  employed  special  Catechists  for  the  instruction  of 
catechumens  (doctores  audicntium) ;  and,  where  requisite,  as  in  those 
ehorches  of  North  Africa  in  which  the  Punic  language  was  used, 
HERMBXEUTiE,  whoso  duty  it  was  to  translate  the  portions  of  Scripture 
that  were  read.  —  It  was  the  duty  of  the  Deaconesses   (commonly 
widows  or  females  advanced  in  life)  to  take  charge  of  poor  and  sick 
females,  to  give  advice  to  the  inexperienced  of  their  sex,  and  to  take 
the  oversight  of  female  catechumens.     They  were  not  regarded  as 
belonging  to  the  clergy. — The  clergy  were  ordained  by  the  imposition 
of  hands.     Those  who  had  only  lately  or  during  dangerous  sickness 
been  baptized  (Neophyti,  Clinici)^  those  who  had  been  excommunicated 
or  had  mutilated  themselves,  were  not  admitted  to  orders. 

2.  So  early  as  the  assembly  of  the  apostles  at  Jerusalem  (Acts  xv.) 

was  to  be   found   the   type  of  synodal   advice  and  legislation.     But 

a   similar    institution    had    prevailed   among    the    heathen.      Under 

Boman    domination,     the    ancient    politico-religious     alliances     in 
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Greece  and  Asia  Minor  had  indeed  lost  their  political  importance ;  but 
their  meetings  (xotvai  avvoBoi,  concilia)  continued,  as  before,  in  the 
capitals  of  provinces,  and  under  the  presidency  of  the  Roman  governore. 
Even  tlie  similarity  of-  the  name  seems  to  indicate  that  these  meeting! 
"were  not  without  influence  on  the  later  institution  of  ecclesiastical 
synods.  From  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  times,  the;  oould  not 
take  place  before  the  latter  half  of  the  second  century.  Tht  ChristianSi 
who  frequently  could  only  hold  their  worship  secretly  and  at  night» 
were  of  course  prevented  from  planning  any  such  stated  meetings  for 
deliberation  at  a  period  earlier  than  the  time  of  Commodus.  But  when 
a  season  of  rest  was  granted  them,  during  which  their  ecclesiastical 
arrangements  could  be  made  more  freely  and  openly,  these  meetingf 
of  synods  were  instituted.  The  montanistic  movements  in  Asia  Minor 
(J  37 )«  and  soon  afterwards  the  disputes  about  the  celebration  of  Easter 
(§  32),  gave  the  first  occasions  for  these  deliberations.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  third  century,  the  Provincial  Synods  had  already 
become  a  regular  and  continuous  institution.  At  the  time  of  Cyprian, 
not  only  bishops,  but  presbyters  and  deacons  also  took  part  in  the 
synods,  and  the  people  were  at  least  allowed  to  be  present.  Moreover 
no  resolution  was  to  be  arrived  at  without  the  knowletige,  and,  in  a 
certain  sense,  the  consent,  of  the  congregation.  Since  the  Council  of 
Nice  (325),  bishops  alone  were  allowed  to  vote,  and  the  presence  of  thn 
laity  was  more  and  more  discouraged.  T\\q  resolviiojis  of  a  Synod  wen 
communicated  to  congregations  at  a  distance  in  Synodal  Letters 
(Epi^ffohB  Si/iw(iicir)j  and,  so  early  as  the  third  century,  they  were 
(according  to  Acts  xv.  28)  ascribed  to  the  immediate  direction  of  the 
Holy  Spirit.  — (Cf.J  43,  2.) 

3.  The  Unify  and  CafhnlkUy  of  the  Church,  —  (Comp.  A,  Mdhler,  die 
Einheit  d.  K.  *(Tho  Unity  of  the  Church).  2d  ed.  TUbg.  1843.  —  J.  E. 
Jluther,  C\prinn*s  Lehre  von  d.  Einheit  d.  K.  (The  Doctr.  of  Cypr.  as 
to  the  Unity  of  the  Church).  Ham]).  1839.— Jm/.  Kdsth'n,  die  kath. 
Auifass.  V.  d.  K.  in  ihrer  ersten  Ausbild.  (The  Cath.  View  of  the  Ch. 
in  its  Early  Arrangm.).  In  the  *'  deutsche  Zeitschr.  fUr  chr.  Wissen." 
for  1855.  No.  33  etc. — J.L.Jarobu  die  kirchl.  Lehre  v.  d.  Tradit.  (The 
Doctr.  of  the  Church  Cont^erning  Trad.).  I,  Berl.  1847.— J,  IT.  Friedlid^ 
(Rom.  Cath.),  Schrift,  Tradit.  u,  kirchl.  Schriftaualeg.  nach  den 
Zeugniss.  d.  erst.  5  Jahrh.  (Script,,  Trad,  and  Eccles.  Interpret,  of 
Script,  according  t<  the  Testim.  of  the  First  Five  Cent.).  Breslan  1854.) 
— The  missicm  of  Christianity  —  to  become  the  religion  of  the  world, 
to  take  possession  of  all  nationalities  and  all  languages,  to  pervade 
them  by  one  spirit,  and  to  unite  them  under  one  Head  in  heaven, 
implied  that  the  Church  was  to  be  one  and  universal  (catholic).  An 
outward  bond  of  connection  was  to  express  the  inward  unity  of  the 
Spirit.  But  the  desire  to  form  and  consolidate  a  u sited  and  catholio 
Church  might  readily  lead  into  error  and  dangers-  Not  heresy  only, 
ind  immorality  or  apostasy,  but  every  difference  ih  )utward  form, 
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ftitutioii,  and  woi>hip,  was  regarded  as   a  separation  from  the  one 
ntholic  Church  (the  body  of  Christ),  and  from  communion  with  Christ, 
and  hence  as  implying  the  forfeiture  of  the  hope  of  salvation.  —  This 
new  became  more  prevalent  in  the  second  century,  in  proportion  as 
the  unity  of  the  Church  was  endangered  by  heresies,  by  sects,  and 
diyisions.     It  was  finally  established,  and,  as   it  were,  obtained  its 
**  magna  charta"   in  the  Church  by  the  treatise  of  Cyprian,  "de 
Unitate  Ecclesiae."     In   the   position   of  ruler   over   a  congregation, 
migned  to  the  bishop  as  Christ's  representative,  Ignatius  of  Antioch 
finds  a  guarantee  for  the  preservation  of  the  unity  and  catholicitt  of 
THE  Church.     According  to  Cyprian^  the  unity  of  the  Church  took  its 
rise  from  the  Aposfolaie,  and  is  based  on  the  Episcopate,     The  promise 
of  Christ  (Matt.  xvi.  18)  was  given  to  Peter  as  the  representative,  not 
as  the  chief,  of  the  apostles  (John  xx.  21).     Through  ordination,  the 
apostolic  office,  with  the  promise  attaching  to  it,  had  passed  from  the 
apostles  to  bishops.     By  their  monarchical  office  the  latter  represented, 
in  individual    communities,   and    by   their  co-operation    throughout 
Christendom,  the  unity  of  the  Church  (Episcopatus  unus  est,  cujus  a 
singulis  in  solidum  pars  tenetur).     As  formerly  the  apostles,  so  now 
the  bishops,  are  on  a  footing  of  perfect  equality ;  each  of  them  is  a  suc- 
cessor of  Peter,  and  an  heir  of  the  promise  given  indeed  to  Peter  first, 
but  given  to  him  Jbr  all  the  others.     He  who  renounces  the  bishop 
separates  from  the  Church,  and  :  Habere  non  potest  Deum  patrem,  qui 
ecclesiam  non  habet  matrcm.    Extra  ecclesiam  nulla  spcs  salutis.   The 
largest  view  taken  of  the  promise  in  Matt,  xvi  18  is  that  by  Origen : 
Ilffrpa  yap  jtif  i  Xpwtov  fia^f };{.     AiXixra*  ty  Xlftpw  xai  rtavtl  n«fp<^ 
Besides  the  writings  of  the  apostles,  tradition,  as  preserved  in  the  so- 
called  Apostolical  Churches,  served  as  the  rule  and  test  of  catholicity 
in  government,  worship,  and   d<>ctrine.     Indeed,  since   the   apostolic 
writings  were  as  yet  neither  generally  difi'used  nor  acknowledged,  this 
tradition  was,  previously  to  and  for  the  purpose  of  the  settlement  of  the 
Xew  Testament  canon,  even  placed  above  the  writings  of  the  apostles. 
The  common  consciousness  of  the  churches,  based  upon  Scripture  and 
tradition,    presented   the    fundamental    truths   of    Christianity   as   a 
**  Regiila  Jidei,*^  which  was  to  form  the  standard  for  the  development, 
the  acceptance  or  the  rejection,  of  any  doctrine.     Thus  the  profession 
made  at  baptism,  or  the  Symbolum,  was  gradually  enlarged  into  tho 
Symholum  apostolicum  in  its  present  form. 

4.  The  Primacy  of  Rome.  —  (Comp.  77/.  Katercamp,  U.  d.  Primat  d. 
Ap.  Petrus  und  s.  Nachfolgor  (The  Primacy  of  Peter  and  of  his  Suc- 
cess.). Mllnrt.  1820. — Rothensee,  d.  Primat  d.  Papates  in  alien  chr. 
Jahrh.  (The  Primacy  of  the  Pope  during  all  Chr.  Ages).  3  vols.  May. 
1836. — F.  P.  Kenrik,  The  Primacy  of  the  Apost.  See  vindic.  4th.  ed. 
X.York  1855.  —  Against  tJie  Primacy:  D,  Biondel,  traits  hist,  de  la 
Primaut6.  Genfevr  1641.  fol. —  CL  Salmasius,  de  prima tu  Papoe.  Lugd. 
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lGi5. —  Ellendorf{ti  Rom.  Cath.  lawyer),  der  Primat  d.  rSm.  P.  Darmsi 
1841.— J.  E,  liiddU,  The  Hist,  of  the  Papacy.  Lond.  1850,  2  vols.— TA, 
Greentcood,  Cathedra  Petri.  Lond.  1856.)  —  The  claim  of  the  See  of 
Rome  to  the  Primacy  over  the  whole  Cliurch  is  based  on  the  view  that 
the  promise  in  Matt.  xvi.  18  applied  solely  and  exclusively  to  Peter,  as 
chief  of  the  apostles  and  head  of  the  Church,  and  on  the  assumption 
that  the  Bishop  of  Rome  is  the  successor  of  this  prince  of  apostles,  and 
hen^e  the  lawful  and  sole  heir  of  all  his  prerogatives.  Although  the 
fable  about  Peter's  episcopate  at  Rome  was  originally  derived  from  tha 
heretical,  pseudo-Clementine  writings  ({27,  4)  —  a  very  suspicious 
authority  —  it  was  the  more  readily  credited,  as,  considering  the  very 
different  interpretation  put  at  that  time  on  Matt.  xvi.  18,  the  inferences 
afterwanls  to  be  made  from  it  could  scarcely  be  foreseen.  During  the 
whole  of  this  period  neither  did  the  Roman  bishop  nor  any  other  person 
think  of  setting  up  any  such  claim.  The  only  admission  made,  was 
that  Rome  was  the  chief  among  the  apostolic  communities,  that  there 
aposU)lic  tradition  had  been  preserved  in  greatest  purity,  and  that 
hence  the  bishops  of  Rome  were  entitled  to  be  specially  heard  on 
questions  which,  for  decisicm,  were  to  be  submitted  to  all  the  bishops. 
In  the  meantime,  the  bishops  of  Rome  rested  content  with,  and  sought 
to  make  the  most  of,  such  admissions.  Nor  does  even  the  much- 
vaunted  statement  of  Irenants  (3,  3)  go  further  than  this:  Ad  hano 
enim  (sc.  ecclosiam  Rom.)  a  gloriosissimis  duobus  App.  Petro  et  Paulo 
fundatam  propter  potiorem  principalitatem  necesse  est  omnem  convenire 
ecclesiam,  h.  e.  eos  qui  sunt  undique  fidcles,  in  qua  semper  ab  his,  qui 
sunt  undique,  conscrvata  est  ea  qua)  est  ab  Apostolis  traditio.  Still, 
the  opposition  of  Asia  Minor  to  the  Roman  observance  of  Easter 
(J  31,  1),  and  that  of  Cyprian  about  the  baptizing  of  heretics  ( j  32,  2), 
proves  that  even  the  tradition  of  Rome  was  not  regarded  as  absolutely 
and  unconditionally  binding.  —  (Cf.  {  46.) 

J  31.  CELEBRATION  OF  PUBLIC  WORSHIP. 

Sec  H.  Alt,  dor  chr.  Cultus.  Bd.  II.  Das  Kircheiyahr  mit  s.  Festen  o. 
die  Fastendisciplin.  Berl.  1858. 

So  early  as  the  commencement  of  the  second  century  the 
Lord's  day  was  pcncrally  observed.  Being  a  day  of  joy,  the 
attitude  in  prayer  was  that  of  standing  (and  not,  as  on  other 
days,  kneeling)  ;  and  fading  was  likewise  interdicted.  Among 
the  other  days  of  the  week,  Wednesday  and  Friday  were,  in 
remembrance  of  the  sufferings  of  Christ,  observed  in  public  wor- 
Bhip  as  days  of  vigil  {dies  stationum^  in  accordance  with  the 
idea  of  a  militia  Christiana).  Being  regarded  as  days  of  hnmi- 
Uation  and  repcrtance,  they  formed  a  kind  of  complement  and, 
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ftt  the  same  time,  of  contrast  to  the  Lord's  day.  Thus  in  the 
cycle  of  the  week,  the  idea  of  Christian  feast  days  found  a 
certain  expression,  afterward  much  more  fully  developed 
in  the  cycle  of  the  year.  Soon  afterwards  distinctively 
Christian  festivals  were  introduced  among  the  Gentile  Chris- 
tians after  the  analogy  of  the  feasts  observed  by  the  Jews  and 
the  Jewish  Christians,  although  in  the  case  of  the  latter  these 
feasts  had  been  modified  to  bear  a  Christian  aspect.  The  Fas- 
ekal  or  Easter  festival  was  regarded  in  a  more  comprehensive 
manner,  and  divided  into  a  rtdaxa  crravpoai/tov  and  avaardatfiov. 
But  so  deep  and  overpowering  were  the  effects  of  this  remem- 
brance of  Christ's  sufferings,  that  it  was  felt  insufficient  to  ob- 
serve only  one  day  (that  of  His  death).  By  and  by  it  was 
therefore  preceded  by  a  season  devoted  to  mourning,  repentance, 
and  fasting.  After  remaining  for  some  time  unsettled,  it  was 
gradually  fixed  as  of  forty  days'  duration,  and  became  the  Quad" 
ragesima  (rewopaawwri})  of  the  Christian  calendar.  The  solemni- 
ties of  Quadragesima  closed  with  those  of  the  Great  Week,  while 
the  Easter  vigil  (navvvx^^)  formed  a  transition  to  the  festival  of 
the  Resurrection.  Easter  was  followed  by  the  Feast  of  Fente- 
cosif  in  remembrance  of  the  origin  of  the  Church.  The  fifty 
days  intervening  between  these  two  festivals  (quinqitagesima) 
were  regarded  as  a  season  of  joy,  when  the  communion  was 
daily  celebrated,  fasting  was  interdicted,  and  the  attitude  in 
prayer  was  standing,  not  kneeling.  Special  solemnities  distin- 
guished the  fortieth  day,  being  that  of  the  Ascensioji.  In  the 
Ea^  the  Festival  of  Epiphany  was  introduced.  It  took  place 
on  the  6th  of  January,  in  celebration  of  the  baptism  of  Christ 
when  lie  had  manifested  Himself  as  the  Messiah.  But  at  that 
period  we  do  not  yet  find  any  trace  of  an  observance  of  Christ' 
mas  day.— (Cf.  §  56.) 

1.  Disputes  about  ike  Observance  of  Easter. — (Com p.  K,  L.  WeiizeU 
d.  Gesch.  d.  Passahfeier  d.  3  erst.  Jahrh.  [Hist,  of  Easter-observ. 
during  the  First  3  Cent.]  Pforzh.  1848.— (?.  E,  Steitz  in  tho  Studd.  u. 
Kritt.  185G,  IV.). — During  the  second  century  Easter  was  celebrated 
on  three  different  principles.  The  JudjSQ;: Christ iaiiEbiojiites  (J  27,  2) 
observed  the  Paschal  Supper  on  the  14th  of  Nisan  (^  rj  t6',  t.  e.,  =  14), 
and  considered  that  in  this  respect  an  exact  adherence  to  Old  Testa- 
ment customs  was  of  chief  importance,  especially  since  Christ,  who  had 
died  on  the  15th,  had  on  the  14th  kept  the  Paschal  Supper  with  lliu 
disciples.  The  Jewish  Christians  who  were  connected  with  the  Catholic 
Church,  and  whose  practice  was  adopted  in  Asia  Minor  generally^ 
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celebrated  Easter  at  exactly  the  same  time  as  the  Jews;  but  tLsy  p^itf 
a  Christian  intGrpretation  upon  the  ifia§t,  omitted  the  Paschal  Supper 
and  declared  that  the  remembrance  of  the  death  of  Christ  was  thf 
point  of  chief  importance.     In  their  opinion,  Christ  had  died  on  thf 
14thJ^isan ;  so  that,  in  the  strict  sense,  He  had  not  celebrated  the  rea: 
Paschal  Supper  in  the  last  year  of  Ilis  life.     Hence  they  observed  on 
the  14th  Nisan  their  rtdaxo^  otav^aifiov,  and  on  the  IGth  the  naax* 
ovaatdctfMv.    The  fast  before  Easter  closed  at  the  moment  when  Christ 
was  supposed  to  have  expired  (at  3  o'clock  in  the  afternoon),  and  was 
followed  by  an  agape  and  the  Lord's  Supper,  instead  of  the  Jewish 
Paschal  Supper. — Different  from  these  two  Judaising  observances  waa 
that  in  use  among  the  Gentile  Christians  of  the  West,  which,  both  in 
substance  and  in  form,  had  no  connection  with  the  Jewish  Paschal 
feast.     In  order  not  to  destroy  the  harmony  with  the  observance  of  tlie 
day  of  the  resurrection  on  the  Lord's  day,  it  was  resolved  to  retain  not 
only  the  annual  return  of  the  i6\  but  also  to  celebrate  it  on  the  same 
days  of  the  week.     Hence,  when  the  tj'  did  not  happen  on  Friday,  the 
ftdaxa  atavf)uKjtfAOp  was  always  celebrated  on  the  first  Friday  after  the 
ftd',  and  the  ndaxa  ai-aatdaifiov  on  the  I^trd's  day  following.     Besides, 
the  Western  churches  observed  the  anniversary  of  Christ's  death  as  a 
day  of  mourning,  and  the  fast  before  Easter  only  terminated  with  an 
agape  and  the  Lord's  Supper  on  the  day  of  the  resurrection.     For  a 
considerable  period  these  different  customs  of  observing  Easter  con- 
tinued without  calling  forth  any  controversy.     The  subject  was  first 
discussed  during  the  stay  of  Polycarpy  Bishop  of  Sinjfrva,  at  Rome 
(IGO).     AnicetuSy  Bishop  of  Rome,  supported  his  mode  of  celebrating 
Easter  by  the  tradition  of  the  Roman  Church,  while  Polycarp  appealed 
to  the  circumstance  that  he  had  sat  down  at  a  Paschal  feast  with  the 
Apostle  John  himself.     Although  an  agreement  was  not  arrived  at, 
yet  to  give  evidence  of  their  entire  ecclesiastical  fellowship,  Anicetus 
allowed  Polycarp  to  administer  the  Lord's  Supper  in  his  church.     But 
in  the  year  196  the  discussion  broke  out  afresh  between  PolyeraUs, 
Bishop  of  Ephesusy  and  Victor,  Bishop  of  Rome,     The  latter  went  so 
far  as  to  wish  for  a  cessation  of  ecclesiastical  communion  with  the 
churches  of  Asia  Minor.     But  this  step  was  generally  disapproved. 
Especially  did  Ivenimis,  in  name  of  the  Gallican  bishops,  pronounce  in 
this  respect  against  Victor.     The  general  Council  of  Nice  (325)  decided 
in  favour  of  the  Roman  observance,  which,  after  that  period,  became 
that  in  common  practice  (§  56,  3). 

J  32.  THE   ADMINISTRATION  OF  BAPTISM. 

CoMP.  /.  W,  F.  nafling,  das  Sacr.  d.  Taufe  (The  Sacr.  of  Bapt).  S 

vols.  Erlg.  1846. 

From  the  commencement  baptism  was  regarded  as  necessarj 
in  order  to  have  part  iu  the  salvation  of  Christ,  and  as  the  con* 
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iLtiod  for  being  received  into  the  fellowship  of  the  Clinrch. 
The  Fathers  uniformly  connected  baptism  and  regeneration. 
Hence,  in  theory,  the  Baptism  of  Infants  was  generally  recog- 
nized, although  it  was  not  universally  introduced.  Tertullian 
alone  decidedly  opposed  it.  All  grown-up  persons  who  wished 
for  baptism  were  called  Catechumens  (audientes),  and  as  such 
bad  to  undergo  a  preparatory  training  nnder  a  Christian  teacher. 
Some,  however,  voluntarily  and  purposely  deferred  their  baptism 
to  the  hour  of  death,  in  order  that  by  baptism,  all  the  sin^  of 
their  lives  might  be  certainly  removed.  After  having  received 
instruction  by  the  catechist,  the  catechumens  were  to  prepare 
for  baptism  by  prayer  and  fasting ;  they  had  solemnly  to  renounce 
the  devil  and  all  his  works  (abrenuntiare  diabolo  et  pompa;  et 
angelis  ejus),  and  to  make  a  confession  of  their  faith  before 
aadergoing  the  sacred  rite.  In  the  third  century,  exorcism^  or 
setting  free  from  the  power  of  the  devil,  was  added,  with  a  spe- 
cial formula  hitherto  in  use  only  in  the  case  of  those  possessed 
by  evil  spirits.  Baptism  was  performed  by  thrice  immersing^ 
daring  which  the  formula  of  baptism  was  pronounced ;  sprink- 
ling was  only  common  in  case  of  the  sick  (baptismus  clinico- 
rum) ;  the  water  of  baptism  was  set  apart  for  the  sacred  rite. 
Immersion  was  followed  by  anointing  (z9^(JH'°0f  ^  ^^^  symbol  of 
spiritual  priesthood,  and  by  laying  on  of  hands^  according  to 
Acts  viii.  26  etc.  Soon  afterwards  immersion  came  to  be 
regarded  as  the  negative  part  of  baptism  (the  putting  away  of 
lin),  and  anointing  and  imposition  of  hands  as  its  positive  coun- 
terpart (^the  communication  of  the  Spirit).  In  the  East,  presby- 
ters and  deacons  were  allowed  to  administer  both  baptism  and 
the  chrisma.  In  the  West,  it  was  thought  that  Acts  viii.  indi- 
cated that  bishops  alone  had  the  right  of  the  laying  on  of  hands 
Hence,  when  the  bishop  himself  had  not  administered  baptism^ 
the  imposition  of  hands  and  the  chrisma  were  afterwards  im- 
parted by  him,  by  way  of  confirmation  (confirmatio,  consigna- 
tio).  The  usual  seasons  of  baptism  were  Easter,  especially  the 
Sabbath  of  the  Great  Week  (baptism  into  the  death  of  Christ, 
Rom.  vi.  3),  and  Pentecost ;  in  the  East,  also  the  Feast  of  the 
Epiphany.  No  importance  was  attached  to  the  place  where 
baptism  was  administered.  Soon  sponsors  (avadozoi)  were  intro- 
duced at  the  baptism  of  children,  their  duty  being  to  make  a 
confession  of  faith  in  room  ar.d  in  name  of  the  infant.  Cf.§58,  L 
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1.  The  gradation  among  catechumen's,  according  to  which  each  clan 
h&d  special  privileges,  commenced  about  the  middle  of  the  second 
century.  Its  first  traces  are  found  in  the  writings  of  TeriuUian.  He 
distinguishes  between  novitioli  and  edocti  or  aquam  adituri.  Only  the 
latter  were  allowed  to  take  part  in  the  homiletic  portion  of  public  wor- 
ship. Origen  also  speaks  of  two  classes  of  catechumens,  and  the  ApaS' 
tolical  Count itvtioiis  of  three :  1.  AudienteSt  dspou^MK,  who  werQ  allowed 
and  bound  to  attend  the  sermon ;  2.  GenvJiecienteSj  yowxUvoyfc;,  who 
were  also  allowed  to  kneel  at,  and  take  part  in  the  first  portions  of  the 
prayers  of  the  Church ;  and,  3.  CompetenteSj  ^urtlo/iffM,  who,  having 
finished  their  period  of  instruction,  looked  forward  to  baptism.  The 
time  of  probation  was  fixed  at  between  two  and  three  years. 

2.  Controversy  about  the  Baptism  of  ITeretics.  —  From  the  close  of 
the  third  century,  it  was  a  subject  of  controversy  whether  a  baptism 
administered  by  heretics  was  valid  or  not.  The  churches  of  Asia 
Minor  and  of  Africa  answered  this  question  in  the  negative;  while 
Rome  received,  without  rebaptizing  them,  such  heretics  as  had  been 
baptizeil  in  the  name  of  Christ,  or  of  the  Holy  Trinity.  In  the  middle 
of  the  third  century,  this  subject  excited  violent  discussion.  Siepheiif 
Bishop  of  Borne,  refused  to  tolerate  any  other  practice  than  that  of 
Rome,  and  renounced  ecclesiastical  fellowship  with  the  churches  of 
Asia  Minor  (253).  The  opposite  view  was  zealously  defended  by 
Cyprian  of  Carthage,  whose  ideal  of  one  church,  in  which  alone  there 
was  salvation,  seemed  endangered  by  the  practice  of  Rome.  It  was 
also  advocated  by  Firmilian  (f  Ccesareii,  in  Cappadocia.  Three  synods 
held  at  Carthage — the  last  and  most  influential  in  the  year  256— pro- 
nounced decidedly  in  favour  of  this  view.  By  friendly  suggestions, 
Dionysius  of  Alexandria  endeavoured  to  lead  Stephen  to  more  concilia- 
tory views.  The  Valerian  per80cuti(m,  which  soon  afterwards  broke 
out,  proved  a  greater  inducement  to  harmony  and  peace  than  any 
friendly  counsels.  Thus  the  dispute  remained  unsettled.  But  gradu- 
ally the  Romish  practice  came  more  generally  into  use,  and  was  at  last 
confirmed  by  the  first  General  Council  of  Nice. 

3.  Tlie  Dogma  concerning  Baptism,  —  Barnabas  says :  ava0iuvofi$p 
*of>^o^povvrf  J  iv  f  ^  xof6iqi, — Hernias :  ascendunt  vitae  assignati ;  Justin 
regards  the  water  of  baptism  as  a  v6wp  rrji  fw^j»  ii  oib  dfoycvi^^ftci- ; 
according  to  Irena;ns  it  effects  a  iVwtrtj  ytpoj  oj^'^o^aiw  ;  TeriuUian  says : 
supervenit  spiritus  de  ccelis, — caro  spiritualiter  mundatur;  Cyprian 
speaks  of  an  unda  genitalis,  a  nativitas  socunda  in  novum  hominem ; 
Firmilian  says:  nativitas,  qua)  est  in  baptismo,  filios  Dei  generat; 
Origen  calls  baptism  ;^<»pt(j/Aari->»'  ^i^oiP  o^x^i^  ^oi  ftfiyiv, — Of  the  baptism 
^ blood  in  martyrdom,  TertuUian  says:  lavacrum  uon  acceptum  repra»» 
sentat  et  perditum  reddit.  Uermas  and  Clemens  Alex,  suppose  thai 
Dious  heathens  and  Jews  had  preaching  and  baptism  in  Hades* 
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I  33.  THE  ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE  LORD'S  SUPPER. 

CoMP.  F,  Brenner  (Rom.  Cath.),  Verricht.  u.  Ausspend.  d.  Euchar. 
fon  ChristuB  bis  auf  unsere  Zeit.  (Administr.  of  the  Euchar.  from  the 
Time  of  Chr.  to  our  Days).  Bamb.  1824.-7%.  Harnack  u,  Kliefoth,  11. 
ec.  in  J  18,  5. — R,  Rothe,  de  disciplina  arcani.  Heidelb.  1831. — J,  Tfl 
F.  Bbfiing,  d.  LehTe  d.  alt.  K.  vom  Opfcr  (The  Teach,  of  the  Old  Ch. 
ibt.  the  Sacr.).  EHg.  1851.— PA.  Marheineke,  ss.  Pp.  de  prsesentia  Chr, 
in  Coena  Dom.  sententia  triplex.  Heidelb.  1811.  4.  In  answer  to  this, 
/.  DoUinger  (Rom.  Cath.)  die  Lehre  v.  d.  Euch.  in  d.  3  ersten  Jahrh. 
(The  Doctr.  of  the  Euch.  in  the  Three  First  Cent.)  May.  1826.— i^i^ic*, 
Lebrbegr.  vom  h.  Abdm.  in  d.  erst.  Jahrh.  (Doctr.  of  the  L.  Supper  in 
the  First  Cent.),  in  the  "hist,  theol.  Zeitschr."  for  1853.  lll,^Ebrard, 
d.  Dogma  V.  h.  Abdm.  2  vols.  Frkf.  1845. — Kahnis,  d.  Lehre  v.  Abdm. 
Lpz.  1851. — L.  /.  R'uckert,  d.  Abendm.  Lpz.  1856. 

« 

At  first  the  Lord's  Sapper  was  always  connected  with  an 
ayap€(§  18,  5).  But  when  Trajan  published  a  stringent  edict 
against  Hetseria  (§  23,  2),  the  Christians  intermitted  the  agapes, 
of  which  the  prohibition  was  implied  in  the  above  edict,  and 
connected  the  observance  of  the  Lord^s  Supper  with  the  ordinary 
homiletic  public  worship  on  the  Lord's  day.  This  continued  the 
practice  even  after  the  celebration  of  the  agape  was  again 
resumed.  In  connection  with  the  arrangement  about  the  cate- 
chumens, public  worship  was  divided  into  a  missa  catechumen- 
ovum  and  a  missa  fidelium.  From  the  latter,  all  who  had  not 
been  baptized,  who  were  under  discipline,  or  were  possessed  by 
an  unclean  spirit,  were  excluded.  This  gave  rise  to  the  view, 
that  a  mystery  attached  to  the  celebration  of  the  Lord's  Supper 
{disciplina  arcani).  The  circumstance  that  originally  the  agape 
and  the  Lord's  Supper  were  celebrated  together,  led  to  the 
custom  of  making  voluntary  offerings  (oblationes)  for  the  pur- 
pose of  procuring  the  provisions  requisite  for  the  agape. — The 
bread  used  in  the  sacrament  was  the  same  as  that  in  common 
use,  hence  leavened  (xot^oj  oproj) ;  the  wine  also  was,  as  in  com- 
mon use,  mixed  with  water  (xpa^a),  which  Cyprian  regarded  as 
symbolical  of  the  union  of  Christ  with  the  Cliurcli.  In  the 
African  and  Eastern  Churches,  John  vi.  53  was  interpreted  as 
applying  to  the  communion  of  children,  who  (of  course,  after 
baptism)  were  admitted  to  this  ordinance.  As  early  as  the 
third  century  simple  forms  expanded  into  an  elaborate  sacra 
nerUal  liturgy^  which  has  remained  the  basis  of  all  later  pro- 
11 
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dactions  of  this  kind.  At  the  close  of  public  worship  ctif 
deacons  carried  the  consecrated  elements  to  the  sick  and  to  the 
prisoners  of  the  congregation.  In  some  places,  part  of  the  con- 
secrated bread  was  carried  home  and  partaken  in  the  family  at 
morning  prayers,  in  order  thus  to  set  apart  for  God  a  new  day. 
Confetision^  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term,  did  not  precede  the 
communion.  The  discipline  exercked  by  the  Church,  and  the 
liturgical  arrangements  in  use  at  the  ;ime,  were  such,  that  special 
confession  seemed  not  requisite.  —  (§  58,  i.) 

1.  At  the  time  o£  Justin  Martyr,  the  Sacramental  Liturgy  was  still 
very  simple.  The  common  prayer  which  closed  the  public  worship 
was  followed  by  k  fraternal  kiss ;  after  that  the  elements  were  brought 
to  the  bishop,  who  set  them  apart  in  a  prayer  of  thanksgiving  and 
praise  (ixxo^iatia).  The  people  responded  by  an  Amen,  and  the 
presbyters  or  deacons  carried  to  all  present  the  consecrated  elements. 
From  the  above  prayer  the  whole  service  obtained  the  name  of  the 
Eucharist,  evidently  because  it  was  held  that,  by  the  consecration 
jrayeisthe  common  became  sacramental  bread  —  the  body  and  blood, 
of  the  Lord,  TTTo  liturgy  in  the  eighth  book  of  the  Apostolic  ConstHu' 
tions,  which  may  be  regarded  as  the  type  of  public  worship  at  the  close 
of  the  third  century,  is  much  more  complete.  There  the  missa  cate- 
chumenointm  included  prayer,  praise,  reading  of  the  Bible,  and  the 
sermon  (J  34).  At  the  close  of  the  sermon,  catechumens,  penitents, 
and  those  who  were  possessed,  were  successively  dismissed.  The  missa 
Jidelium  then  commenced  with  a  general  intercessory  prayer.  After 
this  foll()wo<l  various  collects  and  responses,  then  the  fraternal  kiss,  a 
warning  against  unworthy  communicating,  the  preparation  of  the 
elements,  tlie  sign  of  the  cross,  tlie  consecration  prayer,  the  words  of 
the  institution,  tlie  elevation  of  the  consecrated  elements  —  all  being 
accompanied  by  suitable  prayers,  hymns,  doxologies,  and  re8]K)nses« 
The  bishop  or  presbyter  gave  the  bread  with  the  words,  Zw^a  XpurfoC; 
the  deacon  the  cup,  with  the  words,  Al/ia  Xpccrrov,  notr;piw  ?«^>^j.  At 
the  close,  the  congregation,  on  their  knees,  received  the  benediction  of 
the  bishop,  and  the  deacon  dismissed  them  with  the  words,  'A^coxvio^ 

2.  The  Diciph'na  Arcani. — Neither  in  Justin  Martyr  nor  in  Irenseus 
do  we  find  any  trace  of  the  view  that  the  sacramental  portions  of 
public  worship  (among  which  the  rites  of  the  Lord's  Supper  with  their 
prayers  and  hymns,  the  Lord's  Prayer,  the  a<lministration  of  baptism, 
the  sym])olum,  the  chrisma,  and  the  ordination  of  priests,  were  in- 
cluded) were  regarded  as  mysteries  (fivorxij  xorpcu^,  trUtri),  to  be 
carefully  kept  from  all  unbaptized  persons,  and  only  made  known  to 
members  of  the  Church  (ovufivaraui).  Justin,  in  his  apology,  addressed 
Bpecially  to  the  heathen,  even  described  in  detail  the  rites  observed  in 
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the  Irfjrd's  Supper.  The  view  to  which  we  referred  originated  at  the 
time  of  Tert'iUian  (170-180),  and  was  specially  due  to  the  institutiot 
of  the  catechumenate,  and  the  division  of  public  worship  to  which 
it  led,  from  the  second  part  of  which  all  unbaptized  persons  were 
excluded. 

3.  The  Dogma  of  the  Lord^s  Supper, — This  doctrine  was  not  clearly 
developed,  although  it  was  generally  realized  that  the  Lord's  Supper 
was  a  most  holy  mystery,  and  indispensable  food  of  eternal  life,  that 
the  body  and  blood  of  the  Lord  were  mystically  connected  with  the 
bread  and  wine,  and  that  thus  those  who  in  faith  partook  of  this  meat 
enjoyed  essential  communion  with  Christ.  On  this  supposition  alone 
ean  we  account  for  the  reproach  of  the  heathen,  who  spoke  of  the 
ncrament  as  feasts  of  Thyestes.  (J  23).  Ignatius  calls  the  Lord's 
Supper  a  pdpfiaxw  o^vodCoi*  and  admits  ivxa-piotiav  adpxa  dv<u  rov 
0ufi^po$;  Justin  says:  adpxa  xai  alfia  i6(Zdx^fifv  ilva*.  According  to 
Jrenaus,  it  is  not  ''communis  panis,  sed  cucharistia  ex  duabus  rebus 
Gonstans,  terrena  et  coelesti ;"  and  in  consequence  of  partaking  it,  our 
bodies  are  "jam  non  corruptibilia,  spem  resurrectionis  habentia." 
Tertnllian  and  Cyprian  also  adopt  similar  views,  while  at  the  same 
time  they  represent,  in  some  passages,  the  Lord's  Supper  rather  as  a 
symbol.  The  spiritualistic  Alexandrians,  Clement  and  Origen,  consider 
that  it  is  the  object  of  the  Lord's  Supper  that  the  soul  should  bo  fed  by 
the  Divine  Word.  —  (Cf.  {  58,  2.) 

4.  Hu  Sacrificial  Theory, — ^When  once  the  idea  of  a  priesthood 
({  30)  had  gained  a  footing,  the  cognate  notion  of  sacrifice  could  not 
for  any  time  be  kept  out.  The  Lord's  Supper  offered  several  points 
of  connection  for  this  view.  First,  the  consecrating  prayer,  which 
was  regarded  of  such  importance  as  to  give  its  name  to  the  whole 
service  (fva:afM^u»),  might  be  regarded  as  a  spiritual  sacrifice ;  next, 
names  derived  from  terms  applied  to  sacrificial  worship  were  given 
to  those  offerings  which  the  congregation  made  for  the  Lord's 
Sapper  {irpooi^pai,  oblationes.)  And  as  the  congregation  offered  its 
gifts  for  the  Lord's  Supper,  flo  the  priest  offered  them  again  in  the 
Lord's  Supper ;  and  to  this  act  also  the  terms  rcpoo^ipsivi  atfw^ipnv, 
were  applied.  Ultimately,  as  the  prayer,  so  the  Lord's  Supper  itself, 
was  designated  as  ^voCa,  sacrificium,  although  at  first  only  in  a  figura- 
tive sense.  —  (Cf.  {  58,  2.) 

§  34.  READING,  SERMON,  PRAYER  AND  SINGING. 

CoMP.  Chr,  W,  F.  Walchj  krit,  Unters.  vom  Gebrauch  d.  h.  Schr.  in 
d.  4  erst.  Jahrh.  (Crit.  Inq.  into  the  Use  of  the  Script,  during  thi 
First  Four  Cent.).  Lpz.  1779. — T.  G.  Ilegelmaier,  Gesch.  d.  Bibelverbotf 
(Ilist.  of  the  Prohibition  of  the  Bible).  Ulm.  M^Z,  — E.^opold,  d. 
Predigtamt  im  Urchristenth.  (The  oflSce  of  Preach,  in  the  First  Ages.) 

*  The  cup  a  norfipwv  tii  iviooiv  To^  aLtaroi  Xfi, 
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LUn<)b.  1846.  —  IT.  Gerhert^  de  cantu  et  musica  a  prima  ecol.  letate 
Bamb.  1774.  2  Voll.  4.— L.  BucJugger,  de  Orig.  b.  PoSseos.  Frib.  1827 
— JT.  Bvhl,  der  Eirchenges.  in  der  griech.  K.  bis  auf  Chrysost.  (Cfa 
Music  in  the  Gr.  Ch.  to  the  Time  of  Chrys.),  in  the  "hist.  theoL 
Zeitschr."  for  1848.  II. 

Following  the  arrangement  in  the  Jewish  synagogne,  the 
reading  of  the  Scriptvres  (awiyv&xyt<,  lectio),  formed  the  funda- 
mental part  on  every  occasion  of  public  worship.  The  person 
officiating  was  left  free  to  select  any  portions  of  the  Bible.  In 
general,  this  duty  was  assigned  to  special  readers,  although,  by 
way  of  distinction,  the  gospels  were  frequently  read  by  the 
deacons,  the  congregation  standing  as  a  mark  of  their  respect— r 
Besides  the  canonical  writings  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments, 
other  edifying  works,  such  as  the  productions  of  the  apostolic 
Fathers  (especially  the  Shepherd  of  Hermas  and  the  Letter  of 
Clement),  the  Acts  of  Martyrs,  and  certain  apocryphal  works, 
were  also  read  in  some  congregations.  After  reading,  the 
bishop,  or  by  his  order  the  presbyter,  the  deacon,  and  occasion- 
ally the  catechist  (Origeu),  delivered  an  expository  and  practical 
discourse  (5f«t3ita,  xdyo$,  sermo,  tractatus).  In  the  Greek  Church 
this  s])ecdily  assumed  the  form  of  an  artificial  and  rhetorical 
composition.  The  Word  of  God  having  thus  been  read  and 
explained,  the  congregation  responded  in  prayers^  which  either 
the  bishop  or  the  deacon  conducted,  at  first  ex  tempore,  but  at  a 
comparatively  early  period  according  to  a  fixed  liturgy.  At 
short  intervals  the  congregation  responded  to  each  prayer  by 
Kvpif  i\ir^f5ov.  In  the  third  century,  when  the  forms  of  public 
worship  became  more  composite,  suitable  prayers  were  introduced 
at  various  stages  of  the  service,  designed  respectively  for  cate- 
chumens, for  those  who  were  possessed,  and  for  those  under 
discipline.  These  were  followed  by  a  general  prayer  of  the 
church  for  all  classes  of  men,  for  all  states  and  requirements  in 
the  congregation,  and  lastly  by  the  prayers  which  introduced  the 
celebration  of  the  Eucharist.  Singing  of  Psalms  and  Hymns 
had  been  in  use  since  apostolic  times  (§  18,  5). — After  the 
BHCjpnd  century,  this  part  of  worship  was  enlarged  and  developed. 

1.  The  Doctrine  of  Inspiration.  —  At  first  theologians  (following 
Philo)  regarded  the  prophetic  inspiration  of  the  sacred  writers  as 
something  merely  passive,  as  an  ixaraois.  Athenagoras  compared  the 
Boul  of  the  prophet  to  a  flute,  Justin  Martyr  to  a  lyre,  touched  by  the 
Uoly  Spirit  as  by  the  plectrum.   But  the  pretensions  of  the  Montanistio 


HXABIKOy  SERMON,  PRATER    AND    PRAISE.        125 

prophets  brought  this  view  into  discredit  Some  of  the  writers  of  ths 
Alexandrian  school  held  that,  in  a  certain  sense,  the  Holy  Spirit  had 
also  influenced  the  choicest  minds  in  the  heathen  world.  This  theory 
led  to  a  lower  view  of  inspiration  generally.  Origeii,  especially,  was 
wont  to  teach  a  certain  gradation  in  the  inspiration  of  the  Bible, 
according  as  human  individuality  appeared  more  or  less  prominently 
in  the  sacred  writings. 

2.  Marcion  was  the  first  to  collect  a  New  Testament  Canon,  about 
the  year  150  (}  28,  10).  The  list  known  by  the  name  of  Muraiori^a 
Canon  dates  from  about  twenty  years  later.  It  consists  of  a  fragment 
fimnd  by  Muraiori,  containing  an  index  of  the  sacred  writings  received 
in  the  Roman  Church.  Irenfeiis^  TertuUian,  Clemens  Alexandrinus, 
Oriffen,  and  EunehiuB^  are  our  principal  authorities  for  a  still  later 
period.  From  the  time  of  Irenanu  and  the  Mtiraiari  fragment,  the 
Four  Gospels,  the  Book  of  Acts,  the  thirteen  Epistles  of  Paul,  the 
Epistle  to  the  Hebrews  (which,  however,  in  the  West  was  not  regarded 
as  of  Pauline  authorship),  the  First  Epistles  of  Peter  and  of  John, 
and  the  Book  of  Revelation,  were  universally  recognized  as  canonical. 
Hence  Eusebius  designates  them  Ifwxoyovfitva,  Opinions  differed  about 
the  Epistle  of  James,  the  Second  Epistle  of  Peter,  the  Second  and 
Third  Epistles  of  John,  and  that  of  Jude  (avrt>Xiy6fifpa).  A  third  class 
of  writings,  which  laid  no  claim  to  canonicity,  Eusebius  designates  as 
po^  (the  Epistle  of  Barnabas,  the  Shepherd  of  Hermas,  the  ''Acta 
Piftuli,"etc.).  — (Cf.  8  59,1.) 

3.  Transitions  of  the  Bible.  —  As  Hebrew  was  almost  entirely 
unknown,  even  the  learned  perused  the  Old  Testament  only  in  the 
translation  of  the  LXX.  In  the  second  century,  several  Latin  transla- 
tions circulated,  among  which  the  Itala  was  that  most  in  repute. 
Since  the  second  century,  a  Syriac  translation  also  existed.  It  was 
called  the  Peshito,  t.  c,  plana,  simplex,  as  it  gave  the  words  of  the 
original  literally  and  without  circumscription. —  (Cf.  J  59,  1.) 

4.  Hymnology, — When  Pliny  (J  23,  2)  referred  to  the  practice 
"carmen  Christo  quasi  Deo  dicere  secum  invicem,"  he  must  have 
alluded  to  special  hymns,  with  hypophonic  responses  on  the  part  of 
the  congregation.  TertuUian  and  Origen  bear  frequent  testimony  to 
the  existence  of  numerous  hymns  adapted  for  public  and  family  worship 
The  Gnostics  (Bardesanes  and  Harmonius)  seem  for  a  time  to  have  been 
more  distinguished  than  the  Catholics  in  the  composition  of  hymns, 
and  thereby  to  have  stimulated  the  latter  to  greater  zeal.  Among 
Catholic  hymn  writers,  Aihenogenes,  a  martyr,  and  Nepos^  an  Egyptian 
bishop,  are  mentioned.  A  hymn  ct(  Xi^r^pa,  by  Clemens  Alex.,  has 
been  handed  down.  Socrates  ascribes  to  L/natius^  Bishop  of  Antioch, 
the  introduction  of  antiphonies  (between  different  choirs  in  the  con* 
p^gation).    However,  the  statement  of  Theodoret,  that  about  the  yeai 
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250  Flavian  and  Diodor,  two  monkB  of  Antioch,  had  imported  this  fonu 
of  worship  from  the  national  Syrian  into  the  Graeco-Syrian  Church, 
appears  to  us  more  trustworthy.  —  (Cf.  J  59,  2.) 

2  35.  PLACES  OF  PUBLIC  WORSHIP  A\D  INTLUENCE  OF  ART 

CoMP.  G,  KinkeU  Gcsch.  d.  bild.  KUnste  (Hist,  of  Art).  L  Bonn 
1845.— CA.  i\  Ikllermann,  die  alt.  chr.  BcgrUbniPsstat.  (The  Anc. 
Chr.  Places  of  Sepult.).  Ilamb.  1800.— F.  Mitnter,  Sinubild.  u.  Kunsfe- 
vorstell.  d.  alt.  Christen.  (Emblems  and  Artist.  Ideas  of  the  Anc. 
Christ.).  Altona  1825. — F.  Piper,  Mythol.  u.  Symbol,  der  chr.  Kunst. 
(Mythol.  and  Synib.  of  Chr.  Art).  Weim.  1847. 

The  first  unequivocal  mention  of  buildinprs  specially  designed 
for  public  worship  occurs  in  the  writings  of  Tertullion  Tnt  the 
close  of  the  second  centurv).  At  the  time  of  Diocletian,  a 
splendid  church  stood  close  by  the  imperial  residence  in  the  city 
of  Nicoinedia,  and  proudly  overshadowed  it  (§  23,  6).  At  the 
comnuMicement  of  the  fourth  century,  Rome  numbered  more  than 
forty  churches.  We  are,  however,  entirely  ignorant  of  the  form 
and  orrangement  of  these  churches.  But  the  Apostolic  Con- 
stitutions already  enjoin  that  they  should  be  oblong,  and  so 
placed  as  to  point  to  the  east.  Terhdiian  and  Cyprian  men- 
tion an  altar  fur  the  preparation  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  and  a 
dvak  for  reading.  During  the  times  of  persecution  Christian 
worship  required,  of  course,  to  be  held  in  secret  —  in  caves,  in 
deserts,  in  ])laces  of  sepulture,  and  in  catacombs.  But  even  at 
other  times  the  Christians  liked  to  celebrate  worship  in  places 
wliere  believers  were  buried  (cemetcrvsC)  and  in  catacombs,  in 
order  to  manifest  that  communion  in  Christ  continued  beyond 
death  and  the  grave.  — (Cf.  §  36,  1,  4;. 

fj^f  j,fjt,  —  The  early  Christians  inherited  from  Judaism  a  dislike 
to  tho  arts.  This  feeling  was  not  a  little  increase<l  by  their  antagonism 
to  the  nrtistio  worship  of  heathenism,  by  a  spirit  of  outward  separation 
fn»ni  the  world,  whirh  was  called  forth  and  fostered  during  the 
oarlv  jM»rseiMitions,  and  by  a  one-sided  interpretation  of  the  statement 
of  Christ  conoeriiing  the  w«)rship  of  God  in  spirit  and  in  truth.  But, 
iHmsidering  the  artistie  taste  of  the  Greeks,  this  aversion  could  not  last^ 
How  St  roil  j;  the  n^action  had  beo«)nie,  even  at  the  time  of  Tertullian, 
mav  bo  gathered  from  his  violent  opposition.  The  first  distinctively 
ChriHtihu  wc^rks  o(  art  consisted  of  emblems,  used,  however,  only  in 
domestic  and  j^rivate  life,  on  the  walls  of  dwellings,  cups,  rings,  etc. ; 
next  tiio  catacomb;*  were  a«lorned ;  an<l,  lastly,  in  the  fourth  century, 
\\w  ohurchw.    The  emblems  most  in  use  were  the  monogrzm  of  the 
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name  Christy  consisting  of  an  intertwining  of  the  letters  X  and  P. 
Frequently  the  letter  P  tem  inated  in  an  anchor,  and  the  letter  X  was 
surrounded  by  the  letters  a  and  <o  (Rev.  i.  8).  A  symbol  much  in  use 
was  that  of  a  fish,  of  which  the  name,  «;t^(*  served  as  an  anagram 
('L70.  Xp.  Osov  Tm{  2ii>t'i7p),  and  which  at  the  same  time  reminded  of 
the  water  of  life  and  of  the  water  of  baptism.  Besides,  we  also  meet 
with  the  representation  of  a  shipj  of  a  dove^  of  an  anchor  (Heb.  vi.  19), 
of  A  Jiskerman  (Matt.  iv.  19),  of  a  crown  (Rev.  ii.  10),  of  a  vine  (John 
XV.),  of  s.  palm-tree  (Rev.  vii.  9),  of  a  cock  (John  xviii.  27),  of  &pkcenix 
(aa  symbol  of  the  resurrection),  of  a  hart  (Ps.  zlii.  1),  of  a  lamb  (John 
i.  29),  of  a  shepherd  who  carries  on  his  shoulder  the  lost  sheep  that  had 
been  found  (Luke  xv.),  etc.  — By  and  by  these  symbols  led  to  the  use 
of  types.  Old  Testament  histories  were  now  depicted :  from  that  it  re- 
quired only  another  step  to  delineate  New  Testament  events.  —  So  late 
as  the  year  305,  the  Synod  of  Illiberis  (Elvira)  interdicted  the  use  of 
pictures  in  churches.  —  During  this  period,  only  Gnostics  (the  Carpo- 
cratians)  and  heathens  (as  in  the  Lararium  of  Alexander  Severus, 
i  23,  4)  made  use  of  images  of  Christ.  From  Isaiah  liii.  2,  3,  the 
Catholics  inferred  that  the  outward  appearance  of  the  Saviour  had  been 
the  opposite  of  atttractive.  —  (Cf.  J  57,  4;  60,  4.) 

J  36.  LIFE,  MANNERS,  AND  DISCIPLINE. 

CoMP.  O.  Amoldy  erste  Liebe,  d.  i.  wahre  Abbild.  d.  ersten  Christen 
(First  Love,  i,  e.,  Faithful  Portrait,  of  the  First  Chr.).  Frkf.  1696.— 
(7.  Schmidt,  essai  hist,  sur  la  soci6t^  dans  le  monde  Rom.  et  sur  sa  trans- 
form, par  le  christianisme.  Strassb.  1853.  —  J,  A.  and  Aug,  Theiner, 
die  Einflihrung  der  erzwungcnen  Ehelosigkeit  bei  d.  chr.  Qeistl.  (In- 
trod.  of  the  Oblig.  to  Celibacy  among  the  Chr.  Clergy).  2  vols.  Altenb. 
1828. 

Where,  as  in  the  persecutions  of  that  period,  the  chaff  is  so 
thoroughly  separated  from  the  wheat,  the  Divine  power  of  the 
Gospel  and  the  rules  laid  down  by  strict  ecclesiastical  discipline 
would  of  necessity  produce  a  degree  of  purity,  of  moral  earnest- 
ness, and  of  self-denial,  such  as  never  before  had  been  seen  in  the 
world.  But  what  attracted  most  admiration  among  the  heathen, 
who  were  so  much  accustomed  to  mere  selfishness,  was  the 
brotherly  love  practised  (§  60,  2),  the  care  taken  of  the  poor  and 
rick,  the  ready  and  large-hearted  hospitality,  the  sanctity  of  the 
marriage  relation,  and  the  joy  with  which  martyrdom  was  borne. 
Marriages  with  Jews,  heathens,  and  heretics,  were  disapproved 
of;  commonly  also  second  marriage  after  the  death  of  a  first 
husband.  Christians  avoided  taking  part  in  public  amusements, 
dances,  and  spectacles,  as  being  *'pompa  diaboli."    According  to 
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Epb.  vi.  10  etc.,  tbey  regarded  the  Christian  life  as  a  m%liti€ 
Ghristi.  Bat  since  the  middle  of  the  second  centnrj,  as  in  out- 
ward constitution  and  worship,  so  in  the  ethical  views  concerning 
the  Christian  life,  the  depth,  liberty,  and  simplicity  of  apostolic 
times  gave  place  to  a  pBeudo-catholio  ezternalism  and  bondage. 
Ecclesiastical  teachers  still  insisted,'  indeed,  on  the  necessity  of  a 
state  of  mind  corresponding  to  the  outward  works  done.  But 
already  this  outward  conformity  was  over-estimated,  and  thus 
gradually  the  way  was  prepared  for  work-holiness  and  the  opus 
opercUum  (t.  e.,  attaching  merit  to  a  work  in  and  by  itself).  Thii 
tendency  appears  very  prominently  so  early  as  in  the  case  of 
Cyjjriafi  {de  opere  et  eleemosynis).*  With  this  the  Alexandrian 
theologians  also  combined  a  theoretical  distinction  between  a 
higher  and  lower  morality,  of  which  the  former  was  to  be  sought 
by  the  Christian  sage  (u  yiutatixoi),  while  an  ordinary  Christian 
might  rest  satisfied  with  the  latter.  This  laid  the  foundation  for 
all  the  later  aberrations  of  asceticism.  —  (Cf.  §  61.) 

1.  The  Chruiian  Life,  —  The  spirit  of  Christianity  also  pervaded 
domestic  and  civil  life.  It  manifested  itself  in  family  toorship,  in  the 
celebration  of  the  Lord's  Siipjyer  in  the  family  (J  33),  in  making  the  sign 
of  the  cross  before  undertaking  or  doing  anything,  and  in  adorning  the 
dwellings  and  furniture  with  certain  symbols  (J  35,  note).  The  rites 
of  maniage  were  consecrated  by  the  Church,  but,  as  yet,  the  validity 
of  a  union  was  not  considered  as  depending  on  this.  The  wearing  of 
garlands  and  of  veils  by  brides  was  disapproved,  as  being  heathen  8ym«> 
bols ;  but  the  custom  of  using  a  marriage  ring  was  early  in  use,  and 
was  viewed  as  a  Christian  symbol.  The  practice  of  the  heathen  to 
burn  the  dead  bodies  reminded  of  hell-fire ;  the  Christians,  therefore, 
preferred  the  Jewish  practice  of  burial,  appealing  to  1  Cor.  xv.  Chris- 
tian families  observed  the  anniversaries  of  the  death  of  their  departed 
members  with  prayer  and  oblations,  in  token  of  their  continued  com- 
munion with  them  (J  61,  3). 

2.  Ecclesiastical  Discipline, — (For  the  literature  see  {  61, 1.)  Here- 
tics, apostates,  and  pertinacious  transgressors,  were,  according  to  apos- 
tolic injunction,  excluded  from  the  communion  of  the  Church  (esDCont- 
ntunicatio),  and  only  restored  after  having  given  sufficientproof  of  their 
penitence.  From  the  great  number  of  those  who,  during  the  Decian 
persecution,  made  recantation,  it  became  necessary  to  fix  a  certain  rule 
of  procedure  in  such  cases,  which  remained  in  force  till  the  fifth 
century.  Penitents  had  to  pass  through  four  stages  of  discipline,  of 
which  each  lasted,  according  to  circumstances,  one  or  more  years.  In 
the  first  (the  ytpddxXovtjtj),  the  penitents,  arrayed  in  the  garb  of  mourn* 
Lng,  stood  by  the  church-door,  entreating  the  clergy  and  congregation 


IirSy  MANNERS,  AND    DI8CIPLINS.  129 

lo  rsceiTO  them  again ;  in  the  second  (the  a»poatffr$),  peniteiita  were 
allowed  to  be  present,  although  in  a  separate  place,  during  the  reading 
of  the  Scriptures  and  the  sermon.  In  the  third  (vttoHtatsit),  they  wore 
also  allowed  to  be  present,  and  to  kneel  at  prayer ;  while  in  the  fourth 
(viotoati)*  they  might  again  join  in  all  the  parts  of  public  worship,  with 
the  exception  of  the  communion,  which,  however,  they  might  witness, 
standing.  After  that,  they  made  a  public  confession  of  their  sins 
{«|ayuA«y^OK)>  &nd  received  absolution  and  the  fraternal  kiss  (pax, 
reoonciUatio).  This  administration  of  discipline  was  only  shortened  or 
rendered  milder  **  in  periculo  mortis.''  But  this  extreme  strictness  in 
dealing  with  penitents  also  led  to  the  opposite  extreme  of  excessive 
laxity.  CJonfeseors,  especially,  frequently  abused  their  privilege  of 
procuring  the  restoration  of  penitents  by  means  of  what  were  called 
recommendatory  letters  (libellipacis),  a  practice  which  tended  seriously 
to  injure  the  administration  of  discipline.  On  the  other  hand,  some 
went  so  far  aa  to  deny  that  the  Church  had  the  right  of  absolving  and 
restoring  those  who  had  been  guilty  of  mortal  sin  (1  John  v.  16),  such 
as  theft,  murder,  adultery,  or  apostasy.  But  these  extreme  views  did 
not  mislead  the  Church. 

3.  AMceticiJtm.  —  The  asceticism  (iyxparsJa,  coniinentia)  of  the  hea* 
then  and  of  the  Jews  (the  Pythagoreans,  tlie  Essenes,  the  Therapeutae) 
was  either  the  result  of  dualistic  views,  or  the  manifestation  of  a  false 
spiritualism.    In  opposition  to  this  tendency,  Christianity  propounded 
it  as  a  principle:  Havra  v/Awy  iatw  (i  Cor.  iii.  21;  vl.  12).     At  the 
same  time  it  also  admitted,  that  from  the  disposition,  the  requirements, 
or  circumstances  of  an  individual,  a  sober  asceticism  was  warrantable, 
and  might  even  prove  relatively  useful  (Matt.  xix.  12;  1  Cor.  vii.  5,  7). 
But  the  Gospel  neither  insisted  on  it,  nor  ascribed  to  it  any  merit. 
Views  such  as  these  prevailed  so  late  as  the  second  century  (they 
occur,  for  example,  in  Ignatius),    But  after  the  middle  of  that  century, 
a  much  greater  value  was  attached  to  asceticism.    It  was  regarded  as 
a  higher  stage  of  morality,  and  as  assuring  superior  merit. —  The 
exercise  of  the  spiritual  life  in  prayer  and  meditation  was  its  positive 
manifestation.      Negatively^    asceticism     appeared  in  frequent    and 
protracted yo^^  and  in  celibacy,  or  at  least  abstinence  from  conjugal 
intercourse  (after  1  Cor.  vii. ;   Matt.  xix.  12).     Most  of  them,  also, 
voluntarily  relinquished  their  worldly  possessions,  in  application  of 
Luke  xviii.  24.     After  the  middle  of  the  second  century  their  num- 
ber rapidly  increased,  till  they  formed  a  distinct  class  in  the  commu- 
nity.    But  as  yet    they   were   not  bound   by   irrevocable   vows   tc 
continue  this  manner  of  life. —  The  idea  that  the  call  to  asceticism 
devolved  more  especially  on  the  clergy,  resulted   from  their  desig- 
nation as  the  «A4pof  Qeoi,      So    early  as    the    second  century,    a 
second    marriage    on    the    part    of    clergymen    was    held    to    be 
nnUwfiil    (on    the    ground    of    1    Tim.     iii.    2) ;    while    in    the 
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third,  it  was  considered  their  duty,  afler  ordination,  to  abstfun  froa 
conjugal  intercourse.  The  attempt  to  make  this  obligatory  was  first 
made  in  the  year  305,  at  the  Council  of  Elvira,  but  proved  unsnccess- 
ful. — The  shameful  practice,  on  the  part  of  certain  ascetics  and  clerics, 
of  taking  to  themselves  (perhaps  in  misinterpretation  of  1  Cor.  ix.  5) 
religious  females  as  sorores  (&6ix^C),  seems  to  have  originated  in  the 
second  century.  The  idea  was,  that  being  joined  to  them  in  spiritual 
love,  they  were  unitedly  to  defy  the  temptations  of  the  flesh.  In  the 
middle  of  the  third  century  this  practice  was  widely  spread.  Cyprian 
frequently  inveighs  against  it.  The  abuse  went  so  far,  that  these  so- 
called  '*  sorores"  slept  in  the  same  bed  with  the  ascetics,  and  indulged 
in  the  most  tender  embraces.  To  prove  the  purity  of  their  relation- 
ship, they  were  wont  to  appeal  to  the  testimony  of  midwives.  So  far 
as  we  can  gather,  Paul  of  Samosata,  in  Antioch,  was  the  first  bishop 
to  encourage  this  practice  by  his  own  example.  In  the  popular  par* 
lance  of  Antioch,  this  more  than  doubtful  relationship  went  by  the  name 
of  yvvalxti  avimefdxtot  (ftubiniroducfcef  agapetSB,  extraneie).  At 
last  bishops  and  councils  passed  strict  injunctions  against  it. — ^During 
the  Decian  persecution  some  Egyptian  Christians  had  fled  into  the 
wilderness,  where  avoiding,  on  principle,  all  intercourse  with  their 
fellow-men,  they  led  a  life  of  strict  asceticism.  These  were  the  first 
Anchorites.  One  of  them,  Paul  of  Thebes,  lived  almost  ninety  years 
in  the  wilderness.  His  existence  had  been  forgotten  by  his  cotem- 
poraries,  when,  in  340,  S,  Anionius  discovered  his  remains,  from  which 
life  had  but  lately  departed.  His  body  was  found  in  the  attitude  of 
prayer.     (J  44). 

4.  The  Beginning  of  Mariyi^  Worship. — Martyrdom  was  early  lauded 
as  a  lacacrum  sanguinis  in  which  sin  was  washed  away,  an  ample  sub- 
stitute for  baptism.  The  anniversaries  of  the  death  of  martyrs,  desig- 
nated birthdays  to  a  higher  life  (yfv/>Aia,  natalitia  martyrum)  were 
observed  witli  prayers,  oblations,  and  the  Lord's  Supper  at  their  graves, 
in  token  of  continued  communion  with  them  in  the  Lord.  Hence  their 
remains  were  gathered  with  great  care,  and  solemnly  interred.  Thus 
Pohjcarp^s,  at  Smyrna  (J  23,  3),  were  collected  and  preserved  as  tifuw- 
ftpa  Xt^v  fCoXvf  cXiLf  xai  doxc^iSrf  pa  vittp  x^^^i  ^^  order  that  his  itvi* 
^Xtov  (V  dyyaXcaaci  xoi  x^'^  ^^i  ^^  ^^'  rtpofjv^'^xo'fuiw  fAtfr^fAijv  xai  tdv  ftcXXor- 
rw>  aisxrjolp  tt  xai  itovfiaaiav  might  there  be  performed. — The  relies  were 
not  yet  thought  to  possess  miraculous  virtues,  nor  do  we  find  any  trace 
of  praying  to  saints.  But  it  was  confidently  believed,  that  at  the  throne 
of  God  they  effectually  interceded  for  the  Church  militant  on  earth,  as 
they  had  been  often  asked  to  do  before  their  departure.  The  living, 
also,  felt  it  to  be  their  duty  constantly  to  pray  for  departed  saints. 
High  respect  was  likewise  paid  to  confessors  (}  23,  5)  during  their 
life,  and  they  were  allowed  to  exercise  great  influence  in  the  affairs  of 
the  church,  \s  in  the  choice  of  bishops,  the  restoration  of  the  fallen,  eta 
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'  1 37.  THE  MONTANISTIC  REFORMATION  (ab.)ut  150  a,  p.). 

CoMP.  O.  Wernsdorf^  de  Montanistis.  Gedan.  1751.  —  A,  Neander^ 
Antignosticus  (Transl.  by  J.  E.  Ryland,  Lond.  Bohn.). — K.  Heaselbergf 
fertullian's  Lehre  (The  Doct.  of  Tert.).  Dorp.  1848.— [.1.  Schtoegler,  d. 
Montan.  u.  d.  chr.  K.  d.  2  Jahrh.  —  Montan.  and  the  Ghr.  Gh.  of  the 
Second  Cent. — Tttbg.  1841. — F.  Chr.  Baur,  das  Wesen  d.  Montanism., 
in  the  TUbg.  Jahrb.  for  1841.  IV.] 

Howeyer  rigorons  the  moral  demands  which  the  Church  of  the 
«ecoDd  and  third  centnry  made  upon  its  members,  and  however 
strict  the  exercise  of  its  discipline,  parties  were  not  wanting 
who  deemed  the  common  practice  and  views  insufficient.  Among 
these  the  Montantsts  were  the  most  notable.  The  movement 
originated  in  Phrygia,  about  the  middle  of  the  second  century. 
Its  leading  characteristics  were :  a  new  order  of  ecstatic  pro- 
phets, with  somnambulistic  visions  and  new  revelations ;  a 
grossly  literal  interpretation  of  scriptural  predictions ;  a  fanati- 
cal millenarianism ;  a  self-confident  asceticism ;  and  an  exces- 
nve  rigour  in  ecclesiastical  discipline.  Thus,  without  dissenting 
from  the  doctrinal  statements  of  the  Church,  Montanism  sought 
to  reform  its  practice.  In  opposition  to  the  false  universalism 
of  the  Gnostics,  the  Montanists  insisted  that  Christianity  alone, 
and  not  heathenism,  contained  the  truth.  In  opposition  to 
Catholicism,  they  maintained  that  their  own  spiritual  church  ^vas 
really  a  step  i»^  advance  of  apostolical  Christianity.  If  Mon- 
tanism had  universally  prevailed,  Christianity  would  speedily 
have  degenerated  into  mere  enthusiasm,  and  as  such  run  its 
course.  This  the  Church  recognized  at  an  early  period,  and 
hence  protested  against  these  views  as  a  heretical  aberration. 
It  could  not  but  be  seen  that  their  much-vaunted  purity  of  doc- 
trine was  always,  more  or  less,  at  the  mercy  of  the  disordered 
imagination  of  some  Montatiist  prophet.  Still,  their  moral  ear- 
nestness and  zeal  against  worldliness,  hierarchism,  and  false 
Bpiritualism,  rendered  important  service  to  the  Church,  both  in 
the  way  of  admonition  and  of  warning. 

1.  Phrygian  Montanism. — About  the  middle  of  the  second  century, 
Montanus,  a  native  of  Ardaban,  appeared  at  Pepuza,  in  Phrygia,  as  a 
prophet  and  reformer  of  Christianity,  to  which  he  had  only  lately  be- 
come a  convert.  He  had  visions,  and  while  in  a  state  of  unconscious* 
iM^ss  and  vcstasy .  prophesied  of  the  near  advent  of  Christ,  and  inveighed 
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AgaiDst  the  (orruption  in  the  Church.  MaximiUa  and  Jhiscilla,  twr 
females,  were  infected  with  hia  enthusiasm,  became  likewise  somnam* 
bulistic,  and  prophesied.  Part  of  the  congregation  recognized  him  as 
a  divine  prophet,  and  believed  his  predictions  and  teaching  (Montanis- 
tse,  Ka^Qfftvytit  Pepuziani).  Others  regarded  him  and  these  two 
females  as  possessed,  and  would  have  called  in  the  aid  of  exorcism. 
Meantime  opposition  only  served  to  feed  the  deluaion.  Monianus  felt 
convinced  that  in  him  was  fulfilled  the  promise  of  Christ  concerning 
the  ParacletCy  who  was  to  guide  the  Church  into  all  truth.  His  adhe- 
rents declared  that  they  alone  had  received  the  Holy  Ghost.  They 
called  themselves  ttvnffimri»oi,  and  designated  the  unbelieving  Ca^.ho- 
lics  as  4v;t>«<^*  ^^^  movement  spread,  growing  in  error  as  it  pro- 
ceeded. The  principal  ecclesiastical  teachers  of  Asia  Minor  (Claudiun 
ApoUinarius,  Miltiades,  Rhodon,  etc.)  rose  against  it  as  one  man, 
and  by  word  and  writing  contended  against  Montaoism.  Several 
synods  also  solemnly  pronounced  against  it  (about  150).  They  suc- 
ceeded in  arresting  the  spread  of  this  delusion. 

2.  Montanism  in  the  West,  —  The  sentence  of  condemnation  pro- 
nounced in  Asia  Minor  was  approved  of  at  Rome,  But  the  Christians 
of  Guul,  who  had  always  kept  up  close  intercourse  with  the  Mother 
Church  in  Asia  Minor,  and  who,  under  the  pressure  of  the  Aureliau 
persecution,  cherished  at  that  time  more  lively  expectations  of  a  comin^^ 
millennium,  refused  entirely  to  condemn  the  Montanistic  movement. 
Accordingly,  they  addressed  conciliatory  letters,  both  to  Asia  Minor 
and  to  Rome.  Irenceus^  at  the  time  only  a  presbyter,  went  to  Rome, 
and  persuaded  Bishop  EleiUhertis  to  adopt  mild  and  conciliatory  mea- 
sures. But  soon  afterwards,  when  Praxeas,  a  confessor  from  Asia 
Minor  ({  40,  3),  arrived  in  Rome,  he  and  Cajus^  a  presbyter  and  a 
fanatical  enemy  of  millenarianism,  so  wrought  upon  Bishop  Victor  by  a 
description  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Montaniats,  that  he  withdrew  the 
epistles  of  peace  which  he  had  already  written.  From  that  time  the 
Roman  Church  remained  strenuously  opposed  to  Montanism.  Still, 
the  movement  met  with  considerable  sympathy  in  the  West,  eepecially 
in  Proconsular  Africa.  This  translocation,  however,  proved  otherwise 
useful,  by  removing  much  of  the  fanaticism  and  sectarianism  which 
had  originally  attached  to  the  party.  TertuUian,  a  presbyter  of  Carth- 
age (about  the  year  201),  and  the  most  eminent  teacher  in  the  West, 
:-f  his  time,  was  by  far  the  ablest  champion  of  Montanism.  He  devoted 
all  his  energy  and  talents  to  gain  adherents  to  his  principles.  But  the 
stigma  of  sectarianism  and  the  reproach  of  heresy  attached  to  them. 
Still  the  sect  of  Tertullianists  continued  in  Africa  for  a  long  time.  * 

3.  Doctrine  and  Practice, —  It  is  the  fundamental  idea  of  Montanism 
that  Divine  revelation  gradually  and  increasingly  developed.  This 
progression  had  not  reached  its  climax  in  Christ  and  His  apostles,  bal 
was  destined  to  io  so  during  the  era  of  the  Paraclete,  which  had  ooa- 

*  Of.  Lit.  2  89,  5,  on  TertuUian. 
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nenced  with  Mimtanus,  The  patriarchal  period  was  tKe  period  of 
in&noj  in  the  kingdom  of  God ;  the  period  of  the  law  and  of  prophecy, 
ander  the  Old  Covenant,  its  childhood ;  in  the  Gospel  it  entered  upon 
(he  period  of  youth  ;  while  in  the  Montanistic  edFusion  of  the  Spirit,  it 
finally  attained  the  full  maturity  of  manhood.  Its  absolute  completion 
may  be  expected  to  take  place  in  the  millennium^  which  was  regarded 
as  at  hand.  The  following  were  the  principal  reformatory  ordinances 
of  the  Paraclete :  Second  marriage  was  to  be  considered  fornication ;  — 
much  greater  importance  was  to  V*  attached  to  fasting  ;  on  the  "  dies 
stationum"  it  was  absolutely  unlawful  to  partake  of  anything,  and  two 
weeks  before  Easter  only  water  and  bread  or  dry  food  (ti7po^ayiai| 
were  allowed ;  —  those  who  had  been  excommunicated  were  to  con- 
tinue in  the  **  status  pocnitentiaB*'  during  the  remainder  of  their  lives  ; 
—  martyrdom  was  to  be  sought  after  ;  to  withdraw  in  any  way  from 
persecution  was  no  less  than  apostacy  —  virgins  were  to  appear 
only  veiled,  and,  generally,  women  to  renounce  all  luxury  and  orna- 
ments;—  worldly  dcience  and  art,  and  all  worldly  enjoyments,  even 
those  which  appeitr  to  be  innocent,  were  treated  as  a  snare  laid  by  the 
enemy,  etc. 

J  38.  ECCLESIASTICAL  SCHISMS. 

It  80  happened  that  sometimes  in  one  and  the  same  congrega- 
tion there  were  those  who  advocated  the  administration  of  lax 
and  of  rigoroas  discipline.  Each  of  these  parties,  of  course, 
wished  to  enforce  its  peculiar  views,  to  the  exclusion  of  all 
others.  From  such  controversies,  accompanied  as  they  fre- 
quently were  by  disputes  between  presbyters  and  bishops,  and 
by  doctrinal  divergences,  various  schisms  arose  which  continued 
for  a  period,  even  although  outward  circumstances  seemed  at 
the  time  to  render  ecclesiastical  union  more  than  ever  desirable. 
We  read  of  four  inch  schisms  during  the  period  under  review. 

1.  The  Schism  of  nippolgfvs  at  Borne  {about  220-235). —  (Com p.  J, 
Dollinger,  Hipp.  u.  Callistus.  Regensb.  1853.  —  Wordsu>orth,  S.  Hippol. 
and  his  Age.  Lond.  1853.— IT  E.  Taylor,  Hippol.  and  the  Chr.  Ch.  of 
the  Third  Cent  Lond.  1853.— Art.  *'  Hippol."  in  Herzog's  Encycl.,  in 
the  translat.,  publ.  by  Lindsay  and  Blakiston,  II.  570,  1860.) — After  a 
life  full  of  carious  adventures,  Callistus  (Calixtus),  a  liberated  slave, 
was  in  217  raised  to  the  see  of  Rome,  not  without  strenuous  opposition 
from  the  more  strict  party  in  the  Church.  They  charged  him  with  a 
efmnivance  at  every  kind  of  transgression,  equally  inconsistent  with 
Christian  earnestness  and  destructive  of  all  discipline.  Besides,  they 
also  accused  him  of  holding  the  j3^o(Stian  ti3refly  (?4^»  4).  The  opposi- 
aoD  wa«  headed  by  Hippolytus,  a  presbyter  whom  his  adherents  elected 
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eounier-bishop.  The  schism  lasted  till  the  time  of  Pontianui,  th« 
second  in  occupation  of  the  see  of  Kome  after  Callistus.  The  chiefs  of 
both  parties  having  been  banished  to  Sardinia,  a  reconciliation  took  place 
between  their  adherents,  who  united  to  choose  another  bishop  (235). 

2.  Th€  ScJiism  of  Fflirissimvs  at  Carthage^  about  the  year  250, 
was  in  rcalTiy  an-opposTTton  lo  Hie  episcffpa^ffSthority  of  Cyprian,  The 
(moderate)  strictness  of  that  bishop  in  dealing  with  the  lapsed  was  only 
made  a  pretext.  Several  presbyters  at  Carthage  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  appointment  of  Cyprian  as  bishop  (248),  and  sought  to  withdraw 
from  his  jurisdiction.  At  their  head  was  Novatus,  They  ordained,  of 
their  own  authc^rity,  FelicissimuHj  who  afterwards  became  the  chief  of 
the  party,  as  deacon.  When,  during  the  Decian  persecution,  Cyprian 
for  a  short  time  left  Carthage,  they  accused  him  of  dereliction  of  duty 
and  cowardice.  But  Cyprian  soon  returned,  and  his  opponents  tamed 
his  strictness  towards  the  lapsi  to  account  for  exciting  people  against 
him.  The  bishop  had  protested  against  the  readiness  with  which  some 
confessors  had,  without  fully  examining  into  the  circnmstances,  given 
libellos  pacis  to  the  lapsed,  and  deferred  the  consideration  of  such  cases 
to  a  synod,  to  be  held  after  the  persecution  had  ceased.  An  eccle- 
siastical visitation  completed  the  breach.  The  dissatisfied  presbyters 
at  once  received  the  lapsed;  renounced  the  authority*  of  Cyprian^ 
althi)Ugh,  when  the  persecution  broke  out  afresh,  that  bishop  himself 
introduced  a  milder  discipline:  and  elected  Forhtnattts  as  counteiv 
bishop.  Only  after  considerable  troul)lo  Cyprian,  by  a  combination 
of  prudence  and  firmness,  succeeded  in  arresting  the  schism. 

3.  In   the   Schism   of  Noratian,   a   Presbyter  at  Rome   (251),   the 
cause  of  dispute  was  of  an  almost  opposite  character  from  that  just 
d(*s(Tibod.     Cornelius  J  Bishop  of  Komo,  exorcised  a  mild  discipline ;  a 
practice  opposed  by  a  stricter  party,  under  the  presbyter  Novatimi. 
When  Novatus  of  Carthago  arrived  at  Rome,  he  joined  the  discontented 
party,  although  his  own  views  on  ecclesiastical  discipline  had  been  the 
very  ojjpDsitc  of  theirs,  and  incited  them  to  separation.     The  strict 
party  now  chose  Novation  as  their  bishop.     Both  parties  appealed  for 
recognition   to  the   leading  churches.     Cyprian  pronounced   against 
Kora^ian,  and   contested  the  sectarian  principles  of  his  adherents, 
according  to  which  the  Church  had  not  the  right  to  assure  forgiveness 
to  the  lapsed,  or  to  those  who,  by  gross  sin,  had  broken  their  baptismal 
vows  (though  they  admitted  the  possibility  that,  by  the  mercy  of  God, 
such  persons  might  be  pardone<i).     The  Novations  also  held  that  the 
Cliurch,  being  a  communion  of  pure  persons,  could  not  tolerate  in  its 
bosom  any  who  were  impure,  nor  readmit  a  person  who  had  been  ex- 
communicated, even  though  he  had  undcrgr)ne  ecclesiastical  discipline. 
On  this  ground  the  party  called  itself  the  Kd^apot.    Owing  to  the 
moral  earnestness  of  their  principles,  even  those  bishops  who  took  a 
different  vie^  from  theirs  were  disposed  to  regard  them  more  favcnrap 
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blj;  md  almofit  through  the  whole  Roman  empire  Notattan  com 
laonities  sprung  up,  of  which  remnanta  existed '83  late  as  the  sixtk 
eenturj. 

4  l%e  SehUm  of  MeUiius  in  Egypt. — During  the  Diocletian  persecu 
tioD,  Mefetiugf  Bishop  of  Lycopolis,  in  Thebain,  had,  without  being 
authorized,  arrogated  to  himself  the  power  of  ordcining  and  of  other- 
wise interfering  with  the  rights  of  his  metropolitan,  Pettus,  Bishop  of 
AUxandria^  who  for  a  season  had  retired  from  his  diocese.  Warnings 
and  admonitians  were  in  vain.  An  Egyptian  synod  then  excom- 
municated and  deposed  him.  This  gave  rise  to  a  schism  (30G)  which 
spread  over  Egypt.  The  general  Council  of  Nice  (325)  offered  to  all 
Meletian  bishdps  amnesty,  and  the  succession  in  their  respective  sees 
in  case  the  Catholic  counter-bishop  should  die.  Many  submitted,  but 
Meletiofl  himself,  with  some  others,  continued  schismatic,  and  joined 
the  party  of  the  Arians. 


IV.  DOCTRINAL  AND  APOLOGETIC  LABORS  OF  THE  CHURCH. 

1 39.  THEOLOGICAL  SCHOOLS  AND  THEIR  llEPRESEN- 

TATIVES. 

The  earliest  Christian  writers  had  enjoyed  intercourse  with, 
and  instractioQ  from,  the  apostles.  On  that  account  they  are 
commonly  called  Apostolic  Fathers,  In  their  case,  as  in  that  of 
the  apostles  themselves,  the  immediate  requirements  of  practical 
life  formed  the  burden  and  the  motive  of  their  writinjrs.  But 
the  literary  contest  with  heathenism,  which  immediately  suc- 
ceeded, gave  a  more  scientific  character  to  Christian  authorship. 
This  contest  gave  rise  to  a  long  series  of  apologelical  workSf 
whicli  in  great  part  date  from  the  second  century.  The 
scientific  tendency  of  Christian  theology  developed  even  more 
fully  in  the  third  century  during  the  controversy  with  Judaising 
and  paganising  heretics.  In  opposition  to  those  dangerous 
al>errations,  three  peculiar  types  of  doctrinal  views  developed 
within  the  Catholic  Church  after  the  close  of  the  second  century. 
They  are  commonly  distinguished  as  the  schools  of  Alexandria, 
of  Asia  Minor  J  and  of  North  Africa.  —  Since  the  close  of  the 
first  century,  another  branch  of  literature,  though  one  of  very 
doubtful  value,  had  also  appeared.  We  allude  to  the  ajiKfcry- 
phal  and  pseudo-epigraphic  writings,  which  arose  partly  with 
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the  view  of  spreading  certain  heresies,  partly  for  apologetiia/ 
parposes,  and  partly  to  give  sanction  to  certain  ecclesiasitical 
ordinances.  This  species  of  literature  seems  to  haye  attained  its 
highest  point  daring  the  second  and  third  centuries. — (Gf.  §  47.) 

1.  The  Apostolic  Fathers.  —  (Coup.  A,  Hilgenfefd,  die  ap.  V.  Halle 
1863.  J.  H,  B.  LUbkerl,  d.  Theologie  d.  ap.  V.  in  the  "  Luther.  Zeitschr.*' 
for  1854.  ly.  Lechievt  d.  Apo8t.  u.  nachapost.  Zeitalter.  Stuttg.  1857). 
Of  these  seven  are  mentioned : 

(1.)  Clement,  Bishop  of  Rome  (Philippians  iv.  3),  from  whom  we 
have  an  Epistle  to  the  Corinthians,  containing  admonitions  to  concord 
and  humility. 

(2.)  Barnabas,  the  well-known  companion  of  the  Apostle  Panl. 
The  letter,  prenerved  under  his  name,  betrays,  by  its  allegorical  inter- 
pretations, the  Alexandrian  ideas  of  the  author,  ard  breathes  contempt 
fur  the  Old  Testament,  and  its  ceremonial.  It  contains,  however,  some 
ingenious  views,  and  gives  evidence  of  deep  piety.  Its  authenticity  is 
more  than  doubtful. 

(3.)  Hermas  (Rom.  xvi.  14).  The  IIm^i^  (Pastor)  ascribed  to  him 
was  perhaps  written  by  a  later  Hermas,  the  brother  of  the  Roman 
Bishop  Pius,  about  the  year  150.*  The  work  derives  its  name  from  the 
circumstance  that  in  it  an  angel,  under  the  guise  of  a  shepherd, 
instructs  the  author.  It  contains  visions,  "mandata,"  and  "simili- 
tudines."  It  is  still  in  dispute  whether  the  Greek  copy  recently  brought 
from  Greece,  is  really  a  transcript  from  the  original,  or  only  a  retrans- 
lation  from  the  old  Latin  version. 

(4).  Ignatius,  Bishop  of  Antioch  (2  23,  2).  We  possess  seven 
letters  of  his,  which  on  his  journey  to  martyrdom  he  addressed  to 
various  churches  (one  of  them  to  Polycnr])).  Of  the  two  Greek  re- 
censions, the  more  lengthy  is  manifestly  a  paraphrase.  They  are 
distinguished  above  all  other  writings  of  this  time  by  energetic  oppo- 
sition to  Judaistic  and  Docetic  heresy,  by  a  most  decided  confession 
of  tlie  Divinity  of  Christ,  and  by  strenuous  assertions  of  the  authority 
of  bishops  as  the  representatives  of  Christ.  Bunsen,  Lipsins,  and 
others,  maintain  that  a  still  shorter  recension  (in  Syriac  translation), 
Df  only  throe  letters,  represents  the  genuine  works  of  Ignatius ;  while 
Baur,  Jlilf/enfeldf  and  others,  deny  the  genuineness  of  all  the  three 
recensions. 

(5.)  Polvcarp,  Bishop  of  Smyrna  (J  42,  3),  a  disciple  of  the  Apostle 
John,  has  left  a  letter  addressed  to  the  Philippians. 

(6.)  Papias,  Bishop  of  IIiera|H>lis  in  Phrygia,  likewise  a  disoipla 
of  John,  collected  the  oral  traditions  of  the  disoouraes  and  deeds  of 
the  Lord  (Xoyuav  xvpiaxC^v  f^i^yi^otf),  of  which  only  a  few  fragments  baT« 
been  handed  down.  Credulity,  misunderstanding,  and  an  anboundad 
attachment  to  millennarian  views,  seem  to  have  characterised  this 
work      On  this  account  Eusebius  called  P.  ofiiKpd^  -dv  vo^. 
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(T).  A  hUer  addressed  to  Dioonetus  by  an  unknoifvn  author,  who 
eaUs  himself  ^o^tti);  rwv  attwjtoXunf,  It  is  manifestly  erroneous  to 
tegard  Justin  Martyr  as  its  writer.  The  letter  ably  refutes  the  ob* 
jeetions  of  Piognetus  to  Christianity.  Unlike  the  other  Fathers,  th« 
•atlior  regards  the  heathen  gods  not  as  demons,  but  as  empty  phantoms. 
The  institutions  of  the  Old  Testament  he  considers  to  have  been  human, 
and  indeed  partly  inept,  arrangements.  The  best  edition  of  the  Apos- 
tolic Fathers  is  that  by  Cotelerius,  Paris  1G78,  folio ;  the  latest  edition, 
ihat  by  HefeU,  4th  edition.  Tiib.  1855. 

2.  Among  the  numerous  Apoloqetical  Writers  of  the  second  con- 
turj  (complete  collections  of  their  works,  so  far  as  extant,  oomp.  2  '^^t 
X,  were  published  by  Frud.  Maranus,  Par.  1742.  2  Voll.  fol.  and  by  C. 
T.  OUo,  Jen.  1842,  etc.)  the  first  place  must  be  assigned  to  Justin 
Marttr,  who  was  born  at  Sichem  in  Samaria,  and  died  as  martyr  in 
the  year  166.  As  a  heathen,  he  successively  sought  after  truth  in  the 
nuriooa  philosophical  systems,  among  which  he  was  most  attracted  by 
that  of  Plato.  But  it  was  only  when  an  unknown  venerable  man, 
whom  he  met  by  the  sea-shore,  directed  him  to  the  prophets  and 
apostles,  that  he  found  satisfaction.  In  the  thirtieth  year  of  his  life 
he  became  a  convert  to  Christianity,  which,  while  continuing  to  wear 
his  philosopher's  cloak  (pallium),  he  enthusiastically  defended  by 
writings  and  discussions.  But  thereby  he  also  called  forth  the  special 
hatred  of  heathen  sages.  CrtsceiiSy  a  Cynic  at  Rome,  was  his  most 
Intter  enemy,  and  left  nothing  undone  to  secure  his  destruction.  In 
this  he  succeeded.  Under  the  reign  of  Marcus  Aurelius,  and  about 
the  year  166,  Justin  was  scourged  and  beheaded  at  Rome.  (Comp. 
Semiaeh^  Justin  Martyr,  transl.  by  J.  £.  Ryland.  Edin.  T.  and  T. 
Olark.) 

3.  The  School  of  Asia  Minor,  —  This  school  may  be  traced  back  to 
the  labours  of  John,  and  was  distinguished  by  its  firm  adherence  to 
the  Bible,  its  strong  faith,  its  scientific  liberality,  its  conciliatory  tone, 
and  its  trenchant  polemics  against  heretics.  The  greater  part  of  its 
numerous  and  formerly  so  celebrated  teachers  are  known  to  us  almost 
only  by  name.  One  of  its  oldest  representatives  was  Melito,  Bishop 
of  Sardis,  who  died  about  170.  Of  his  numerous  writings,  which  bore 
on  all  the  important  ecclesiastical  questions  of  the  time,  only  a  very 
few  fragments  have  been  preserved.  Eusebius  and  Jerome  have  pre- 
served a  list  of  eighteen  different  tractates  by  that  Father.  After 
MdiiOy  InETTJ^ns,  a  disciple  of  Polycarp,  was  the  most  celebrated  teacher 
of  that  school.  He  went  into  Gaul,  where  he  became  presbyter,  and, 
after  the  martyrdom  of  Bishop  Pothinus  (J  23,  3),  was  elevated  to  the 
see  of  Lyons.  He  died  a  martyr  under  Septimius  Severus  in  the  year 
202.  The  best  editions  of  his  writings  are  those  by  K.  Massuef,  Paris 
1710;  anl  by  A,  Stiei^en,  Leipsic  1847.  —  The  learned  Hippolytus, 
preebyter,  and  aflenrards  schismatic  Bishop  at  Rome  (2  38,  1).  o6. 
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235,  was  a  disciple  of  Irenceus,  Such  was  the  authority  in  whicn 
Hippoljtus  was  held,  that,  soon  after  his  death,  his  friends  erected  a 
statue  of  him  in  Rome,  bearing  on  the  back  of  the  chair  a  list  of  his 
numerous  writings.  It  was  dug  out  on  an  island  of  the  Tiber  in  the 
year  1551.  The  best  edition  of  his  writings  is  that  by  J,  A,  Fabricitu^ 
Hamb.  1716.  2  vols.  4to.  supplemented  by  S.  Ilippolyti  Episc.  et  Mart. 
Refutat.  omn.  hseres.  Libr.  X.  qua)  supersunt.  ed.  Duncker  et  Schnei' 
dewin,  Gott.  185.6. 

4.  The  School  of  Alexandria, — The  principal  task  to  which  the  repre- 
sentatives of  this  school  set  themselves,  was  to  oppose  a  true  churchly 
Gnosis  to  the  spurious  Gnosticism  of  heretics.  In  this  attempt,  some 
of  them,  however,  were  entangled  in  dangerous  philosophical  aberra- 
tions. Still,  most  of  them  were  distinguished  by  classical  culture,  by 
logical  acumen,  by  liberality  and  originality.  The  centre  of  this  theo- 
logical tendency  was  the  Catechetical  School  of  Alexandria,  which,  from 
an  institution  for  the  instruction  of  educated  catechumens,  became  a 
theological  seminary.  The  first  celebrated  teacher  in  this  institution 
was  pANTiENUS  (o6.  202).  He  was  surpassed  by  Gleuent  of  Alexan- 
dria, his  pupil  and  successor.  Impelled  by  a  desire  for  knowledge, 
this  writer,  when  still  a  heathen,  had  travelled  about;  and  having 
acquired  considerable  learning,  arrived  at  Alexandria,  where  he  was 
attracted  by,  and  converted  under,  Pant^snus.  During  the  persecution 
under  Septimius  Severus  (202),  ho  withdrew,  according  to  Matt.  x.  23, 
by  flight  from  the  vengeance  of  the  heathen.  But  to  his  death  in  220 
he  continued  to  work  and  to  write  for  the  Church.  (Best  edition  by  J. 
Potter,  Oxon.  1715.  2  vols,  fol.)  However  great  his  fame,  it  was  sur- 
passed by  that  of  Origen,  his  pupil  and  successor,  whom  heathens  and 
Christians  equally  admired  for  his  learning,  and  who,  from  his  unwea* 
ried  diligence,  bore  the  designations  of  Adamantius  and  XaHxtrrcpof. 
He  was  distinguished  as  a  philosopher,  as  a  philnlogian,  as  a  critici 
as  an  exegetical,  dogmatic,  apologetic,  and  polemic  writer.  Posterity 
has,  with  equal  justice,  honoured  him  as  the  founder  of  scientific  the- 
ology, and  disowned  him  as  the  originator  of  many  heretical  views. 
He  was  born  at  Alexandria,  of  Christian  parents,  about  the  year  185, 
and  trained  by  his  father  Leonidasj  and  by  Pantcenus  and  Clement, 
When  still  a  mere  boy,  he  encouraged  his  father  to  undergo  martyrdom 
under  Septimius  Severus  (in  202),  provided  for  his  helpless  mother  and 
her  six  orphan  children,  and  was  appointed  by  Bishop  Demetrius 
teacher  in  the  catechetical  school  (in  203).  In  order  to  do  justice  to 
his  new  office,  he  applied  himself  with  all  diligence  to  the  study  of 
philosophy,  under  the  tuition  of  Ammonius  Saccap,  a  Neo-Platonist. 
In  private  life  he  was  exceedingly  abstemious,  and  from  his  youth  • 
strict  ascetic.  In  his  zeal  for  Christian  perfection,  and  misunderstand- 
ing the  passage  in  Matt.  xix.  12,  he  made  himself  a  eunuch,  — a  step 
which  he  afterwards  felt  to  have  h^en  wrong.    Meintime  his  fam« 
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iB.sroased  daily.    In  obedience  to  a  highly  honourable  3all,  he  lebc  jred 
for  some  time  in  the  mission  in  Arabia.    The  excellent  Empress  Julia 
Mammcea  summoned  him  to  Antioch  (218);  and  in  the  year  228  he 
undertook,  for  ecclesiastical  purposes,  a  journey  to  Palestine,  where  the 
the  bishops  of  C(Bsarea  and  Jerusalem  ordained  him  presbyter,  though 
in  opposition  to  the  canons  of  the  Church.     His  own  bishop,  Demetrius, 
who  had  at  any  rate  been  jealous  of  the  fame  of  Origen,  resented  this 
invasion  of  his  rights,  recalled  him,  and  in  two  synods  held  at  Alexan- 
dria (in  231  and  in  232),  caused  him  to  be  deposed  and  excommunicated 
for  heresy,  self-mutilation,  and  contempt  of  ecclesiastical  canons.   Origen 
now  betook  himself  to  Caesar ea,  where,  honoured  and  assisted  by  the 
Emperor  Philip  the  Arabian,  he  opened  a  theological  school.    Here 
his  literary  activity  attained  its  climax.     During  the  Decian  persecu- 
tion he  was  imprisoned,  and  finally  died  at  Tyre,  in  254,  in  consequence 
of  the  fearful  tortures  which  he  had  borne  with  calmness. — (Comp.  E,  R, 
Bedtpenning,  Origenes.    Bonn  1841.   2  vols.     O,  Thomasius,  Origenes, 
Noremb.  1837.  (Best  editions  of  his  works  by  C.  de  la  Rue,  Paris  1733. 
4  vols,  fol.,  and  by  Lommaiszch,  Berlin  1831,  26  vols.)  —  Among  the 
successors  of  Origen  at  Alexandria,  Dionysius  Alexandrinus  (since 
233)  was  the  most  celebrated.    In  the  year  248  he  was  elevated  to  the 
see  of  that  city,  and  died  in  265.    He  was  not  equal  to  Origen  in  point 
of  speculation.     But  indeed  his  Charisma  was  rather  the  «v3<pvi7ot$. 
Even  his  cotemporaries  called  him  the  Great,    During  the  Decian  per- 
secution he  displayed  equal  prudence,  calmness,  courage,  and  constancy. 
Amid  the  ecclesiastical  disputes  of  his  time,  he  had  ample  opportunity 
of  manifesting  the  generosity  and  mildness  of  his  character,  his  faithful 
adherence  to  the  Church,  and  his  zeal  for  the  purity  of  its  teaching. 
Everywhere  the  influence  of  his  self-denial  and  amiability  was  felt. — 
GasGORY  Thaumaturgus  had  attended  on  the  teaching  of  Origen  at 
Csesarea.     Converted,  as  a  youth,  under  Origen,  from  paganism  to  the 
Gospel,  he  clung  with  the  deepest  affection  to  his  venerated  teacher. 
He  afterwards  became  bishop  of  his  native  city,  Neo-Caesarea,  and  on 
his  death-bed  enjoyed  the  consolation  of  leaving  to  his  successor  no 
more  unbelievers  in  the  city  (17)  than  his  predecessor  had  loft  be- 
lievers.    He  was  designated  a  second  Moses,  and  it  was  thought  that 
he  possessed  the  power  of  working  miracles. — (Cf.  §  47,  3,  4.) 

5.  The  School  of  North  Africa  was  distinguished  by  its  realism  and 
its  practical  tendency,  thus  representing  the  opposite  extreme  to  the 
idealism  and  the  speculations  of  the  Alexandrians.  It^  peculiarity  was 
that  of  the  Western  mind  generally,  and  chiefly  manifested  itf?elf  in 
the  controversy  with  Gnosticism.  Its  representatives,  althoujijh  them- 
selves classically  educated,  rejected  classical  science  and  philosophy, 
as  apt  to  lead  astray.  They  laid  great  stress  on  purity  of  apostolical 
tradition,  and  insisted  on  sanctification  of  the  life  and  strict  asceticism. 
Its  first  and  greatest  teacher  was  Tertullian,  the  son  of  a  heathen 
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centurion  at  Oarthag3.  While  a  pagan,  he  distinguished  '.imself  at 
an  advocate  and  rhetorician.  He  was  converted  late  in  life ,  and.  after 
a  considerable  stay  at  Rome,  was  ordained  a  presbyter  at  Carthage 
(ob.  220).  Naturally  he  was  impetuous  and  energetic;  in  his  writings, 
as  in  his  life,  he  appears  a  strong  man,  full  of  glowing  enthusiasm  for 
the  foolishness  of  the  Gk>epel,  and  equally  strict  towards  himself  and 
others.  lie  originated  the  Latin  ecclesiastical  language ;  his  *'  Punic 
style"  is  terse,  rich  in  imagery  and  rhetorical  figures ;  his  thoughts 
are  acute  and  deep.  Although  himself  trained  in  heathen  lore,  he  was 
fanatically  opposed  to  it,  and  equally  so  to  Gnosticism.  His  seal  in 
favour  of  strict  asceticism,  and  against  every  kind  of  worldliness,  led 
him  to  become  a  Montanist  in  201.  There  his  peculiar  mode  of  think- 
ing and  feeling,  the  energy  of  his  will,  the  ardour  of  his  affections,  his 
powerful  imagination,  his  tendency  towards  the  strictest  asceticism, 
and  his  predilection  for  realism,  found  full  scope  for  development.  If, 
withal,  he  kept  free  from  many  aberrations  of  Montanism,  this  must  be 
ascribed  to  his  clear  understanding  and,  however  much  he  may  have 
despised  it,  to  his  thorough  scientific  training.  (Best  edition  of  his 
works  by  jFV.  Oehler,  Leipsic  1854.)  Coup.  }  37. — Thascius  CiBCiLius 
Ctprianus  was  first  a  heathen  rhetorician,  afterwards  Bishop  of  Carth- 
age, and  died  a  martyr  under  Valerian  in  258.  Although  trained  by 
the  writings  of  Tertullian  ( '*  da  magistrum  I"  ),  he  kept  clear  of  his 
extravagances.  He  was  equally  distinguished  by  warm  and  firm  adhe- 
rence to  the  idea  of  one,  holy,  visible  Church,  and  by  seal,  faithful- 
ness, vigour,  and  prudence  in  the  cure  of  souls  and  the  administration 
of  his  congregation.  His  life  and  writings  give  ample  evidence  of 
these  qualities.  (Comp.  Rettberg,  Cypr.  nach  sein.  Leben  und  Wir- 
ken. — Cypr.,  his  Life  and  Works — Gi$tt.  1831. — (?.  A,  Poole,  Life  and 
Times  of  Cyprian,  Oxf.  1840.) — L.  CoeL  Lactantius  Firmianut  {ob, 
330),  by  birth  a  heathen,  afterwards  teacher  of  elocution  at  Nicome- 
dia,  and  then  tutor  to  CrispuSy  the  imperial  prince,  who  was  executed 
in  326  by  command  of  his  father  (Constantine  the  Great).  His  apolo- 
getic writings  show  that  he  was  modest,  amiable,  and  learned.  They 
abound  with  evidences  of  his  culture,  affoctionateness,  and  clearness. 
Fram  the  purity  of  his  Latin  style  and  the  elegance  of  his  diction,  in 
which  ho  far  BurpasBcd  all  other  Fathers,  he  was  called  the  Christian 
Cicero.  But  his  writings  are  destitute  of  depth  and  acumen,  and  on 
theological  questions  he  frequently  commits  blunders  and  oversights.— 
To  this  school  belong  also  Miniin'us  Felix,  Commodianus,  and  Amobiu9, 
all  of  them  apologetic  writers. — (Cf.  {  47,  5.) 

6.  During  this  period  the  School  of  Anfioch  (J  47,  1),  of  which  the 
presbyters  Dorothfiis  and  Lttcian  were  the  founders,  first  appeared. 
The  latter  died  a  martyr  in  311.  Through  his  influence,  that  school 
from  the  first  gave  its  main  attention  to  the  critical,  grammatical,  and 
historical  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures. — There  is  said  tc  hare  beati 
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I  Chridtian  schocl  at  EdessOf  as  early  as  the  second  century,  when 
Macaritis  expounded  the  Scriptures  in  the  third  century. 

7.  The  greater  part  of  the  very  numerous  Apocryphal  and  Pseudo- 
iPiaKATHic  Works  were  composed  to  promote  the  spread  of  heretical, 
chiefly  of  Ebionistic  and  Gnostic  views.  Many  of  them,  however,  must 
also  be  traced  to  Catholic  authors.  Their  chief  purpose  seems  to  have 
been,  through  a  kind  of  pious  fraud,  to  exalt  Christianity  by  **  vatici- 
nia  poet  eventum,"  or  to  fill  up  any  gaps  in  its  history  by  myths  Lud 
fables  already  existent,  or  specially  devised  for  that  end.  The  subjects 
chosen  were  either  connected  with  the  Old  or  with  the  Now  Testament. 
Among  the  latter  we  reckon  Apocryphal  Gospels,  Acts  of  Apostles, 
Apostolic  Letters  and  Revelations.  In  these  gospels  reference  is  not 
made  to  the  teaching  of  Christ,  probably  because  it  was  thought  that 
the  canonical  gospels  had  given  sufficient  details  on  that  subject.  On 
the  other  hand,  they  dwell  largely  on  the  history  of  the  childhood  of 
the  Lord,  and  furnish  fabulous,  though  pretendedly  documentary  sup- 
plements to  the  accounts  of  Christ's  sufferings.  Besides,  a  number  of 
spurious  ancient  heathen  and  Jewish  oracles  were  circulated  and  fre- 
quently quoted  for  apologetic  purposes  ({  41,  1). 

-J  40.  DEVELOPMENT  OF  DOCTRINE  AND  DOGMATIC 

CONTROVERSIES. 

CoMP.  F,  Chr.  BanVf  d,  chr.  Lehre  v.  d.  Dreicinigkeit  (The  Chr, 
Doctr.  of  the  Trinity).  I.  TUbg.  1841.—  (7.  A.  Meier,  d.  Lehre  v.  d. 
TrinitHt.  I.  Hamb.  1844. — J,  A,  Dorner,  d.  Lehre  v.  d.  Person  Christi. 
2d  Ed.  I.  Stuttg.  1845.— AT.  A.  Kahnis,  d.  Lehre  v.  h.  Geiste  (The  Doctr. 
concern,  the  H.  Sp.).  I.  Halle  1847. — Lober/.  Ixtni/e,  Gcsch.  u.  Lohrb. 
d.  Antitrin.  vor  d.  niczen.  Synode.  Leipz.  1851.  —  (//.  Corrodi)  krit. 
Gesch.  d.  Chiliasm.  (Crit.  Hist,  of  Millenar.)  4  vols.  Zur.  1794.  Art 
'*  Chiliasmus,"  in  Herzog's  Encycl.  I.  p.  657  etc.  Philad. 

In  its  friendly  or  hostile  contact  with  heathen  culture,  Chris- 
tianity had  to  appear  in  a  scientific  form,  in  order  thus  also  to 
prove  Its  claim  to  recognition  as  a  universal  religion.  It  must 
therefore  soon  have  been  felt  necessary  to  develop  the  doctrines 
of  the  Gospel  Daring  the  three  first  centuries,  however,  the 
dogmas  of  the  Catholic  Church  were  not  yet  fully  formed  and 
established.  Before  this  could  be  accomplished,  Christian  truth 
had  freely  to  develop  in  individuals  ;  —  besides,  as  yet,  no  gene- 
rally recognized  medium  for  the  decision  of  these  qnostions,  such 
as  the  later  universal  councils,  existed  ;  —  the  persecutions  left 
nc  time  or  quietness  for  such  purposes  ;  —  and  all  the  energies 
of  the   Church   were   engaged   in   defending    Christian   truth 
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ap:aiiist  the  inroads  of  heathen  and  Jewish  elements,  which  1« 
Ebioiiism  and  Gnosticism  presented  so  threatening  a  front. 
Bat,  on  the  other  hand,  the  internal  collisions  and  discassions 
which  took  place  at  that  period  prepared  the  Church  for  anfold- 
ing  and  ultimately  establishing  Christian  doctrine.  Among 
these  we  reckon  the  contest  between  the  Catholics  and  the  Mon- 
ta.nists  (§  37). — The  discussions  about  Easter  and  about  baptism 
(§  31,  2 ;  32,  2)  had  also  a  dogmatic  bearing,  while  the  various 
schisms  (especially  that  of  Novatian,  §  38)  tended  to  fix  the 
dogma  concerning  the  Church.  Nor  must  we  leave  out  of  con- 
sideration the  Millenarian  dwcussions.  But  of  greatest  im- 
portance by  far  was  the  Trinitarian  controversy,  which  took 
place  in  the  third  century. 

1.  Tfie  Trinitarian  Qxtesiions. — These  bore  on  the  relation  between 
the  Divine  fiova^xs^  (the  unity  of  God)  and  the  oixomfua  (the  nature 
and  the  relations  of  the  Trinity).  Peculiar  emphasis  was  laid  on  the 
relation  subsisting  between  the  Son  (or  Xoyof)  and  the  Father.  The 
Church  firmly  maintained  the  independent  personal  subsistence  of  the 
Son  (Htpostasianism)  ;  but  various  errors  and  difficulties  arose  when 
it  was  attempted  to  bring  this  view  into  harmony  with  the  monotheism 
of  Christianity.  Adopting  the  distinction  made  by  Philo  between  the 
lcoy<K  ivbui^etoi  and  the  t,.  rtpoipopixoi  (J  11,  1),  it  was  at  first  thought 
that  the  hypostasation  was  somehow  connected  with  or  depended  on 
the  creation  of  the  world,  and  had  taken  place  for  that  purpose, — ^in 
short,  that  it  was  not  necessary  and  eternal,  but  a  free  act  in  time  on 
the  part  of  God.  The  real  essence  of  the  Deity  was  rather  ascribed  to 
the  Father,  and  all  the  attributes  of  divinity  were  not  assigned  to  the 
Son  in  the  same  manner  as  to  the  Father.  The  statement  of  Christ 
(John  xiv.  28) :  "  The  Father  is  greater  than  I,"  was  also  applied  to 
Christ's  state  of  existence  before  His  incarnation.  The  views  enter- 
tained about  the  Holy  Ghost  were  even  more  vague.  His  personality 
and  independent  existence  were  not  subjects  of  settled  or  deep  convic- 
tion ;  it  was  more  common  to  subordinate  Him,  and  also  to  ascribe  to 
Christ  Himself  the  functions  peculiar  to  the  third  person  of  the  Trinity 
(inspiration  and  sanctification).  But  this  process  of  stihordination  ap- 
peared to  some  of  the  Fathers  to  endanger  not  only  the  fundamental 
doctrine  of  the  unity  of  God,  but  also  that  of  the  divinity  of  Christ. 
Hence  they  preferred  passing  over  the  personal  distinction  between 
the  Logos,  the  Spirit,  and  the  Father.  One  of  two  ways  might  here  be 
chosen.  Following  the  example  of  the  Ebionites^  Christ  might  be 
regarded  as  a  mere  man,  who,  like  the  prophets,  had  been  furnished 
with  Divine  wisdom  and  power,  only  in  infinitely  higher  measure 
(dynamistic  Mo^fARCHiANisM).  Or  else,  yielding  more  fully  to  the  felt 
want  of  Chi  istians,  it  might  be  conceived  tliat  the  whole  fulness  of  th« 
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Deity  dwelt  in  Christ;  thus  identifying  the  Logos  with  the  Father, 
t. «.,  regarding  the  former  a^  only  a  peculiar  mode  in  which  the  lattei 
operated  (modaiisiic  Monarchian  ism ) .  Either  of  these  forms  of  Monarch^ 
ianism  was  regarded  as  heretical,  and  the  hypostasian  view  as  alone 
orthodox.  Stiil  the  laifer  also  contained  an  element  of  error  (that  of 
subordination),  while  the  former  (at  least  in  its  more  elevated,  modal- 
istic  form)  embodied  a  truth  which  as  yet  was  left  out  of  the  orthodox 
view  (the  acknowledgment  of  the  equality  of  being,  or  of  the  ofioovoCa 
of  the  Son  with  the  Father).  These  two  opposing  views  were  recon- 
ciled and  united  by  the  doctrine  of  Tiomousian  Hypostaaianvtm  pra 
pounded  in  the  third  century,  but  which  found  general  acknowledg- 
ment only  in  the  fourth  century. 

2.  The  Dynamiatic  JMonarchians. — Among  them  we  reckon,  1.  The 
Alogiane  in  Asia  Minor  (about  170).  They  violently  opposed  the  mil- 
lenarianism  and  prophetism  of  the  Montanists,  and  rejected  not  only 
the  Book  of  Revelation,  but  also  the  Gospel  of  John.  Epiphanius  gave 
them  their  equivocal  name,  Alogians,  not  without  meaning,  because 
they  rejected  both  the  doctrine  and  the  Qospel  of  the  Logos. 
(hXofY^sss  unreasonable).  2.  The  same  writer  speaks  of  the  Theo- 
X>0TIAN  8BCT  as  an  airdoTTaafia  t^q  aXdyov  alpiaeac.  Their  founder, 
Theodoius  6  OKvreiCf  from  Byzance,  taught  \lftXbv  iv^ponrov  elvai 
T^  Xpurrbv,  —  Spiritu  quidem  sancto  natum  ex  virgine,  sed  homi- 
nem  nudum  nulla  alia  prae  cseteris  nisi  sola  justitias  autoritate. 
Towards  the  close  of  the  second  century  he  arrived  at  Rome,  where  he 
gained  some  adherents,  but  was  excommunicated  by  Bishop  Victor. 
Another  Theodoius  (6  rpaTre^lnjc)  conceived  that  the  power  of  God  in 
Christ  was  less  than  that  in  Melchisedec,  since  the  latter  was  media- 
tor between  God  and  angels.  On  this  ground  his  adherents  were  called 
Mdchisedechiies.  3.  Of  greater  influence  than  either  of  these  heretics, 
was  Artemox,  who  busied  himself  with  Aristotle  rather  than  with  the 
Bible,  and  maintained  that  his  doctrine  had  been  regarded  at  Rome  as 
orthodox  up  to  the  time  of  Bishop  Zephyrinus  (the  successor  of  Victor), 
who  excommunicated  him  and  his  adherents. 

3.  Praxeas  and  Tertullian, — Patripassianism,  which  represents  the 
Father  as  Himself  becoming  incarnate  and  suffering  in  Christ,  may  be 
regarded  as  the  preparation  for,  and  the  first  rough  form  of  Modalism. 
These  views  were  first  prominently  brought  forward  by  Praxeas,  a 
confessor  from  Asia  Minor  (§  37, 2).  lie  propounded  them  without  let 
ir  Rome,  about  the  year  190 ;  but  was  even  then  vigorously  opposed 
by  Tertulliax.  On  his  return  to  Africa  that  Father  wrote,  in  defence 
of  Montanism  and  Hypostasian  ism,  a  treatise  against  him,  in  which  he 
ihowed  the  weak  parts,  the  contradictions,  and  the  dangerous  tendency 
of  the  theory  of  Praxeas.  Although  Tertullian  himself  is  not  quite 
free  from  the  errors  of  Subordinatianism,  his  views  are  more  satisfao- 
tcry,  since  he  spoaks  of  a  threefold  progress  in  the  hypostasatic  n  of  tht 
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Son  (filiatio).  The  first  stage  consisted  of  the  eternal  indwelling  (ub- 
manence,  immanent  subsistence)  of  the  Son  in  the  Father ;  the  second 
stage  took  place  when  the  Son  came  forth  by  the  side  of  the  Father,  for 
the  purpose  of  creating  the  world  ;  and  the  third  when,  by  His  inoar* 
nation,  the  Son  manifested  Himself  in  ihe  world. 

4.  Noeius^  CallistuSt  and  Hippolyttis. — The  views  ofNoitus  of  Smyrna 
were  not  quite  free  from  Patripassian  error.  He  taught  that  the  Son 
was  the  son  of  himself,  and  not  of  another.  This  doctrine  was  brought 
to  Rome  about  215  by  Epigomis^  his  disciple,  where  it  met  with  con- 
siderable support,  being  chiefly  advocate^  by  CUomenes.  In  opposition 
to  these  views,  Hippolytus  (J  39,  3)  maintained  the  doctrine  of  subor- 
dinatian  Hypostasianism,  which  up  to  that  time  was  regarded  as 
orthodox  (from  all  eternity  Christ  was  perfect  Logos,  but  only  as  the 
Kayof  iv^id^ftoit  being  undistinguished  from  the  Father ;  by  His  incar- 
nation lie  had  become  perfectly  the  Son).  Calliitbis,  Bishop  of  Rom9( 
conceived  that  both  views  contained  some  elements  of  truth  and  others 
of  error.  Although  by  no  means  clear  in  his  statements,  or  wholly 
free  from  error,  he  was  the  first  to  propound  what,  in  its  iHiller  develop- 
ment, is  known  as  homousian  Hypostasianism.  Hippolytu9  reproached 
the  bishop  with  being  a  NoStian,  and  he  retorted  by  charging  the 
presbyter  with  Ditheism.  Sabellius,  who  at  the  time  lived  in  Rome, 
was  at  first  undecided,  but  ultimately  pronounced  in  favour  of  Modalism, 
and  was  excommunicated  by  Calliatus,  Hippoh/tus  and  his  adherents 
renounced  the  authority  of  Callistus,  and  formed  a  community  of  their 
own  (i  38,  1). 

5.  BeryUus  and  Origen,  —  Beryllus  of  Bostra,  in  Arabia,  was  also  a 
Patripassian.  Ilis  system  formed  a  link  of  connection  between  Patri- 
passianism  and  Sabellian  Modalism.  He  denied  the  ihia,  ^tot^i  of  the 
divinity  of  Christ,  and  designated  it  as  iccM'pixi)  ^^oriys,  but  at  the  same 
time  regarded  it  as  a  new  form  of  manifestation  (it^to^natov)  on  the  part 
of  God.  In  the  year  244  an  Arabian  synod,  to  which  Orioen  also  was 
invited,  was  convened  to  discuss  his  views.  Beryllus^  convinced  of  his 
error,  made  full  recantation.  All  former  teachers  had  held  that  the 
hypostasation  of  the  Logos  had  taken  place  in  time,  for  the  purposes 
of  creating  the  world  and  of  the  Incarnation.  Origen  was  the  first  to 
propound  the  truth  that  the  Son  is  begotten  by  the  Father  from  all 
eternity,  and  hence  from  all  eternity  a  hypostasis.  Again,  the  Son  is 
not  begotten  because  this  is  necessary  in  order  that  the  Son  might 
become  the  Creator,  but  because  it  is  necessary  in  and  by  itself,  as 
light  cannot  be  without  radiance.  lie  also  propounded  the  dogma  that 
the  generation  of  the  Son  was  going  on  for  ever.  He  hchl  that,  as  th6 
life  of  God  is  not  bound  to  time,  the  becoming  objective  of  this  life  in 
the  Son  must  likewise  lie  beyond  the  limitations  of  time ;  it  is  not  an 
act  of  God  once  done,  but  a  continuous  manifestation  of  His  life  (iU» 
ycn^  b  nafijp  thv  Ttov).     True,  even  Origen  is  not  quite  free  from  the 
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errors  of  Subordinatianism,  but  in  his  case  thej  are  confined  within 
Uie  narrowest  limits.  He  rejects  indeed  the  expression,  that  the  Son 
was  in  r^s  oujiOf  •eav  ttatpof,  but  only  in  opposition  to  the  Gnostio 
theories  of  emanation.  Similarly,  he  speaks  of  a  ifcpori^f  tfji  oialoi, 
bot  only  in  opposition  to  the  dfunvjcof,  taken  in  the  sense  of  the  Patri- 
passians.  He  held  that  the  Son  was  begotten  i»  tov  >f>^^tafo(  ^fov,  but 
only  becaose  he  regarded  Him  as  the  Divine  will  become  objectire; 
he  calls  Him  a  xtinfta,  but  only  in  so  far  as  He  is  ^orctM/ov/uvo^,  and  not 
aM^$f ;  but  the  Son  is  ou^otjo^,  avroaXi;>cia,  ^svttpoi  >(0(.  He  held  a 
subordination,  not  of  essence,  but  of  being  or  of  origin. 

\  6.  Sabdlius  and  the  tvDO  Dionynii.'— SaheUiuSy  from  Ptolemais,  in 
Egypt,  had  during  his  stay  at  Kome  devised  a  peculiar,  speculative, 
and  monarchian  system,  which  met  with  considerable  support  from  the 
bishops  of  his  country.  It  was  favourably  distinguished  from  other 
systems  of  the  kind,  in  that  it  assigned  a  distinct  and  necessary  place 
to  the  Holy  GhoH.  According  to  him,  God  is  a  simple  unity  (|iora(), 
who,  as  ^f««  0iM/(i^,  rested  in  Himself,  and  when  about  to  create  the 
world  came  forth  out  of  Himself  as  ^c6(  xaXwy  or  K/6yo(.  During  the 
course  of  the  development  of  the  world,  the  Monas  (or  the  Logos)  pre- 
sented Himself,  for  the  purpose  of  salvation,  successively  under  three 
different  forms  of  existence  (iwfiwta,  n^^unia),  of  which  each  contained 
the  entire  Monas.  They  arc  not  vnoataafi^,  but  ytpo^tdica  (masks),  as  it 
were  parts  which  God,  when  manifesting  Himself  in  the  world,  suc- 
cessively undertook.  Having  finished  His  peculiar  part  by  the  giving 
of  the  law,  the  "Prosopon"  of  the  Father  returned  again  into  His 
absolute  state.  Next  He  appears  in  the  incarnation  as  the  /Srm,  when, 
at  His  ascension.  He  again  returns  into  the  Monas  ;  and  lastly  mani- 
fests Himself  as  the  Holy  Ghost,  that  when  the  Church  shall  have  been 
wholly  sanctified.  He  may  again,  and  for  all  eternity,  become  a  monas, 
without  distinction  in  itself.  Sabellius  designated  this  process  as  an 
expansion  (lirrowij)  and  contraction  (avstoXri,  ftxatvctfio^).  To  make 
his  ideas  more  intelligible,  he  illustrated  the  above  process  by  a  simile 
of  the  sun,  01^0$  fitv  h  uCa  vrtoatdaft,  fpftj  3i  tx^^''^^  "^ol^  hspytCoi^  viz.,  to 
tiji  iTfpt^f pri<H  (fjt^fJ^t  f 6  ^(orifftcxov  xai  to  ^x^ov.  —  At  the  Synod  of 
Alexandria,  in  261,  Dioxysius  the  Great  (J  39,  4)  contended  against 
the  Sabellianism  of  the  Egyptian  bishops,  but  in  his  zeal  made  use  of 
terms  which  implied  subordinatian  errors  of  the  grossest  kind  (t#W 
xwr*  oteMU'  o^ov  glvai  tov  ITaf p6;  ZtjTtip  iativ  o  yfwpyo^  ffpoj  fijv  afitttTMr 
Mai  6  vQVftr^i  »tp6^  r6  exa^, —  uj  ftoCtjfia  mv  ovx  i^  rtpiv  yfvvrjtat).  When 
DioNTSics,  Bishop  op  Home,  obtained  tidings  of  this,  he  rejected,  in  a 
Synod  at  Rome  in  262,  the  expressions  used  by  his  colleague  at  Alex- 
andria, and  published  a  tractate  ('Amrporti)),  in  which,  with  equal 
acnteness,  clearness,  and  depth,  he  defended  against  Sabellius  the 
doctrine  of  the  hypostastic  existence,  and  against  the  Alexandrians  the 

and  the  eternal  generation  of  the  Son.    Dionvsius  of  Alex- 
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andria  retracted,  w.th  praiseworthy  modesty,  the  ill-chosen  illnstn^ 
tions  he  had  employed,  and  declared  himself  substantially  at  one  with 
the  views  of  the  Bishop  at  Rome. 

-  7.  Paul  of  SamoscUa. — For  half  a  century  dynamistic  Monarohianism 
had  not  been  represented  by  any  man  of  note,  when,  about  the  year  260, 
it  was  again  propounded  in  a  (comparatively)  more  profound  manner 
by  Paul  of  Samosata,  an  arrogant,  vain,  luxurious,  and  withal  covetous 
and  immoral  prelate.  While,  with  the  former  advocates  of  this  theory, 
he  maintained  that  the  Godhead,  in  the  strictest  sense  of  the  term,  con- 
sisted only  of  one  person,  he  at  the  same  time  admitted  in  the  Deity  a 
relationship  between  the  x^yo(  ivhui^ttoi  and  frpo^p««6(.  Again,  while 
in  the  opinion  of  his  predecessors  the  humanity  of  Christ  chiefly  consti- 
tuted his  distinctive  personality,  Paul  (like  the  Socinians  of  modem 
times)  held  that,  by  His  inimitable  excellency,  the  man  Jesus  had  gra- 
dually risen  to  Divine  dignity,  and  to  deserve  the  name  of  God.  The 
Syrian  bishops  held  three  synods  to  discuss  his  errors.  At  the  third 
of  these  (269),  they  condemned  him,  and  rejected  the  expression  6fioov- 
tftof,  which  he  had  misapplied.  But,  by  the  protection  of  Queen  Zenobia, 
Paul  retained  his  see.  When  Zenobia  was  vanquished  by  Avrelian,  in 
the  year  272,  the  Synod  accused  him  before  the  (heathen)  emperor, 
who,  after  taking  the  opinion  of  the  bishops  "  in  Italy  and  Rome," 
expelled  Paul. 

8.  The  Milhnarian  Controversy, — Since  the  time  of  Papias,  the  expec- 
tation of  a  millenial  reign  of  glory,  at  the  close  of  the  present  dispen- 
sation, had  been  fondly  cherished  by  the  Christians,  who,  under  their 
continued  persecutions,  looked  for  the  speedy  return  of  the  Lord.  Only 
the  spiritualists  of  Alexandria  (Clement,  Origen,  etc.)  opposed  these  views, 
and,  by  allegorical  interpretations,  explained  away  the  Biblical  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  them.  Caiujf^  a  Roman  presbyter  (about  210), 
asserted,  in  his  controversy  with  Procuhtst^  a  Montanist.  that  both  Mil- 
lenarianism  and  the  Book  of  Revelation,  on  which  it  was  founded,  were 
a  fabrication  of  CerinthuSy  the  heretic.  Fifty  years  later,  the  Millena- 
rians  of  Egypt  were  headed  by  Nepos,  the  learned  Bishop  of  Arsinoe. 
He  wrote  a  treatise  against  Clement  and  Origen,  entitled  *Ex«y;to^  fw» 
d^^l7yopl<Jrwv.  After  the  death  of  Nepos,  his  adherents,  under  the  leader- 
ship of  Coracion,  a  presbyter,  seceded  from  the  Church  of  Alexandria. 
To  arrest  the  mischief,  Dionysins  immediately  hastened  to  Arsinoe.  A 
discussion  ensued,  which  lasted  for  three  days,  at  the  close  of  which, 
the  leaders  of  the  Millenarian  party  sincerely  thanked  the  Bishop  for 
his  instruction.  Coracion  himself  made  formal  recantation.  To  confirm 
his  converts,  Dionysius  wrote  a  book  entitled  Ilfpt  inorfyf'kuiiV,  Aversion 
to  the  spiritualism  of  the  school  of  Origen  soon  afterwards  induced 
Methodius,  Bishop  of  Olympus,  to  advocate  a  moderate  Millenarianism. 
which  Laciantitts  also  enthusiastically  defended.  But  as  the  aspect 
df  outward  affairs  changed  under  the  reign  of  Constantine  the  Great 
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liitfle  Tiews  lost  their  hold  on  men's  minds.  The  Church  now  prepared 
for  a  long-oontinaed  period  of  temporal  prosporitj,  and  the  State-Church 
of  that  time  forgot  the  millennial  glory  of  the  future. 

J41.  THEOLOGICAL  LITERATURE. 

1.   Attention  was  chiefly  paid  to  Apologetics.  —  The  apobgy  of 
Quadratus,  Bishop  of  Athens,  has  been  lost.    In  this  tractate,  which 
he  handed  to  the  Emperor  Hadrian,  he  appealed  to  the  fact  that  he 
had  been  acquainted  with  some  of  the  persons  whom  Jesus  healed  or 
raised  from  the  dead.  —  The  same  fate  overtook  the  apologies  of  Aristi- 
dei,  a  converted  philosopher  of  Athens, — of  ArUton  ofPeUa,  who  wrote 
a  Dialogue  between  Papiscus,  a  Jew  of  Alexandria,  and  Jason,  a  Jewish 
Cbristiair,  —  of  Mdiio,  Bishop  of  Sardes,  of  Claudius  Appolinaris  from 
Hierapolis,  and  of  Miliiades,  a  rhetorician,  who  handed  their  apologies 
to  Marcus  Aurelius.     (The  "Oration  of  Melito  to  Antonius  Caesar," 
edited  by  W.  Cureton  in  his  Spicilegium  Sjriac.  Lond.  1855,  is  probably 
not  the  celebrated  apology  of  that  Father,  but  his  tractate  nspi  dxi^^eu^). 
With  Justin  Martyr  commences  the  series  of  apologies  which  have  been 
preserved.    That  Father  wrote  a  large  and  a  smaller  apology  —  both 
addressed  to  Marcus  Aurelius  —  a  Dialogue  "  cum  Tryphone  Juda^o," 
and  a  tractate  mpi  fiovo^xf^'   ^he  authenticity  of  the  Xoyo;  irapaivtttxbi 
Hpof  "Exkijvaf  (cohortatio),  and  of  the  Xoyo$   (oratio)   Hpo^  'Exxf/MK,   is 
doubtful.  Taiiarif  a  pupil  of  Justin  ({  28, 8),  wrote  a  Xoyo;  Hpoi  "ExKr^va^ ; 
AthenagoTos  handed  to  Marcus  Aurelius  his  nptafiiCa  ft§pi  ;^pt(rfu&ywy ; 
Theophilus  of  Antioch  wrote  ytpo;  Avf  oxvxoy  nt^  trjs  rdv  Xpiatui^utw 
fbWfttf ;  HermiaSy  a  satire,  iiaavpfioi  tuip  cfca  pixixso^y. — From  the  pen 
of  Clemens  Alex,  we  possess  an  apology  consisting  of  three  portions : 
The  Xoyo(  ftfiotfaHttxoi  rtpo^  "Exxs^itH  shows  the  falsehood  of  heathenism, 
the  ftat^ayutyoi  shows  the  way  to  Christ,  and  the  orpwfiafa  introduce  the 
reader  to  the  deeper  truths  of  Christianity.     Origen  wrote  an  excellent 
apology  "contra  Celsum"  (J  24,  2).     From  the  able  pen  of  TertuUian 
we  have  the  "  Apologeticus  adv.  gentes,"  —  the  "  ad  nationes," —  "  ad 
Scapulam''  (the  Proconsul  of  Africa),  —  '*  de  testimonio  animsB'' :  — 
from  Minueius  Felix,  an  advocate  at  Rome,  an  excellent  Dialogue  enti- 
tled  "Octavius";  —  from  Cyprian  the  "  de  idolorum  vanitate"  and 
"  testimonia  adv.  Judseos."   Commodian  wrote,  in  barbarous  Latin  and 
in  bad  hexameters,  his  "  instructiones  adv.  gentium  Deos," — Amobius, 
even  before  his  baptism,  the  "  disputationes  adv.  gentes,"  containing 
traces  of  Gnostic  leanings, — Lactaniius,  in  elegant  Latin,  his  "  institu- 
tiones  divinse'  — "  de  mortibus  persecutorum,"  "  de  opificio  Dei,"  "  de 
iraDei." — Among  ih^pseudo  epigraphic  and  apocryphal  works,  written 
fur  apologetic  purposes,  we  reckon  the  "  Testamenta  XII.  patriarch- 
arum,"  being  the  instructions  and  prophecies  addressed  by  Jacob  to 
his  twelve  sons,  —  and  the  Christian  Sibylline  books,  being  oracles  (in 
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hexameters)  bj  the  daaghters-in-law  of  Noah,  referring  to  the  hlstuf^ 
of  the  Tarious  empires,  the  life  of  Jesus,  the  fate  of  Rome,  Antiehiist. 
etc.  The  Christians,  who  frequently  appealed  to  them  as  tetj  aneient 
testimonies  in  favour  of  the  truth,  were,  by  way  of  derision,  designt.ted 
by  the  heathen  as  8ibyUigU.  —  (Ct  {  48,  3.) 

2.  Polemics, — No  polemical  works  of  very  ancient  date  (against  the 
Ebionites,  the  Gnostics,  the  Montanists,  etc.)  hare  been  presen-ed. 
This  species  of  literature  seems  to  have  been  assiduously  cultivated  by 
the  theologians  of  Asia  Minor.  Bippotytna  wrote  his  fUu>oof(N^MA  ^ 
Mbfa  nwtCtv  aipiatm^  fktyxos  against  every  kind  of  heresy.  The  following 
authors  wrote  against  the  Gnostics:  Irencfus^  the  lAfy^of  mm  ^U^rpt^ri} 
tr^i  ^iv^(Avvfioo  yvMfffu;  (adv.  hsereses), — Terttdliany  "de  prsDScriptione 
h«ereticorum,"  "adv.  Herraogenem,"  "adv.  Valentinianoft,"  '  adv. 
Marcionem,"  "de  anima,"  "de  carne  Christi,"  "de  resurreutiwie 
camis,"  "Scorpiace"  (antidote); — against  the  Moxarcrians:  Hij/pLly* 
iuSf  "  contra  No8tum,"  "  contra  Artcmonem,"  —  TerivUian,  **  adv. 
Praxcara," — Novaiian,  "de  trinitate,"  —  Dionysius  of  Alex,  and  IHo- 
nt/sius  of  Rome;  —  against  the  Alleoorists  (the  disciples  of  Origen): 
Nepos  of  Arsinoe  (J  40,  8)  and  Methodius  of  Olympus,  tctpi  iiHtoraeH^ 
and  ftfpi  tCiv  yfyvi^fwr, —  while,  on  the  other  hand,  Dionysius  of  Alex. 
(I  44,  8),  Gregorius  Thaumaturgus  (ft;  'Qpty^M^  feoMTyvpcjt^f  Xoyof),  and 
PamphUus  of  Csesarea  ('AfeoXoyut)  defended  Origen  and  his  tendencies. 
— (Cf.  i  48,  3.) 

3.  Dogmatics, — In  the  tractate  mpi  4p;ja^  (de  principiis),  which  has 
only  been  handed  down  in  the  Latin  revision  of  Rufinus,  Origen  gave 
a  systematic  exposition  of  Christian  doctrines  generally.  The  work  is 
full  of  ingenious  speculations;  it  also  contains  many  traces  of  Platonic, 
Gnostic,  and  spiritualizing  views,  and  a  good  many  heterodox  state- 
ments (such  as:  the  eternity  of  creation,  the  fall  of  human  souls  before 
the  creation  of  the  world,  their  incarceration  in  the  body,  a  denial  of 
the  doctrine  of  the  resurrection,  Apocatastasis,  etc.).  Occasionally, 
dogmatical  statements  on  special  points  occur  in  some  of  the  apologetic 
and  polemic  writings  of  that  period.  On  the  doctrine  concerning  the 
Church,  the  work  of  Cyprian^  "  de  unitate  ecclesisB,"  may  be  said  to 
form  an  era. — (Cf.  J  48,  5.) 

4.  Criticism  and  Exegesis.  —To  correct  the  text  of  the  LXX.,  Origen 
undertook  his  gigantic  work  entitled  the  Hexapla,  which  consists  of 
collation  of  the  different  texts  in  six  columns.  Similar  labours  engaged 
Lueian  of  Antioch  ({  39,  6)  — The  sxtoxsis  commonly  in  use  was  that 
known  as  allegorical,  the  Fathers  following  in  this  respect  the  Rabbins 
and  the  Hellenists.  The  Kxtff  of  Melito  ({  39,  3),  in  which  the  mystical 
lense  of  Biblical  names  and  words  is  indicated,  furnishes  direetions  for 


the  aliegor^  interpretation  of  Scripture.    It  ia  preMrved  in  a  latex 
LaAm  elaboration  (ClaYis  Melitonis  in  Pitra  Spicil.    Solesmense  T.  I|« 
m.).    Origen  reduced  the  prevailing  nM)de  of  interpretation  to  definite 
eanona.    He  distipguiflbed  in  every  passage  of  Scripture  a  threefold 
sense— ^t  the  literal,  then  the  higher  or  mystical,  t.  €.,  the  tropical  or 
moral,  and  lastly,  the  pneumatic  sensej—^as  it  were  the  tfw^co,  4«a^,  and 
iKvfv/iA.    Without  undervaluing  the  literal  meaning  of  a  passage,  he 
deemed  it  of  much  greater  importance  to  ascertain  its  mystical  sense. 
Every  history  in  the  Bible  was  a  representation  of  what  had  occurred 
in  the  higher  world.    3f  ost  events  had  occurred  just  as  they  were  re- 
lated ;  but  some,  which,  if  literally  taken,  appeared  to  him  unworthy 
or  unreasonable,  were  merely  typical,  and  had  not  really  taken  place. 
The  founders  of  the  school  of  Antioch  (2  39,  6),  and  probably  also 
Ntpo9  the  Millenarian  (2  40,  8),  opposed  this  allegorical  treatment  of 
the  Bible,  and  advocated  an  exclusively  historical  and  grammatical 
interpretation.     The  exegetical  writings  previous  to    Origen  have 
not  been  preserved.    Of  his  own  works,  the  aijfiei6<rei^  or  brief  scholia, 
the  tofMi  or  detailed  commentaries  on  entire  Biblical  books,  and  the 
ifOM,  being  explanatory  lectures  on  the  Scriptures,  have  been  pre- 
served, partly  in  the  original,  and  partly  in  the  Latin  translations  of 
Hieronymus  and  of  Rufinus.    Hippolytus  was,  next  to  Origen^  proba- 
bly the  ablest  exegetical  writer ;  but  only  small  fragments  from  his 
exegetical  works  have  been  handed  down. — (Cf.  {48,  1.) 

5.  In  Hiitorical  Theology  we  possess  Acts  of  Martyrs,  Apocryphal 
Oospels,  and  Acts  of  Apostles  (£v.  Jacobi  Minoris,  Ev.  de  nativitate 
Marise,  Hist,  de  Joachim  et  Anna,  Hist.  Joseph!  fabri  lignarii,  £v. 
bfantisB  Sal  vat,  Ev.  Nicodemi,  Acta  Pilati,  etc.).  Eusebius  has  pre- 
served some  fragments  of  the  vttofAvrifjta/fa  tCtv  ixo^9Uiati>xutv  n^oiiuiv  of 
Hegesippus,  a  Jewish  Christian  from  Asia  Minor.  Of  greater  import- 
ance than  this  work  was  the  Chronography  (Xpovoypapla)  of  Julius 
Africanus,  which  showed  the  connection  between  Biblical  and  profane 
history.  But  this  tractate  has  also  been  lost.  Among  writings  of  the 
same  class  we  may  also  reckon  the  work  of  Laciantius,  de  morte  perse- 
cutt— (Cf.  2  48,  2.) 

6.  Pradieal  Theology. — In  ffomileticSj  the  first  rank  must  be  assi^ed 
to  Origen.  The  most  interesting  writings  of  an  ascetic  character  are 
those  of  Clement  of  Alexandria,  TC(  6  (sto^ofitvof  nxovsioi ;  of  Origen^ 
tbfi  t^TC^St  and  Eij  ftaptvpiov  HpotfuHtixoi  Xoyo;  ;  of  Methodius  of  Olym- 
pus, Ivfiftoatov  tut¥  Bixa  nap'^vcdv  Hspi  tfji  wyyi'kofuiiritov  lia^'^ivioi.  Among 
the  Latins,  we  have  by  Tertullian  (before  he  became  a  Montanist),  "de 
oratione,'*  "ad  martyres,"  "de  spectaculis,"  "de  idolatria,"  "de  cultu 
feminarum,"  "  de  patientia,"  "  ad  uxorem ;"  (after  he  became  a  Mon- 
tanist:) "de  yirginibus  velandis,"  "de  corona  militis,"  "de  fuga  in 
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peneoutione/'  "de  exhortatione  castitatis,"  "de  monogamia,"  '*d« 
pudioitia,"  "de  jejuniis,"  "de  pallio;" — by  Cyprian^  "de  gratia  Dei," 
"  de  lapsis,"  "  de  opere  et  eleemosjnis,"  "  de  bono  patientisa,"  "  de 
lelo  et  livore/'  etc. — On  tbe  subject  of  Ecclxsiastigal  Law  (constitu- 
tion, worship,  discipline),  the  pseudo-Clementine  Acat aycU  for  dicotffdXMy 
(constitutiones  apostolorum)  are  of  very  great  importance.  These 
originated  in  the  Syrian  Church,  partly  at  the  close  of  the  third  and 
partly  at  the  commencement  of  the  fourth  century.  The  first  six  books 
also  bear  the  name  of  6»daffxaXu»  so>)Xung.  At  the  end  of  Book  VIII. 
eighty-five  pseudo-epigraphic  **  Canones  apostolorum''  are  appended^— 

(Cf:i48»7.)  ^ 


SECOND   PERIOD 

ECCLESIASTICAL     HISTORY 

UNDER  THE  ANCIENT  CLASSKAL  FORK  OP  CULTURE. 

IBOU  THE  TBAR  823-«»2. 

I.  STATE  AND  CHURCH. 

CoMP.  A.  Beugnot,  hist,  de  la  destruction  du  Poganisme  en  Occident. 
Par.  1835.  2  VolL — E,  Chastd,  hist,  de  la  destr.  du  Pag.  dans  Tempire 
de  rOrient.  Par.  1850. — E.  von  Lasaulx,  der  Untergang  des  Hellenis- 
mus  (The  Fall  of  Hellen.).  Mun.  1854.— F.  IMbker,  d.  Fall.  d.  Heidenth, 
Schwerin  1856. 

{42.  FALL  OP  HEATHENISM  IN  THE  ROMAN  EMPIRE 

After  the  defeat  of  Licinius  (323),  Constantine  openly  pro 
fessed  himself,  a  Christian,  although  he  still  remained  Pontifex 
Maximas,  and  was  baptized  by  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  but  shortly 
before  his  death  (337).  He  showed  himself  tolerant  towards 
heathenism,  whilst  he  encouraged  conversion  to  Christianity  by 
bestowing  special  favours 'upon  those  professing  it.  His  sons, 
however,  used  violence  in  suppressing  heathenism.  Julianas 
reign  was  merely  a  historical  anomaly,  which  proved  that  hea- 
thenism perished  because  its  eflFete  powers  were  exhausted,  rather 
than  by  violence.  His  labours  all  perished  with  his  death.  Ju- 
lian's successors  resumed  the  work  of  restricting,  persecuting,  and 
exterminating  it.  But  Justinian  inflicted  the  most  fatal  blow. — 
In  spite  of  Julian's  imperial  protection,  and  the  splendid  renown 
of  learned  advocates  (Jamblicus,  ob.  333 ;  Libanius,  ob.  305 ; 
Himerius,  ob.  390 ;  Themistius,  ob.  390 ;  Proclus,  ob.  485) 
Neo-Platonism  (§  24,  2)  was  wholly  unable  to  accomplish  its 
purpose.     Still  more  signal  was  the  failure  of  fhe  Hypsistarians, 

(151) 
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Uuphemites,  and  Ccelicoli,  in  their  attempts  to  rejuvenate  hei^ 
thenism  by  means  of  a  ri^id  Jewish  monotheism,  or  an  anti- 
quated Sabaeism.  In  the  literary  controversy  between  Chris- 
tianity and  heathenism,  the  character  of  the  contest  bad  been 
reversed. 

1.  Conafantiiie  M.  and  his  Sons.*  (Cf./.  C.  F.  Manso,  Leb.  Fonst, 
firesl.  1817. — J.  Burckhardi,  Konst.  u.  8.  leit.  Bas.  1853.) — Constan- 
tine's  conversion  cannot  be  set  down  to  the  acoount  of  mere  political 
ealculation.  However,  outbursts  of  passionate  violence  (among  th«iu 
the  execution  of  Critpusy  his  son),  and  not  a  few  actions  which  cannot 
be  justified,  occurred  after  his  profession  of  Christianity.  He  died  in 
337,  soon  after  having  received  baptism,  without  having  ever  taken 
part  in  all  the  rites  of  public  worship.  His  dislike  of  heathenism, 
which,  through  the  influence  of  some  powerful  families,  was  still  preva- 
lent at  Rome,  formed  one  of  the  elements  in  his  resolution  to  transfer 
his  residence  to  Byzantium  (Constantinople).  His  three  sons  com- 
menced their  reign  by  assassinating  all  the  relatives  of  the  Emperor 
(only  two  nephews,  Gallus  and  Julianus,  escaped),  and  by  dividing 
among  themselves  the  empire.  Consianiius  (337-361)  ruled  first  ovar 
the  £a8t.  After  the  death  of  Constantine  II.  {ab,  340),  and  of  Con- 
stans  (ob,  350),  he  became  sole  lord  of  the  empire.  All  the  sons  of 
Constantine  endeavoured  to  suppress  heathenism  by  force.  Constan- 
tius  caused  all  heathen  temples  to  be  shut,  and  interdicted  sacrifices  on 
pain  of  death.  Great  numbers  of  pagans  made  profession  of  Chris- 
tianity, few  of  them  from  real  conviction.  These  measures  only  deep- 
ened the  dislike  of  the  more  noble-minded  heathen  against  Christianity. 
In  their  opinion,  patriotism  and  intellectual  culture  were  identicf^  with 
attachment  to  the  old  faith. 

2.  Julian  the  Apostate  (361-363). — (Com p.  A,  Neander,  Kaiser  Julian 
und  scin  Zeitalter  (The  £mp.  Jul.  and  his  Age).  Leipz.  1812.— F.  S, 
Teuffel,  de  Jul.  Christianismi  contomt.  et  osore.  Tlib.  1844.—  D.  Strauss, 
d.  Romantiker  auf  d.  Thron  d.  Caesivren.  Mannh.  1847.- -J.  E.  Aver, 
Julian  d.  Abtr.  im  Kampfe  mit  den  KirchenvHtern  s.  Zeit.  (Cont.betw. 
Jul.  the  Apost.  and  the  Fathers  of  his  Age).  Vienna  1855.) — Julian, 
the  heir  to  the  throne,  who  was  at  any  rate  incensed  at  the  murder  of 
his  relatives,  long  chafed  under  the  monkish  and  ascetic  training  to 
which  he  was  subjected.  But  be  could  conoenl  under  the  garb  of 
feigned  bigotry  his  heart-hatred  of  Christianity.  When  at  last  he 
obtained  permission  to  study  at  Nicomedia  and  Athens,  the  represent- 
atives of  heathenism  in  these  places  filled  him  with  the  conviction  that 
he  was  called  by  the  gods  to  restore  the  ancient  faith.  Lulled  into 
security  by  his  hypocrisy,  Constantius  Intrusted  Julian  with  the  com* 
mand  of  an  army  against  the  Germans.  His  courage  and  talenti 
gained  him  the  heart  of  the  soldiers.    He  now  threw  oft  the  mask,  anf 
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openly  raised  the  ttandard  of  rebellion.    Gonstantiue  died  on  his  ezpe* 

di^n  agiuoet  him,  end  /u/ion  became  Emperor  (36L-363).    He  imme^ 

dialely  eddreseed  himself  with  zeal  and  energy  to  the  execution  of  hia 

loBg-choriahed  plant,  and  sought  to  renew  and  restore  the  glories  of 

aacient  Paganism.    To  weaken  and  oppress  Christianity,  he  employed 

iogenioiis  rather  than  violent  measures,  although  he  deprived  the  clergy 

of  their  poaeessions,  reminding  them  in  derision  of  the  duty  of  evan* 

geUcal  poverty.      He  encouraged,  so  far  as  he  could,  schisms  in  the 

Church,  fiivoured  all  heretics  and  sects,  sought  by  artifices  to  induce 

the  soldiers  to  take  part  in  sacrifices,  interdicted  Christians  from  having 

literary  schools,  removed  them  from  the  higher  offices  of  state,  and 

heaped  on  them  all  manner  of  indignity,  etc.    In  order  to  defeat  the 

prediction  of  Christ  (Matt,  xxiii.  38;  xxiv.  2),  he  attempted  to  restore 

the  temple  at  Jerusalem.    But  earthquakes  and  flames  bursting  from 

the  ground,  scattered  the  workmen.     By  all  means  in  his  power,  and 

in  every  manner,  he  sought  to  restore  and  to  elevate  Paganism.    From 

Christianity  he  borrowed  certain  charitable  institutions,  its  ecclesiasti* 

sal  discipline,  preaching,  singing  at  public  worship,  etc.     He  also 

bestowed  a  number  of  distinctions  on  the  heathen  priesthood ;  but,  on 

the  other  hand,  insisted  on  strict  discipline  among  them.    In  his  capa* 

eity  of  Pontifex  Maximus,  he  himself  sacrificed  and  preached,  and  led 

a  strictly  ascetic  and  almost  cynically  simple  life.    But  the  want  of 

success  attending  his  endeavours  increasingly  exasperated  him.     Al^ 

ready  fears  were  entertained  of  new  persecutions,  when,  after  a  reign 

of  only  twenty  months,  he  died  in  an  expedition  against  the  Persians,—* 

as  Christians  related  it,  with  the  words,  ''Tandem  vioisti,  GalilfleeC 

on  his  lips. — On  the  throne  of  the  CsBsars,  Julian  had  displayed  talents 

and  virtues  such  as  had  not  adorned  it  since  the  time  of  Marcus 

Aorellus. 

3.  Fin^  JhHmndUm  of  Heatk^nUm, — With  Julian  perished  also  his 
fiitiJe  attempts.  His  successors,  Jovian  {ob.  364),  and  then  in  the  West, 
ValttUinian  I.  (6b,  375),  Gratian  (ob,  383),  and  VaUiUinian  II,  (ob,  392), 
—in  the  East,  VaUiis  (ob,  378)  and  Theodosius  I.  (ob.  395),  tolerated 
heathenism  for  some  time,  but  only  to  prepare  for  its  more  certain 
destruction.  (Scarcely  had  Theodoaius  in  some  measure  allayed  political 
troubles,  when,  in  382,  he  made  conversion  to  heathenism  a  criminal 
offence.  The  populace  and  the  monks  destroyed  the  temples.  On  this 
account  Libaniua  addressed  to  the  Emperor  his  celebrated  oration,  Ht^ 
rwr  it^ ;  still,  the  latter  caused  the  remaining  temples  to  be  shut,  and 
interdicted  all  attendance  on  them.  Bloody  contests  raged  in  the 
B(ieets  of  Alexandria  during  the  episcopate  of  TheophiluSf  in  conse* 
qoence  of  which  the  Christians  destroyed  the  splendid  Seraj)eion  (391). 
In  vain  the  heathen  expected  that  this  sin  would  cause  the  heavens  to 
fall  or  the  earth  to  perish ;  even  the  Nile  refused  to  avenge  the  out» 
rage  throagh  drought. —  Oraiian  followed  in  the  West  (he  example 
wfaieh  Theodoeitts  bad  set  in  the    East.    He  was  the  first  to  decline 
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the  dignity  of  Pontifei  Mazimus ;  he  deprived  the  heathen  priesli  of 
their  immunities,  confiscated  the  landed  property  belonging  to  th« 
temples,  and  ordered'  the  altar  of  victory,  which  stood  in  the  Caria  o^ 
the  Senate  at  Rome,  to  be  removed.  It  was  in  vain  that  Symmachns, 
the  praefectus  urbi,  endeavoured  to  get  it  restored.  By  the  advice  of 
AmbrosivSf  Valeniinian  fT.,  on  four  different  occasions,  refused  to  see 
deputations  which  had  come  to  him  on  this  subject.  As  soon  as  T^kc^ 
dositu  became  sole  ruler  (392),  edicts  even  more  stringent  appeared. 
On  his  entrance  into  Rome  (394),  he  addressed  the  Roman  Senate  in 
language  of  reproof,  and  admonished  them  to  adopt  Christianity.  Hin 
sons  Honorius  (o6.  423)  in  the  West,  and  Arcadiut  in  the  East  (oh. 
408),  continued  the  policy  of  Theodosius.  Under  TheodoBtus  11,  (ob. 
450),  monks  armed  with  imperial  power  travelled  through  the  provinces 
for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  heathenism.  This  was  not  accomplished 
without  deeds  of  violence.  The  most  horrible  of  these  was  the  as- 
sassination at  Alexandria  of  Hypatia,  a  woman  of  noble  birth  and  a 
heathen  philosopher  (415).  In  official  language,  heathenism  was 
regarded  as  defunct  For  a  long  time  it  had  been  branded  as  the 
religion  of  rustics  (Paganismus),  and  could  only  be  practised  secretly 
and  in  distant  localities.  Its  last,  and  indeed  its  only  prop,  was  the 
Academy  at  Athens,  which  attained  its  highest  celebrity  when  Proclus 
[ob.  485)  taught  in  its  halls.  Justinian  I.  (527-565)  closed  this  insti- 
tution. Its  teachers  fled  into  Persia.  With  their  departure  heathen- 
ism in  the  Roman  and  Grecian  empire  may  be  said  to  have  deceased. 
Still,  in  the  mountains  of  the  Peloponnesus,  the  Mainots  maintained 
their  political  independence  and  ancestral  religion  so  late  as  the  ninth 
century;  while  in  Sardinia,  Corsica,  and  Sicily,  individual  heathens 
were  found  even  at  the  time  of  Gregory  the  Great  (ob,  604). 

4.  Resistance  and  Apologies  of  the  Heathen,  —  Julian  alone  could  still 
polemise  after  the  ancient  fashion.  Of  his  work  xora  Xp»9fiarwy,  in 
seven  books,  the  principal  portions  have  been  preserved  in  the  reply  of 
Cyrill  of  Alexandria.  He  pronounced  Christianity  a  degenerate  form 
of  Judaism,  and  declared  that  the  adoration  of  Christ,  and  martyr- 
worship,  were  later  perversions  of  the  doctrine  of  Christ.  The  other 
representatives  of  heathenism  were  content  to  sue  for  religious  liberty 
and  toleration.  Again,  while  among  Christian  writers  Lactantins  had 
still  plead  for  mutual  forbearance,  Firmicus  Maternus  already  plied  the 
sons  of  Constantino  the  Great  with  fanatical  admonitions  to  suppress 
idolatry  by  force,  pressing  upon  them  the  command  of  God  to  Joshua 
to  exterminate  the  Canaanites.  But  when,  from  the  fifth  century,  the 
incursions  of  the  barbarians  gave  indications  of  the  speedy  downfall 
of  the  R(>man  empire,  heathen  writers  felt  encouraged  to  ascribe  the 
disasters  of  the  commonwealth  to  a  judgment  of  the  gods,  on  account 
of  the  suppression  of  the  ancient  religion,  under  which  the  State  had 
so  long  flourished.  These  statements  were  made,  among  others,  by  the 
heathen  historians  Zoaimus  and  Eunapius.    But  history  itself  refuted 
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them  better  than  Christian  apologetical  writers  (2  48,  8)  could  haT« 
done ;  for  these  very  barbarians  gradually  adopted  Christianity,  and 
ilmost  sarpassed  the  Roman  emperors  in  the  number  and  severity  of 
their  measures  for  the  suppression  of  heathenism. 

5.  According  to  Chregcry  of  Nazianzus,  whose  father  had  belonged  t< 
the  sect  of  the  Htpsistarians  in  Cappadocia,  the  religious  views  of 
that  party  consisted  of  a  mixture  of  Grecian  heathenism  with  Jewish 
monotheism,  and  the  Eastern  worship  of  fire  and  of  the  stars, —  special 
opposition  being  made  to  the  Christian  doctrine  of  the  Trinity.  A 
kindred  sect  were  the  Euphemites  (those  that  sung  praise)  in  Asia, 
who  also  bore  the  name  of  Mesaalians  (praying)  or  EucJ^eUs,  and  the 
sect  of  the  CcdicoUx  in  Africa. 

1 43.  THE  CHRISTIAN  STATE  AND  THE  STATE  CHURCH, 

Com  p.  C,  Riffel,  gesch.  Darst.  des  Verb.  zw.  K.  u.  Staat  (Histor. 
Repr.  of  the  Relat,  betw.  Ch.  and  State).  Vol.  I.  May.  1836.— PZancJfc, 
Gesch.  d.  Kirchl.  Gesellschafts.— Verf.  Vol.  I. 

As,  Id  his  capacity  of  Pontifex  Maximus,  the  Roman  Emperor 
had  formerly  had  the  supreme  directioD  of  all  religions  affairs, 
80,  when  Christianity  became  the  religion  of  the  State,  he 
gradoally  came  to  occupy  a  similar  position  in  reference  to  the 
Church.  Even  Constantine  the  Great  regarded  himself  as  iniaxoTtoi 
tCt9  «|u  tjfi  ixxXi^tfuK,  and  all  his  successors  exercised  the  'Jus 
circa  sacra,'*  nor  were  their  claims  in  this  respect  ever  called  in 
question.  The  Donatists  (§  63,  2)  alone  held  that  the  State  had 
no  control  whatever  over  the  Church.  As  yet,  the  limits  within 
which  the  State  might  claim  certain  rights  in  reference  to  the 
Church  were  not  clearly  defined.  But  thus  much  was  asserted, 
at  least  in  theory,  that  the  Emperor  had  no  power  of  his  own 
accord  to  decide  on  internal  questions  concerning  the  Church 
(worship,  discipline,  and  doctrine).  To  decide  on  such  questions, 
General  Synods  were  convened,  of  which  the  decrees  obtained 
imperial  sanction,  and  thereby  became  public  enactments.  But, 
in  measure  as  the  court  of  Byzantium  degenerated  and  became 
the  centre  of  intrigues,  the  interference  of  the  court  in  eccle- 
siastical matters  became  increasingly  pernicious.  More  than 
once,  heresy  for  a  time  prevailed  through  personal  feeling, 
unworthy  artifices,  and  even  by  open  force.  But  in  tbe  end, 
generally,  truth  again  obtained  the  victory.  The  usurper  BaidU 
icus  was  the  first,  in  the  year  476,  to  dc  termine,  by  imperial 
edicts,  what  should  be  taught  and  what  should  be  believed 
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throughout  the  empire  (§  52,  6).  Later  emperors  followed  hi« 
example;  among  them,  especially  Justinian  I.  (58T  to  565); 
and  court  theologians  even  attempted  to  justify  such  interferences 
by  investing  the  imperial  ofl5ce  with  a  priestly  character,  of 
which,  according  to  them,  Melchisedec  had  been  a  type.  —  The 
emperors  exercised  great  influence  on  the  election  of  bishops  in 
the  principal  cities ;  at  a  later  period,  they  appointed  or  deposed 
them  as  they  chose.  On  the  other  hand,  the  protectorate  of  the 
emperors  conferred  on  the  Church  a  number  of  outward  advan- 
tages and  privileges.  Among  them  we  reclcon  the  f^t,  that  the 
State  undertook  the  maintenance  of  the  Church,  partly  by 
bestowing  rich  presents  and  foundations  from  the  public  ex- 
chequer, partly  by  ipaking  over  to  the  Church  the  heathen 
temples  and  the  possessions  attaching  to  them.  Even  Con- 
stantine  had  authorized  the  Church  to  receive  legacies  of  every 
kind.  Besides,  churches  and  ecclesiastical  officials  were  free  from 
all  public  burdens.  The  ancient  practice  of  bishops  to  act  as 
arbiters  (1  Cor.  vi.  1-6)  was  formally  recognized ;  the  clergy 
were  exempted  from  secular  Jurisdiction,  and  placed  under  the 
authority  of  their  superiors.  The  right  of  asylum  which  had 
belonged  to  the  heathen  temples  was  transferred  to  Christian 
ehurches.  Connected  with  this  was  the  right  of  episcopal  inter" 
eeasion  in  favour  of  those  who  had  been  condemned  by  the 
tribunals,  —  a  practice  by  which  the  latter  became  subject  to  a 
oertain  spiritual  control,  and  unjust,  arbitrary,  or  harsh  measures 
were  not  unfrequently  prevented. 

1.  According  to  the  jus  circa  sacra^  the  emperors  had  power  to 
arrange  all  things  which  bore  on  the  relation  between  Church  and 
State.  At  the  same  time,  it  was  also  their  duty  to  preserve  or  restore 
peace  and  unity  in  the  Church,  to  protect  orthodoxy,  to  take  charge  of 
the  interests  of  the  Church  and  of  the  clergy,  and  to  uphold  the  eccle^ 
siastic^  canons.  Constantino  the  (^reat  already  excluded  all  heretie$ 
frp^l  the  privileges  ^hich  he  h^  acaorde4  to  the  Church*  and  deemed 
it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  progress  of  heresy  to  the  best  of  his  power. 
For  that  purpose,  the  State  did  not  hesitate  to  take  away  or  to  close 
such  churches,  to  interdict  their  worship,  to  exile  their  leaders,  and 
afterwards  also  to  confiscate  their  property.  The  usurper  Mazimus 
({  54,  2)  was  the  first,  so  early  as  the  year  S85,  to  execute  sentence  of 
death  against  heretics.  But  during  this  period  his  example  was  not 
£i)})oy«d  by  his  successors.  In  054,  Constans  II,  caused  a  determine^ 
opponent  of  his  lecclesiastiaal  soheoies  ({ 52,  3)  to  be  seo^ged  and 
harbarouflly  piutite^4.-^The  Father^  of  the  fourth  eenttfry  di/i»FprPV^ 
ui  all  constraint  in  matters  of  faith  (comp.  however  {  G3,  2). 
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2.  The  institution  of  General  Si/nods  ((rvvo^ot  olxcvfAtvixait  concilia 
doiTersalia  s.  generalia)  originated  with  Consfaniine  the  Great.     They 
rere  conroked  by  the  Emperor,  and   presic^ed  oter  either  by  the 
monarch  in  person,  or  by  a  prelate  chosen  by  t)ie  Council.   An  imperial 
eommissary  opened  the  Synod  by  reading  the  imperial  edict  convening 
it;  and  also  attended  the  meetings,  for  the  purpose  of  guarding  the 
rights  of  the   State.     The  travelling  expenses  and  maintenance  of 
members  of  Synod  were  paid  from  the  treasury*     The  decrees  trere 
designated  by  the  common  name  of  dpot,  definitiones ;  —  if  they  de* 
termined  on  matters  of  faith,  they  were  called  66yfjbivra,  or  if  couched 
in  the  form  of  a  confession,  0vftj3oXa ;  —  if  they  bore  on  the  government, 
worship,  or  diseipliil^  of  the  Church,  they  were  called  xanfovif.   Dogtnas 
asd  symbols  required  to  be  unanimously  passed ;  for  canons  a  majority 
of  votes  was  sufficient.    From  the  first,  only  bishops  were  held  entitled 
to  vote  in  synods.     But  the  prelates  might  be  represented  by  some  of 
their  inferior  cletgy.  —  Instead  of  oecumenic  councils,  which  could  not 
be  rapidly  convened,  oi;vod6t  ivliy/umyot,  as  they  were  called,  were  some- 
times held  at  Constantinople.    These  wefe  composed  of  all  the  bishops 
present  at  the  time  in  the  capital.     Such  endemic  synods  T^ere  also 
occasionally  held  at  Alexandria.  —  Twice  a  year  Provincial  Synods 
assembled  under  the  presidency  of  their  respective  metropolitans.    By 
and  bye  Patriarchal  or  Diocesan  Synods  were  instituted,  to  serve  as  a 
court  of  appeal. 

3.  Among  the  sources  of  general  EccUsiasiical  Law  at  that  period, 
we  may  mention,  1.  The  canons  of  the  general  councils^  —  2.  The 
decrees  of  the  principal  provincial  synods,  —  3.  The  Apostolic  Canons 
(J  41,  G),  —  4.  The  epistolas  canonicce  of  the  principal  bishops  (especially 
'if  those  in  the  sedes  apostolicae,  i  30 ;  above  all,  those  from  Rome  and 
Alexandria),  in  reply  to  inquiries  about  the  ecclesiastical  practice  pre- 
valent in  their  dioceses  (those  from  Rome  were  called  epistolce  decre^ 
iakJt),  —  5.  The  imperial  laws  on  the  subject,  p6fi(»  (the  Codex  Theodo- 
fiianus  about  440,  the  Codex  Justinianaeus  534,  the  NovelldB  Justiniatii). 
So  far  as  we  know,  the  first  collection  of  those  was  made  in  the  Greek 
Church,  by  Johannes  Scholasticu.i,  Patriarch  of  Constantinople.  It 
obtained  the  name  of  Komo-canon  (about  560),  because  the  ecclesiastical 
tofxM  of  Justinian  were  added  to  it.  A  later  Greek  nomo-canon  bears 
the  name  of  fheodorus  Bahamon,  In  the  AVost,  all  former  collections 
gave  place  to  the  Codex  canonnm,  compiled  by  the  Roman  abbot 
Ifionysius  the  SmaU,  to  which  also  all  the  decreta]  letters  tlien  extant 
were  appended  (about  500). 

14 
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II.  M0NA8TICI8M,  THE  CLERGY  AND  HIEMRCHT. 

J  44.  MONASTICISM. 

Com  p.  A.  JUfdhler,  Gesch.  d.  Monchtb.  in  d.  Zeit  sein.  Entsteb.  (Hisi 
jf  Mon.  at  tbe  time  of  its  Orig.)  in  bis  coll.  Works,  I.  165,  etc.  —  0 
I.  Mangold,  de  monacbatas  orig.  et  causis.  Marb.  1852.  —  Comp.  also 
tbe  works  cited  in  i  2,  2. 

Satiated  of  tbe  ways  of  tbe  world,  and  following  tbe  inclina- 
tion for  a  contemplative  life,  wbicb  is  cbaracteristic  of  Orientals, 
many  persons  retired  into  solitude.  Here,  amidst  prayer  and 
labonr,  amidst  want  and  self-denial  wbicb  not  nnfreqnently  de- 
generated into  self-torture,  tbese  Anachorets  sought  after  that 
sanctification  wbicb  they  deemed  impossible  to  attain  in  tbe  midst 
of  a  corrupt  world.  The  first  example  of  this  mode  of  life  was 
given  by  Paul  of  Thebes,  whose  end  became  only  accidentally 
known  (§36,  3).  But  Monasticism  properly  originated  with 
SL  Antonius,  oh,  356.  His  shining  example  was  soon  followed, 
and  the  deserts  of  Egypt  became  peopled  with  swarms  of  hermits, 
who  gained  from  the  wilderness  a  scanty  subsistence.  On  tbe 
Nitrian  mountains  Amonius,  and  in  tbe  Scetian  Desert  Macarius 
the  elder,  founded  celebrated  institutions  of  anachorets.  The 
largest  of  these  communities  was  that  founded  by  Pachomius 
{ph.  348)  in  Tabennoe,  an  island  in  tbe  Nile.  By  the  rules  which 
he  gave  to  his  followers,  tbe  institutions  of  anachorets  were 
transformed  into  regular  monastic  establishments  {xoivh^  0toj). 
The  monks  with  their  president,  called  Ahhot  (abbas  =  father) 
or  Archimatubnte,  were  to  live  in  a  cloister  (coenobium,  monas- 
(eriuni,  claustrum,  mandra,  dairo,  t.  e.,  dwelling),  and  to  spend 
their  time  in  prayer  and  labour  (agriculture,  making  of  baskets, 
carpets,  etc.).  Several  other  monasteries  were  founded  in  con- 
nection with  the  great  cloister  at  Tabennse,  and  soon  the  number 
of  tliese  monks  amounted  to  50,000.  Hilarion  founded  in 
Palestine,  near  Gaza,  a  monastery  on  tbe  same  principles,  the 
affiliated  cloisters  of  which  extended  over  all  Syria.  —  In  tbe 
East,  the  number  of  cloisters  and  monks  increased  immensely. 
The  monastic  life  was  vaunted  as  a  ^to^  ayy<xtx6(  and  a  t^xcKTo^va 
H>7X^,  and  regarded  as  a  substitute  for  tbe  martyrdom  wbicb  was 
not  any  longer  attainable.     Already  its  institution  was  traced 
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oack  to  Elijah  and  John  the  Baptist,  and  the  Therapeutce  were 
represented  as   haying   been  the   first   Christian    monks.     The 
cloisters  became  an  asylum  for  those  that  were   oppressed  or 
persecuted,  institutions  of  charity  for  the  poor  and  sick,  and  soon 
afterwards  also  seminaries  for  training  those  who  were  to  fill  the 
clerical  or  episcopal  office.     But  here  also  corruption  made  sad 
navoc.     Not  spiritual  motives  only,  but  ambition,  vanity,  idle- 
ness, and  especially  a  desire  to  withdraw  from  the  obligation  to 
serve  in  the  army,  etc.,  or  to  pay  taxes,  helped  to  fill  the  cloisters. 
Hence  in  365,  the  Emperor  Valeria  ordered  that  such  persons 
shoald  be  taken  by  force  out  of  the  monasteries.     In  order  to 
arrest  religious  delusions  (such  as  self-tortures,  work-righteous- 
ness, enthusiasm  and  fanaticism,  spiritual  pride,  etc.),  and  to  make 
these  institutions  available  for  the  real  good  of  the  Church,  by 
converting   them  into   seminaries  for  scientific  studies  and  for 
education,  some  eminent  bishops,  among  them  Basil  the  Great, 
took  the  monasteries  under  their  special  superintendence  and 
care.     Other  prelates,  however,  frequently  employed  the  monks 
as  a  ready  soldiery  to  carry  out  their  ambitions  or  party  views. 
—  At  first,  the  Western  Church  was  opposed  to  these  monastic 
tendencies.     The  authority  of  Athanasius,  who  on  several  occa- 
sions was  obliged  to  seek  a  refuge  in  the  West,  led  to  a  more 
favourable  opinion  of  them.     After  that,  the  most  celebrated  of 
the  Fathers,  headed  by  such  men   as  Ambrose,  Jerome,  and 
Augusliney  exerted  all  their  influence  to  spread  monastic  institu- 
tions.    Martin  of  Tours  introduced  them  into  Northern  Gaul 
about  the  year  380.     In  Southern  Gaul,  Honoratus  founded  the 
celebrated  monastery  of  Lerinum,  and  Johannes  Cassianus,  (ob, 
432)  the  still    more   celebrated   institution    at   Massilia.     But 
Monasticism  in  the  West  almost  perished  during  the  migration 
of  nations ;  it  was  reserved  for  Benedict  of  Nursia,  in  the  year 
529,  to  reorganize  the  monasteries,  and  to  introduce  unity  and 
order  in  them  (§  85). 

1.  St,  Anionius  sprung  from  a  Coptic  family  at  Coma,  in  Egypt. 
Led  in  his  18th  year  an  orphan,  the  passage  in  the  Gospel  about  the 
rich  young  man  (Matt,  xix.)  afi'ected  him  in  such  a  manner,  that  he 
gave  all  his  goods  to  the  poor  and  retired  to  the  desert.  Amidst 
agonizing  internal  conflicts  and  temptations,  his  Christian  experience 
ripened.  Persons  of  all  ranks  went  to  consult  him  in  search  of  comfort 
and  peace.  Even  Cofistantine  the  Great  intimated  in  a  letter  his 
reaeration  f  )r  this  Christian  Diogenes.    Through  his  prayers  bodily 
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diseases,  through  his  counsel  spiritual  ailments,  were  remored.  TwiM 
•—in  the  year  311,  during  the  Diocletian  persecution,  and  in  the  year 
351,  during  the  height  of  the  Arian  controversy  —  he  suddenly 
appeared  in  Alexandria.  By  Christians  and  Pagans  regarded  as  a 
sign  from  God,  he  succeeded  in  conyerting,  within  a  few  days,  thousands 
of  heathens.  Like-minded  persons  gathered  around  him  in  order  to 
enjoy  his  ministrations.  In  his  last  days  he  retired  from  them,  and 
died  at  the  age  of  105  years  (in  356). 

2.  Nunneries.  —  As  early  as  the  second  century,  some  pious  virgins 
renounced  marriage  in  order  to  devote  themselves  wholly  to  God.  As 
their  sex  prevented  them  from  leading  the  life  of  anachorets,  they  were 
the  more  ready  to  fall  in  with  the  idea  of  a  monastic  life.  I^.Anfonius 
himself  had  given  the  first  example  of  a  nunnery,  when,  on  retiring  to 
the  wilderness,  he  founded  for  his  sister,  at  Coma  in  Egypt,  an  institu* 
tion  destined  to  receive  such  virgins.  The  first  regular  nunnery  was 
instituted  by  Pachotnitis,  and  presided  over  by  his  sister.  After  that 
time  their  number  rapidly  increased.  Their  president  was  called 
Ammas  (mother),  and  the  members  fiovax^^  Sanctimoniales,  NbnncB 
(in  Coptic  =  castas).  St.  Paufa  of  Rome,  the  pupil  and  friend  of  St, 
Jerome,  became  the  patroness  of  female  Monasticism  in  the  West 
She  and  her  daughter  Eustorhium  followed  Jerome  to  Palestine,  and 
founded  in  his  vicinity,  near  Bethlehem,  three  nunneries. 

3.  St.  Basil  gave  to  the  monks  in  the  East  new  and  improved  rti/ar, 
which  soon  came  into  general  and  almost  exclusive  use.  Since  th« 
fifth  century  the  synods  gave  laws  to  monasteries  and  their  inmates. 
In  4')1  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  subjected  cloisters  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  bishops.  —  At  first  it  was  held  lawful  for  monks  to  return  into  the 
world,  although  this  step  was  regarded  as  blameworthy,  and  requiring 
penance.  But  from  the  fifth  and  sixth  centuries,  monastic  vows  were 
regarded  as  absolutely  binding.  Hence  entrants  required  to  bo  of  a 
certain  (canonical)  age,  and  to  have  passed  a  noviciate^  or  period  of 
prol)ation  and  for  consideration.  Since  the  sixth  century,  not  only  a 
"propria  professio,"  but  even  a  "paterna  devotio"  was  held  to  be  bind- 
ing.—  According  to  the  rule  of  St.  Basilius,  every  monastery  had  one 
or  more  presbyters  attached  to  it,  who  conducted  worship  and  admin- 
istered the  sacraments.  Up  to  the  tenth  century,  the  monks  themselves 
were  regarded  as  laymen^  but  were  distinguished  as  ** Religiosi"  from 
the  *'  Serulares.'*  Monasticism  was,  however,  considered  a  preparation 
for  the  clerical  office,  and  the  majority  of  bishops  were  taken  directly 
from  monasteries. — (Cf.  J  70,  3.) 

4.  The  Acoi METIS  were  a  particular  class  of  monks,  whose  origin 
dates  from  the  fifth  century.  Studius,  a  Roman,  founded  for  them  ai 
Constantinople  the  celebrated  monastery  of  Studion,  They  derived 
their  peculiar  name  from  the  circumstance  that,  in  their  clmt^rp 
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Divine  worship  was  oontinaouslj  celebrated  night  and  day. — The 
Sttlitis  were  a  peculiar  class  of  hermits.  The  best  known  among 
them  was  Symeon  SiylUes,  who  at  the  commencement  of  Uie  fifth  cen* 
tnrj  lived  for  thirty  years,  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Antiocb,  on  a  pillax 
tiiirty-six  yards  high,  and  thence  preached  repentance  to  tho  multitudes 
who  from  all  parts  crowded  to  see  and  hear  him.  Vanquished  by  the 
power  of  his  addresses,  thousands  of  Saracens  who  wandered  about  in 
that  neighbourhood  were  baptized.  The  best-known  Stylites,  next  to 
him,  are  a  certain  Daniel  (near  Constant,  ob,  489)  and  a  younget 
Simeon  (near  Antioch,  ob,  596). 

5.  Even  after  Paefiomius^  Hilarion,  and  Basilius  had  given  fixed 
rules  ti)  the  rarious  monasteries,  individual  associations  of  hermits 
refused  to  submit  to  any  regulation.  Among  them  we  may  mention 
the  Sarabaites  in  £gypt,  and  the  Rbmoboth  in  Syria.  Irregular  asso- 
ciations of  monks  wandered  about  through  Mesopotamia,  under  the 
name  of  BoazoC,  pabulatores,  from  the  circumstance  that  they  lived  on 
herbs  or  roots.  Since  the  fifth  century  we  read  of  the  Gyrovagi  (as 
they  were  called),  in  Italy  and  Africa,  who,  under  the  designation  of 
monks,  led  a  dissolute  and  vagrant  life.  —  The  Euchites  and  Eusta- 
TBiAXS,  who  appeared  in  the  second  half  of  the  fourth  century,  were 
heretical  and  schismatic  monks.  The  former  —  who  are  not  to  be  con- 
founded with  the  heathen  Euchetai  (J  42,  5)  —  bore  also  the  names  of 
Messalians  and  Chx)reulai  (from  their  mystical  dances).  They  claimed 
to  have  attained  the  highest  point  of  spirituality,  and  on  that  ground 
to  be  above  the  law.  Pretending  to  be  absorbed  in  silent  prayer,  and 
honoured  with  heavenly  visions,  they  went  about  begging,  since  labour 
was  unbecoming  perfect  saints.  They  taught  that,  in  virtue  of  his 
descent  from  Adam,  every  man  brought  an  evil  spirit  with  him  into 
the  world,  who  could  only  be  overcome  by  prayer.  Thus  alone  would 
the  root  of  all  evil  be  removed.  After  that  was  done,  man  required  no 
longer  either  the  law,  the  Scriptures,  or  the  sacraments.  He  might 
give  reins  to  his  passions,  and  even  do  what  would  be  sinful  in  one  who 
was  still  under  the  law.  They  employed  the  lascivious  imagery  (if 
sensual  love  to  describe  their  mystical  communion  with  God.  The 
Gospel  history  they  regarded  as  only  an  allegory,  and  considered  fire 
t«j  l)e  the  creative  principle  of  the  universe.  Flavian,  Bishop  of  An- 
tioch, by  artifices  and  accommodation,  obtained  knowledge  of  their 
secret  principles  and  practices  (381).  But,  despite  the  persecution  to 
which  they  were  subjected,  they  continued  till  the  sixth  century. — The 
EusTATHiANS  derived  their  name  from  EiLsiaihius,  Bishop  of  Sebaste^ 
the  founder  of  Monasticism  in  the  Eastern  provinces  of  the  empire. 
In  their  fanatical  contempt  of  marriage,  they  went  so  far  as  to  regard 
communion  with  married  persons  as  impure,  and  to  institute  religious 
services  of  their  own.  They  rejected  the  feasts  of  the  Church,  enjoined 
fasting  on  Sundays  and  feast-days  (J  31),  and  entire  abstinence  from 
animal  food.    Their  women  went  about  dressed  as  men.     They  also 
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insisted  that  persons  of  property  should  give  np  all  their  possessions. 
Servants  lefl  their  masters,  wives  their  husbands,  to  join  the  comma 
nion  of  these  saints.    But  the  vigorous  measures  taken  by  the  S^Tiod 
of  Oangra  in  Paphlagonia  (between  a.d.  360  and  370)  arrested  the 
spread  of  the  sect. 

^  45.  THE  CLERGY. 

Gradually  the  separation  between  the  clergy  and  laity  became 
more  and  more  marked,  while  the  superior  ecclesiastical  fanction- 
aries  formed  a  spiritual  corresponding  to  the  secular  aristocracy. 
It  was  maintained  that  the  priesthood  occupied  the  same  relatiou 
to  the  laity  as  the  soul  to  the  body.  Withal,  the  number  of 
aspirants  to  the  clerical  office  increased  to  a  degree  to  render  it 
necessary  for  the  State  to  regulate  their  admission  by  certain 
laws.  The  clergy  were  appointed  by  the  bishops,  but  with  the 
formal  concurrence  of  the  people.  In  the  East,  bishops  were 
chosen  by  all  the  prelates  of  a  province,  under  the  presidency 
of  the  metropolitan,  on  whom  also  devolved  the  ordination  of 
the  person  elected.  But  in  the  West  the  old  practice  continued, 
and  bishopj?,  clergy,  and  people  combined  in  making  the  choice. 
The  Council  of  Nice  interdicted  the  translation  of  bishops, 
characterizing  it  as  spiritual  adultery  (Eph.  v.  23,* etc.);  still 
the  practice  was  by  no  means  uncommon.  The  monarchical 
power  of  the  bishop  over  his  clergy  was  admitted  by  all  parties. 
According  to  the  practice  in  Rome,  one-fourth  of  the  total 
revenues  of  a  congregation  went  to  the  bishop,  another  fourth 
to  the  rest  of  the  clergy,  a  third  portion  to  the  poor,  and  the 
remainder  was  employed  for  ecclesiastical  buildings  and  furni- 
ture. In  the  course  of  time  the  episcopal  functions  and  privi- 
leges of  the  chorepiscopoi  were  more  and  more  limited  ;  they 
were  subordinated  to  the  city  bishops,  and  ultimately  (about  360) 
the  office  was  wholly  suppressed.  After  the  reaction  against 
episcopal  claims  had  ceased,  the  presbyters — especially  those  who 
ministered  in  affiliated  or  rural  congregations — obtained  a  posi- 
tion of  greater  independence  than  before  as  regarded  the  admin- 
istration of  worship  and  of  the  sacraments.  By  and  by  the 
extension  of  congregational  relationships  gave  rise  to  a  variety 
of  new  ecclesiastical  offices. 

1.  Training  of  the  Clergy. —  The  few  theological  schools  which  existed 
{n  Alexandria,  in  Csesarea,  in  Antioch,  in  Edessa,  and  in  Nisibis,  were 
B&anifestly  quite  insufficient  for  the  requirements  of   the  Church. 
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Bemdee,  mDst  of  them  went  down  during  the  political  and  ecclesiastical 
turmoiU  of  the  fifth  and  sixth  centuries.  In  the  West  there  were  not 
ADj  snch  institutions.  So  long  as  the  heathen  seminaries  of  learning 
flourished  at  Athens,  Alexandria,  Nicomedia,  etc.,  many  Christian 
youths  obtained  in  them  their  preparatory  literary  training,  and  after- 
wards supplemented  what  was  wanting  in  a  religious  aspect  by 
retiring  into  solitude  or  into  monasteries,  and  there  devoting  them- 
selTes  to  asceticism  and  theological  study.  Others,  despising  classical 
training,  contented  themselves  with  a  monastic  education.  Others, 
again,  commenced  their  clerical  career,  when  still  boys,  as  lectores  or 
episcopal  clerks,  and  were  trained  under  the  superintendence  and 
direction  of  bishops  or  experienced  clergymen.  Augustine  constituted 
his  clergy  into  a  kind  of  monastic  community  (monasterium  clericorum)^ 
and  transformed  it  into  a  clerical  seminary.  This  arrangement  met 
with  general  approbation ;  and,  when  the  North  African  bishops  were 
expelled  by  the  Vandals  from  their  country,  was  imported  into  Sicily 
and  Sardinia. 

2.  Ultimately  the  Canonical  Age  of  priests  was  fixed  at  30  years, 
that  of  deacons  at  25.  Neophites,  those  who  had  been  baptized  when 
dck  (clinici),  penitents  and  energumenoi,  bigamiy  mutilated  persons, 
eunuchs,  slaves,  actors,  dancers,  soldiers,  curials,  etc.,  were  nut  to  be 
odmiUed  to  the  clerical  office.  At  so  early  a  period  as  the  fourth  century 
the  African  Church  insisted  that  candidates. for  the  ministry  should 
undergo  a  strict  examination  as  to  their  attainments  and  orthodoxy ; 
Justinian  I.  required  that  the  bishops  should  at  least  inquire  into  the 
orthodoxy  of  candidates. 

3.  Ordination  (x^i^otovla)  was  regarded  as  analogous  to  the  chrisma 
of  baptism,  and  hence  as  a  sacrament.  If  the  latter  admitted  into  the 
general  priesthood,  the  former  made  a  person  a  priest  in  a  special 
sense ;  Ixith  imparted  a  **  character  indelebtluf."  Its  effect  was  regarded 
as  almost  magical.  To  impart  ordination  was  the  privilege  of  bishops 
only ;  but  presbyters  were  wont  to  assist  in  the  ordination  of  their 
colleagues.  The  principle,  "  ne  quis  vage  ordinetur,"  was  universally 
acted  upon  —  the  only  exception  being  in  the  case  of  miHsionaries. 
According  to  the  Canons,  a  person  was  not  to  be  ordained  to  any 
superior  ecclesiastical  office  till  he  had  passed  through  all  the  inferior 
grades,  commencing  with  the  sub-diaconate.  At  first,  ordination  con- 
sisted only  in  imposition  of  the  hands ;  but  at  a  later  period  the  person 
set  apart  was,  after  the  analogy  of  baptism,  also  anointed  (with  chrism, 
I.  e.f  oil  mixed  with  balsam).  This  ceremony  was  preceded  by  the 
Lord's  Suj"3er,  taken  fasting.  Since  the  sixth  century  candidates  had 
al)to  to  submit  to  Tonsure.  This  practice  was  first  introduced  in  the 
case  of  penitents ;  it  was  imitated  by  the  monks,  as  being  a  symbol  of 
humility,  and  from  them  it  passed  to  the  regular  clergy.  According 
lo  the  Grecian  mode  of  tonsure  (tonsura  Pauli),  the  hair  of  the  whole 
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b'«ad  was  clipped  quite  short ;  according  to  the  Roman  mode  (tonniirt 
F^tri),  a  narrow  rim  of  hair  was  left  all  round  the  head  (either  in 
r  imembrance  of  Christ's  crown  of  thorns,  or  as  a  symbol  of  the  royal 
y-riesthood,  corona  sacerdoialis).  The  anniversaries  of  episcopal  ordi- 
nations (natales  Epiacopontm)  were  frequently  celebrat^  as  festivals. 
Gradually,  Investiture,  or  the  solemn  putting  on  of  the  inMignia  of 
office,  was  introduced.  It  formed  the  only  real  mark  of  distinction  in 
ordination  between  the  different  grades  of  the  clerical  office.  —  The 
prnctico  among  the  clergy  of  wearing  a  peculiar  dress  on  all  ordinary 
occasions,  and  official  robes  when  administering  the  ordinances,  had  its 
origin  in  the  circumstance  that  the  clergy  still  retained  a  style  of  dress 
after  fashion  had  alK>li8hed  its  use  among  the  laity.  The  desire  to 
attach  a  symbolical  meaning  to  everything,  and  to  imitate  the  dresses 
worn  by  the  priests  under  the  Old  Testament  dispensation,  gave  rise  to 
various  other  mudiiicalions  and  additions. 

4.  Injunction  of  Celibacy,  —  Following  the  precedent  of  the  Spanish 
Provincial  Synod  of  Elvira  (a.d.  305),  the  first  Council  of  Nice  (325) 
felt  inclined  to  enjoin  clerical  celibacy  throughout  the  whole  Church, 
at  least  so  far  as  the  "ordines  majores"  were  concerned.  But  this 
measure  was  opposed  by  raphnviitis,  a  confessor  and  Egyptian  bishop, 
who  from  his  youth  had  been  an  ascetic.  He  maintained  that  not  only 
abstinence,  but  marriage  also,  was  chastity  ;  and  his  influence  decided 
the  question.  The  former  practice  was  therefore  maintained,  which 
ruled  that  bishops,  presbyters,  and  deacons,  were  not  to  have  been  twice 
married,  nor  to  contract  a  marriage  after  their  ordination,  but  were 
allowed  to  use  their  own  discretion  in  reference  to  marriages  contracted 
before  their  onlination.  These  comparatively  liberal  views  continued 
for  a  considerable  periini  to  be  entertained  in  the  East ;  and  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Eustathians  (J  44,  5).  the  Sym^  of  Gangra  defended  the 
sanctity  of  we<llock.  and  the  rights  of  marrie<l  priests.  In  the  f<.urth 
and  fifth  centuries  frequent  instances  of  married  bishops  occurred  (f<»r 
example,  the  father  of  Gregt^ry  of  Nar-ianxus.  Gregory  of  Nyssa,  Syne- 
sius  (»f  Ptolemais.  and  many  others).  Justinian  L  prohibited  married 
perv«»ns  Xo  be  elected  bish(>ps.  The  second  Tntllan  Counctl  (a.d.  001?) 
o*»nfirnied  this  mandate,  pr<>hibite<l  all  clergymen  frt>m  marrying  a 
seiMnul  time;  but  allowe<l  presbyters  and  deacons,  befure  their  <>rdina- 
tion,  to  contract  a  first  marriage,  only  enjoining  a  tem]wrarT  separation 
during  the  periini  of  their  service  at  the  altar.  To  this  a  special  pn^- 
test  against  the  unnatural  severity  of  the  Roman  Church  was  addeil. — 

•  In  the  HV-v/  the  principles  promulgateil  in  Spain  were  generally  enter- 
taine^l,  ami  /^>  Me  Great  applie^l  them  also  to  sub^ettcons.  But  there 
alsi>  the  frequent  instani»es  of  crmtraventioo  rendered  a  degree  of  indul- 
gence necessary. 

5.  The  number  of  EccUsiasiieal  Fui^ctiofMries  was  largely  incrciise<l 
oy  the  employment  of  clerical  atteodanla  on  the  siek«  or  parabolakoi 
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(from  gtap&fiaxktdyui  tijp  fw^),  and  aRATE-DiocBRS  (xofctatcu,  fossarii), 
whoae  number  increased  to  a  Tery  great  extent  in  the  larger  citie& 
Where  a  biahop  was  arrogant,  imperious,  or  prone  to  violent  measures^ 
he  had  in  these  officials  a  kind  of  standing  army  and  body-guard.  In 
A.D.  418,  Theodosius  IL  limited  the  number  of  parabolanoi  in  Alexan- 
dria to  600,  and  that  of  the  copiatai  in  Constantinople  to  950.  The 
property  of  the  churches  was  administered  by  oixoyo^un ;  their  causes 
were  carried  through  the  courts  of  law  by  special  advocates  (?x5txM, 
•MuKoe,  defensoree) ;  the  proceedings  at  ecclesiastical  assemblies  were 
taken  down  by  noterti,  taxvypoj^.  Besides  these  officials,  record-keepers 
(aaprofvxoxf $),  librarians^  thesaurarii  (axe vo^vXax^;),  etc.,  were  employed. 
All  these  were  unordained  persons.  Among  the  ordines  majorest  also, 
new  grades  were  introduced.  In  the  fourth  century  an  archdeacon  was 
placed  over  the  deacons.  He  was  the  right-hand  man,  the  substitute 
and  plenipotentiary  of  the  bishop,  and  frequently  succeeded  to  that 
office.  The  College  of  Priests  also  was  presided  over  by  an  arch- 
pmtsBTTKR.  The  superintendence  of  several  congregations  was  en- 
trusted to  a  city  presbyter,  who  was  called  the  periodeutes,  or  visita- 
tor.  —  The  seniores  pM)is  of  the  African  churches  were  lay  elder's,  and 
not  ordained  in  the  same  manner  as  the  clergy.  The  office  of  dencoth 
gradually  lost  in  importance,  and  ultimately  ceased  entirely. 


J  46.  THE  PATRIARCHAL  OFFICE  AND  THE  PRIMACY. 

CoMP.  Le  Quien,  Oriens  Christianus.  Par.  1740.  3  V)ll.  fol. — Janus, 
de  origg.  Patr.  chr.  Vit.  1718.  —  Wiltsck,  kirchl.  Geogr.  u.  Statistik. 
(Eccl.  Geogr.  and  Statist.).    I.  56  etc. 

The  institution  of  Metropolitan  Sees  (§  30)  had,  during  the 
period  preceding  that  which  we  describe,  prepared  the  way  for 
introducing  hierarchical  distinctions  among  bishops.  This  move- 
ment was  greatly  furthered  by  the  political  division  of  the  empire 
under  Constantine  the  Great.  The  bishops  of  capital  cities  now 
claimed  a  spiritual  sway  analogous  to  that  which  the  imjrcrial 
governors  exercised  in  secular  matters.  But  former  ])rivile^e8 
and  later  claims  prevented  anything  like  a  complete  correspond- 
ence between  the  secular  and  the  hierarchical  arraTigemoiits. 
The  first  Council  of  Nice  (325)  expressly  confirmed  the  prepon- 
derance of  the  Bishops  of  Bome,  Alexandria,  and  Antipch,  which 
these  prelates  had  long  enjoyed.  The  second  general  Coiuicil 
of  ComUantinople  (in  381)  exempted  the  Bishop  of  Constanti- 
nople (5ta  TO  ilva*  avrrjv  y/ov  Ftofijjr)  from  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Hetropolitan  Heraclea,  in  Thracia,  and  assigned  to  him  the  first 
ank  a/ier  the  Bishop  of  Rome.     The  bishops  thos  distinguished 
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Dore  the  title  of  Patriarchs  —  a  designation  which  the  Boma& 
bishops  refused,  in  order  not  to  be  on  the  same  level  with  other 
prelates,  choosing  in  preference  the  title  of  Papa,  iiayraj.  The 
fourth  general  Council  of  Chalcedon  (a.d.  451)  placed  the  Pa- 
triarch of  the  metropolis  of  the  East  on  a  footing  of  perfect 
equality  with  his  colleague  of  Rome ;  put  the  three  dioceses  of 
Thracia,  Pontus,  and  Asia  under  his  jurisdiction  ;  and  invested 
him  with  the  power  of  receiving  complaints  against  the  metro- 
politans of  any  diocese.  The  same  council  also  raised  the  Bishop 
of  Jerumlem,  whom  the  Council  of  Nice  had  in  325  already 
declared  as  entitled  to  special  honours,  to  the  dignity  of  Patri- 
arch, and  invested  him  with  supremacy  over  the  whole  of  Palestine, 
while  formerly  that  prelate  had  been  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Metropolitan  of  Csesarea.  Still,  some  metropolitans — and  among 
them  especially  those  of  Salamis  in  Cyprus,  of  Milan,  of  Aquileia, 
and  of  Ravenna,  in  Italy — refused  to  acknowledge  that  their  sees 
were,  in  any  sense,  subject  to  their  respective  patriarchs.  —  The 
district  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  bishop  was  called  parochia, 
na^oixia,  that  of  the  metropolitan  provincia,  «?tap;t»o,  that  of  the 
patriarch  dioecesisj  bioCxr^^ig ;  but  these  terms  were  often  inter- 
changed. —  The  patriarchs  were  entitled  to  have  at  the  Imperial 
Court  resident  legates,  who  were  called  Apocrisiarians,  The 
oxyxfWot,  acted  as  clerical  councillors  and  assistants  of  the 
patriarchs.  —  From  the  sixth  century  the  popes  began  to  confirm 
the  election  of  oriental  metropolitans,  by  sending  them  the  pal- 
lium, as  the  archiepiscopal  insignium.  —  From  this  period  it  was 
considered  to  be  necessary  for  the  validity  of  a  general  council, 
that  all  the  five  patriarchs  should  be  represented  in  them.  But 
when  in  G37  Jt'rusalem,  in  638  Anlioch,  and  in  640  Alexandria, 
became  subject  to  the  Saracens,  the  Patriarch  of  Constantinople 
remained  the  sole  representative  of  that  dignity  in  the  eastern 
portion  of  the  Roman  Empire.  His  Poman  colleague  was  his 
only  rival,  and  he  was  no  way  able  to  compete  with  him.  On 
the  contrary,  the  pretensions  of  Rome  to  the  primacy  rapidly 
secured  universal  assent. 

1.  r/i**  /»*/ni/rv  Mtrfm  Pomt  and  Byzaniiitm. — (Comp.  besides  the  works 
roforrtnl  to  in  {  30,  4  :  ArchinanL  les  origines  do  T^gl.  Rom.  2  Vtill 
Pur.  ISol, — il.  G,  Ilassf,  UWr  d.  Veroinij:.  d.  goistl.  u.  woltl.  Ol>er;re- 
wait  im  rimi.  Kin.»lieii8tartto  (On  the  Combinat,  of  Spir.  and  Seoul.  Su- 
preuiaoy  in  the  State?  of  the  Oh.),  Haarl.  lJs>2.  4to.  —  F,  Maasjttm 
(Roiu.  Oath.),  der  Primal  d.  Bi«'h.  lu  Kom  u.  d.  altesten  Patriarchml 
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kirchen  (Tbo  Primacy  of  the  Bish.  of  Rome  and  of  the  '>ldest  Patr.  Ch.) 
Bonn  1853.) — Since  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  (a.d.  451)  the  Patriarch 
of  Constantinople  alone  claimed  equal  power  and  honours  with  the 
Bishop  of  Rome.  Justinian  I.  gave  indeed  to  the  Bishop  of  Constanti- 
nople the  designation  of  (Ecumenical  Patriarch  ;  but  this  remained  an 
empty  title,  while  the  Bishop  of  Rome  took  every  opportunity  to  declare, 
by  word  and  deed,  that,  according  to  Divine  appointment,  he  exercised 
supremacy  over  the  whole  Church,  and  over  all  prelates,  including  the 
Patriarch  of  Constantinople.  Even  in  so  far  as  the  principles  were 
concerned  on  which  each  of  these  two  prelates  rested  his  claims,  those 
of  Rome  were  much  more  full  and  intelligible.  In  the  £ast  the  epis- 
copal sees  ranked  according  to  the  political  importance  attaching  to 
the  cities  in  which  they  were  placed.  As  Constantinople  was  the  resi- 
dence of  the  ruler  of  the  whole  oLxovftiv^y  itn  bishop  was  likewise  held 
to  be  oecumenical.  But,  in  the  opinion  of  the  world,  the  position  of 
ancient  Rome  was  higher  than  that  of  her  modern  rival.  All  the  proud 
reminiscences  of  history  clustered  around  the  capital  of  the  West.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  visible  decline  and  the  threatening  decay  of  the 
empire  were  associated  with  Byzantium.  But  neither  did  the  West 
admit  the  principle  on  which  the  pretensions  of  the  see  of  Constanti- 
nople were  founded.  Not  the  will  of  the  Emperor,  it  was  argued,  nor 
the  growing  decrepitude  of  the  empire,  could  decide  the  spiritual  rank 
of  a  bishop ;  the  history  of  the  Church  and  the  will  of  its  Divine 
Founder  and  Lord  must  determine  the  question.  Measured  by  this 
standard,  the  see  of  Constantinople  was  not  only  inferior  to  those  of 
Alexandria,  Antioch,  and  Jerusalem,  but  even  to  those  in  many  citie<i 
whose  bishops  indeed  were  not  metropolitans,  but  whose  churi-hes  hud 
been  founded  by  apostles  ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  Rome  undoubtedly 
occupied  the  first  rank.  There  the  two  princes  of  the  apostles  had 
lived,  taught,  witnessed,  and  suffered ;  their  graves  and  )>oncs  were 
there.  More  than  that,  Peter,  whom  the  Lord  Himself  had  ma<lc  pri- 
mate among  the  apostles,  had  been  the  first  occupant  of  the  see  of 
Rome,  and  the  Roman  bishops  were  his  successors  and  the  heirs  of 
his  privileges.  The  Patriarch  of  Constantinople  depended  for  the  sup- 
port of  his  claims  only  on  the  influence  of  the  court.  But  frequently 
that  very  court,  which  had  seconded  and  fostered  his  claims,  deserted 
him,  in  order,  through  the  wide  influence  of  the  Bishop  of  Rome,  to 
strengthen  its  tottering  power  in  Italy.  Again,  he  was  selected  and 
deposed  by  the  court ;  too  often  he  fell  a  sacrifice  to  its  intrigues,  or 
became  the  tool  of  its  policy  and  the  advocate  of  its  heretical  views. 
How  favourable,  in  comparison  with  this,  was  the  position  of  the  Bishop 
of  Rome  I  In  his  selection  the  court  could  but  rarely  exercise  any 
influence,  much  more  rarely  could  it  bring  about  his  deposition.  While 
the  East  was  torn  by  a  number  of  ecclesiastical  disputes,  in  which  truth 
and  error  (if  ouly  fur  a  time)  alternately  prevailed,  the  West,  rai  ged 
andor  the  leadership  of  Rome,  presented  almost  always  a  close  and 
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united  phalanx.  To  Rome  disputants  appealed  for  altimate  decisioi^ 
oppressed  parties  for  advocacy  and  protection ;  and  since  the  Bishops 
of  Rome  always  lent  their  authority  to  truth  and  right,  the  party 
whose  case  was  supported  hy  them  always  ultimately  carried  off  the 
victory.  Even  at  that  period,  "  Roma  locuta  est"  was  in  itself  a  power. 
Thus,  in  the  opinion  of  Christendom,  Rome  gradually  rose  in  authority, 
and  soon  it  claimed,  as  of  right,  what  at  first  personal  confidence  or 
the  urgency  of  circumstances  had  ^accorded  in  special  and  individual 
instances.  Besides,  during  the  lapse  of  ages,  Rome  always  learned, 
but  never  forgot.  The  consciousness  of  common  interests,  supported 
by  a  deep  hierarchical  spirit,  had  sprung  up  and  gathered  around 
the  chair  of  Peter,  —  influences  bv  which  even  worthless  or  weak 
popes  were  upheld.  Thus,  despite  all  opposition  and  resistance, 
Rome  steadily  advanced  towards  the  mark  which  all  along  it  had  kept 
in  view.  At  last  the  East  was  only  able  to  preserve  and  assert  its 
ecclesiastical  independence  by  an  act  of  complete  and  final  separation. 

2.  //w/oi-y  of  the  Pretension.^  of  Home  to  the  Primacy.  —  The  Council 
OF  Nice  (325)  assigned  to  the  Bishop  of  Rome  spiritual  supremacy  over 
the  (ten)  suburbicarian  provinces,  i.e.,  oveir  Middle  and  Lower  Italy, 
and  the  islands  of  Sardinia,  Corsica,  and  Sicily.  This  arrangement 
had  been  made  in  conformity  with  the  political  position  of  Rome  at  the 
time.  But  long  before  that,  Rome  enjoyed  a  much  more  extensive 
authority  (J  30,  4),  from  the  circumstance  that  it  was  the  only  sedes 
apofifolica  in  the  West.  Indeed,  when  any  difficulty  occurred,  it  was 
the  practice  in  all  parts  of  the  West  to  apply  to  Rome  for  guidance. 
As  early  as  the  fourth  century,  the  official  answers  to  these  appeals 
assumed  a  tone  of  command  rather  than  of  advice  (EPisTOLiE  decre- 
tales).  But  until  the  year  343,  no  attempt  was  made  to  assert  any 
claim  of  authority  over  the  East.  But  in  that  year,  the  pressure  of 
circumstances  obliged  the  Council  of  Sardica  (J  50,  2)  to  decree  that 
Julius,  Bishop  of  Rome,  had,  as  the  consistent  and  trustworthy 
advocate  of  orthodoxy,  the  right  of  hearing  appeals  from  bishops  in  any 
part  of  the  empire;  and^  if  he  found  the  complaints  just,  of  appointing 
judges  and  instituting  a  fresh  trial,  the  verdict  in  that  case  to  be  final. 
But  this  decree  applied  only  to  Julius  as  an  individual,  and  must  be 
regarded  as  only  a  temporary  expedient  adoptetl  by  a  minority  which 
was  hardly  l)eset.  Hence  it  scarcely  excited  attention,  and  was  soon 
forgotten.  But  Rome  did  not  forget  it ;  and  in  402-417,  Innocent  I. 
made  it  the  basis  of  a  claim  to  the  eff*ect  that  all  causiv  majores  should 
be  submitted  tv>  the  Apostolic  See  for  decision.  Still,  even  then  the 
claim  to  primacy  was  based  only  upon  human  authority.  Leo  the 
Great  (440-4G1)  was  the  first,  in  his  instruction  to  his  legates  at  the 
Ctnmc'd  of  Epheatis  (440),  to  rest  it  on  Divine  authority,  by  appealing 
to  Matt.  xvi.  18  (8  30,  3).  Formerly,  Western  authorities,  such  as 
Hilary,  Anibnme,  Jerome,  and  Augustine,  and  Inn<»oent  I.  himself,  had 
adopted  the  interpretation  of  the  passage  by  Cyprian,  m  ho  applied  it 


PATRIASCfiAL    OFFICE    AND    PRIMACY.  l09 

CO  all  the  apostleQ,  and  hence  to  all  bishops ;  while  they  understood 
the  word  ttitpa  as  applying  either  to  the  confession  of  Peter,  or  to  the 
person  of  Christ  Leo  /.,  however,  applied  it  to  Peter  exclusively,  and 
to  the  Pope  as  his  sole  successor.  Of*  course,  the  Fathers  of  Ephesus, 
and  afterwards  also  those  of  Ckaltedon  (a.d.  451,  comp.  {52,  4), 
refused  to  receive  this  interpretation.  The  claims  of  Leo  received 
faUer  acknowledgments  in  the  West.  On  the  occasion  of  a  resistance 
to  them  by  Hilaty,  Bishop  of  Arles^  the  Pope  procured  from  the  youth- 
ful Emperor  Valentinian  III.  a  rescript  (a.  d.  445),  which  ordained 
that  in  future  none  should  venture  to  resist  or  to  doubt  the  primacy  of 
the  Pope,  which  the  Lord  Himself  had  instituted.  The  suburbicarian 
bishops  uf  Italy  readily  submitted.  The  Svnodus  palmaris  of  Rome 
(a.d.  503),  which  Theodoricy  King  of  the  East  Goths,  had  summoned 
to  inquire  into  the  charges  brought  against  Pope  St/mmarhuft,  absolved 
the  latter  without  an  investigation ;  and  Ennodius  of  Pavia  openly 
proclaimed  the  principle  that,  since  the  Pope  was  judge  over  all,  he 
could  not  be  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  any.  Still,  the  metropolitans 
of  NoRTHKR^if  Italy  (of  AqtiiUia^  Milan,  and  Ravenna)  steadily  opposed 
these  views,  and  for  centuries  maintained  the  independence  of  their 
sees.  However  great  their  reverence  for  the  '*  cathedra  Petri,"  the 
bishops  of  North  Africa  ascribed  to  the  Pope  only  a  "  principatus 
honoris ; "  «t  all  periods  they  firmly  resisted  the  aggressions  of  Rome ; 
and  when  Apiarius^  a  presbyter  who  had  been  deposed,  sought  pro- 
tection in  Rome  (a.d.  418),  they  interdicted,  on  pain  of  excommunica^ 
tion,  every  appeal  "  ad  transmarina  judicia."  They  also  refused  to 
acknowledge  the  validity  of  the  decree  of  the  Council  of  Sardica,  even 
when  Pope  Zosimus  pretended  it  had  come  from  the  Council  of  Nice. 
—  In  A.  D.  590-604,  Gregory  the  Great  still  admitted  that  the 
Patriarchs  of  Alexandria  and  Antioch  occupied  the  same  rank  with 
himself,  and  that  even  the  other  bishops  were  subject  to  his  jurisdiction 
only  in  case  of  an  accusation  preferred,  but  that  in  other  respects  their 
office  waM  the  same  as  his.  That  prelate  also  refused  the  proud  title 
of  "  episcopus  universalis,"  which  Johannes  Jejunaior,  Patriarch  of 
Constantinople,  had  shortly  before  assumed  (a.d.  587),  and  in  token 
of  humility  called  himself  "servus  servorum  Dei."  But  the  protest  of 
Rome  against  the  assumption  of  the  see  of  Constantinople  remained 
Dnheeded,  till  the  usurper  and  murderer  Phocas  interdicted  the  use  of 
this  appellation  to  his  patriarch,  and  acknowledged  the  see  of  Peter  as 
the  "caput  omnium  eccU'siarum"  (a.  d.  606). — The  firm  and  energetic 
bearing  of  R4^»me  during  the  Monothelete  controversy  (J  52,  8)  secured' 
for  it.  another  brilliant  triumph.  The  sixth  cecum.  Council  of  Con- 
ttnnfintfple  condescended,  in  680,  to  make  to  the  Pope  a  humblo  report 
9f  its  proceedings,  and  to  request  his  confirmation  of  them.  However, 
the  8Ero5D  Trullan  Council,  a.d.  692  (J  63,  3),  amply  made  up  for 
tills  by  a  sweeping  condemnation  of  the  decrees  of  Rome,  thereby  lay- 
ing \Jtie  foundation  fot  the  later  schism  between  the  East  and  the  West 
15 
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III  THEOLOGICAL  SCIENCE  AND  LITERATURE. 

{  47.  THEOLOGICAL  SCHOOLS  AND  TENDENCIES. 

The  ancieDt  Oharch  attained  its  highest  stage  of  literary  emi* 
nence  during  the  fourth  and  fifth  centuries.  As  the  nambtr  of 
seminaries  of  theological  learning  was  very  small  (§  45,  1),  most 
of  the  great  theologians  of  that  period  were  self-taught.  But 
the  fewer  the  outward  means,  opportunities,  and  sdmuH  for  call- 
ing forth  and  developing  the  mental  activity,  the  greater  must 
have  been  the  intellectual  resources  of  that  period,  and  the 
stronger  its  general  impetus  towards  such  cultute.  These  schools 
still,  however  few,  served  as  points  whence  a  more  scientific  theo- 
logy issued,  and  where  it  found  a  rallying-place.  Their  extinc- 
tion marks  the  general  decadence  of  scientific  studies  and  of 
original  investigation.  Probably  the  middle  of  the  fifth  centurj 
—  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  a.  d.  451  —  formed  the  turning- 
point.  After  that  period,  science,  and  in  general  every  ecclesi- 
astical movement,  stagnated  or  declined. — The  theological  direc- 
tions prevalent  at  the  time  may  be  distinguished  as  those  of 
Iraditionalism  and  of  free  scientific  inquiry.  The  collisions 
between  them  gave  rise  to  the  various  dogmatic  discussions  of 
that  period.  The  former  of  these  parties  defended  the  results 
of  the  development  of  doctrine  already  achieved,  as  being  esta- 
blished and  sanctioned  by  tradition,  and  even  sought  conclusively 
to  settle,  in  the  same  manner,  the  doctrinal  questions  whirh 
arose  in  the  progress  of  subjective  development.  The  latter  of 
these  schools  represented  the  cause  of  the  freedom  of  Christian 
intellect,  and  resisted  every  attempt  at  narrowing  the  province 
of  free  inquiry.  The  first  had  its  most  numerous  adherents 
among  the  Latins  of  Italy  and  North  Africa ;  the  second,  among 
the  Grecians  of  the  East  and  of  Egypt.  But  this  division  was 
not  by  any  means  complete,  nor  was  the  distinction  perfectly 
marked  and  established.  From  the  lively  intercourse  subsisting 
between  different  parts  of  the  empire,  the  germs  of  traditionalism 
were  carried  to  the  East  (and  especially  to  Egypt),  while  thooe 
of  scientific  and  philosophical  inquiry  were  also  brought  to  the 
West;  and  this  interchange  and  admixture  gave  rise  to  various 
intermediate  views. — Bu*^^  after  the  middle  of  the  fifth  century  the 
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spirit  of  free  scientific  inquiry  gradually  disappeared  in  the  East 
em  as  in  the  Western  Church,  and  a  traditionalism,  which  became 
more  and  more  ossified,  attained  supreme  and  unlimited  sway. 
Political  troubles,  hierarchical  aggressions,  a  narrow-minded 
monasticism,  and  the  spread  of  barbarism,  arrested  every  liberal 
or  scientific  movement.  In  place  of  the  youthful  vigour  of  inde- 
pendent inquiry,  we  find  the  industry  of  mere  compilers,  or  labo- 
rious but  vain  attempts  to  appropriate  the  intellectual  products 
of  centuries  gone  by.  Such  was  now  the  authority  of  the  older 
Fathers,  and  so  binding,  in  common  esteem,  were  their  dicta, 
that  the  discussions  in  councils  were  Umost  entirely  carried  on 
by  citations  from  those  Fathers  whose  orthodoxy  was  ac- 
knowledged. 

1.  The  School  of  Aniioch  may  be  regarded  as  representing  liberal 
and  scientific  investigations  (J  39,  6).     At  first,  following  in  the  wake 
of  the  inquiries  and  general  principles  of  Origen,  it  became,  in  the 
eourse  of  its  development,  independent  of,  and  indeed  frequently  di- 
verged from,  that  great  teacher.     More  especially  did  it  substitute  a 
iiethod  of  grammatical  and  historical  exegesis  for  the  allegorical  inter- 
pretations of  the  Origenists,  and  calm,  sober  reflection  in  place  of  their 
extravagant  speculations.    It  endeavoured  to  ascertain  the  plain  mean 
ing  of  the  Scriptures,  and  to  derive  from  them  a  purely  Biblical  theo- 
logy.    Thoroughly  opposed   to   all  mysticism,  these  divines  viewed 
Christianity  in  its  intellectual  and  rational  aspect ;  and,  by  a  process 
of  clear  and  logical  thinking,  sought  to  deduce  its  dogmas.     Hence 
they  attempted  carefully  to  distinguish  between  the  Divine  and  the 
human  in  Christ  and  in  Christianity,  to  view  each  of  these  elements 
separately,  and  to  secure  its  right  place  especially  for  the  human  ele- 
ment.  But  in  this  they  frequently  strayed  into  rationalistic  sentiments. 
Still  the  school  impressed  its  stamp  on  the  East  properly  so  called.   Ita 
most  celebrated   representatives  were  Diodorus  of  Tarsus,  and  his 
pupils,  the  three  great  Antiochians  (as  they  are  called) :  Theodorus, 
John  Chrysostom,  and  Theodoret.  —  Diodorus  was  first  a  monk  and 
presbyter  at  Antioch,  afterwards  Bishop  of  Tarsus  in  Cilicia  (oh.  394). 
In  consequence  of  a  later  condemnation  of  the  Church  (§  52,  6),  his 
numerous  writings  were  suppressed.    He  gave  to  the  school  its  peculiar 
dogmatic  character. — Theodorus,  Bishop  of  Mopsuestia  in  Cilicia  (oh, 
429),  was  a  friend  and  fellow-student  of  Chrysostom.     The  ban  of  the 
fifth  oecumenical  Council  of  Constantinople  attached  also  to  his  writLn«j;9 
and  teaching.     At  a  later  period,  the  Syrian  Church  honoured  him 
with  the  designation  of  **  Interpres"     He  was  considered  one  of  the 
deepest  thinkers  of  the  age. — John  of  Antioch,  whose  name  was  after- 
wards almost  forgotten  in  the  title  of  Chrysostom,  by  which  he  was 
designated.  His  pious  mother  Anthusa,  who  had  early  become  a  widow. 
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oestowed  great  care  on  his  edocation.  He  attended  the  rhetorical 
jchool  of  Libanius,  and  practised  at  Antioch  with  great  success  as  ac 
Hdvocate.  But  af\er  his  baptism  be  gave  up  this  profession,  becam4 
4he  pupil  of  DiodoruSf  and  a  monk  and  presbyter  in  his  native  citj. 
Ultimately,  his  brilliant  eloquence  procured  for  him  the  patriarchai 
see  of  Constantinople  (a,  d.  397),  On  his  activity  there,  comp.  i  51,  3 
lie  died  in  exile,  a.  d.  407.  Along  with  Athanasius  and  the  thrc% 
Gappadocians  ({  75),  he  may  be  ranked  as  the  most  eminent  of  the 
Qreek  Fathers  (Ed.  of  his  works  by  M.  Montfaucon.  Par,  1713.  13 
VoU.  fol.). — Theoooret,  Bishop  of  Cyros  in  Syria,  was  a  pupil  of  The- 
odorus  (o6.  457).  He  was  the  most  learned  and  fertile  writer  of  his 
age  —  a  profound  thinker,  alid  a  diligent  pastor,  a  man  of  straightfor- 
ward and  noble  character,  and  one  who  could  avoid  the  extreme  views 
of  his  cotemporaries  (2  52,  3,  4).  Still,  during  the  imperial  attempts 
at  bringing  about  a  union,  he  was  branded  as  a  heretic  ({  52,  6).  Best 
ed.  of  his  works  by  J.  Sirmond  et  J.  Gamier.  Par.  1642 ;  and  by  J.  L. 
Schulze.  Halle  17G9. 

2.  The  theology  of  the  naiwnal.  East  Syrian  Church,  which  had  for 
its  seminary  the  theological  school  of  Edessa  (J  39,  6),  was  still  more 
bound  by  tradition,  than  that  of  the  Antioch  (Greek)  Syrian  Church. 
There  the  oriental  spirit  reigned  still  more  absolutely,  showing  itself  in 
%  play  of  fancy  with  excessive  pathos  and  exuberant  imagery,  a  leaning 
to  theosophy,  mysticism  and  asceticism,  fertility  in  hymnology,  addi- 
tions to  the  liturgy,  the  service  of  the  Church,  and  constitution,  com- 
bined with  doctrinal  stability.  In  exegesis  it  adopted,  like  that  of 
Antioch,  the  opposite  of  Origen's  allegorical  arbitrariness,  but  was 
not  scientific  and  critical,  but  rather  purely  practical  and  mystical ; 
hence  the  errors  of  Origen's  school  were  rationalizing,  those  of  the 
school  of  Edessa  anthropomorphistic,  as  in  the  case  of  the  Audians 
(J  62).  But  their  local  proximity,  and  the  active  intercourse  between 
the  teachers  and  pupils  of  both  schools,  resulted  in  a  greater  agreement 
between  them.  In  the  christological  controversies,  especially,  the 
school  at  Edessa,  and  its  daughter  at  Nisibis,  attached  themselves 
closely  to  the  interests  and  doctrines  of  the  school  at  Antioch  (J  52,  3). 
The  most  renowned  teachers  of  the  East  Svrian  Church  were : 

(1.)  Jambs  of  Nisibis  (oh.  circa  350),  founder  of  the  school  there, 
champion  against  the  Arian  heresy,  distinguished  by  zeal  in  performing 
his  duties  as  a  bishop,  and  one  of  the  most  revered  fathers  of  the 
Syrian  Church. 

(2.)  EpuRArM  Strus,  deacon,  and  second  founder  of  the  theological 
school  at  Edessa  (350),  the  most  celebrated  poet,  cxegete,  and  preacher 
of  the  national  Syrian  Church  (prophefa  Sj/rornm),  was  a  zealous 
adherent  of  Nicene  orthodoxy,  and  in  old  age  made  (372)  a  journey 
to  Cappadocia,  to  become  acquainted  with  Basil. 

(3.)  Ibas  of  Edkssa  (ob,  circa  470)  teacher,  then  bisiiop  at  Edessa, 
tran»Utor  of  the  writings  of  Diodoms  and  Theodorus.    Like  them  h« 
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was  accused  of  Nestorianism,  and  acquitted  at  Chalcedou  (451 ),  but 
pronounced  a  heretic  at  Constantinople  (553). —  (Cf.  J  52,  4,  G.) 

3.  After  the  discussion  between  Dionysius  of  Alexandria  and  hig 
namesake  of  Home  (§  40,  5),  the  ilieoloriy  of  Alexandria  had  assumed 
a  twofold  type.  The  Old  School  remained  faithful  to  the  views  of 
Origen.  and  generally  assumed  a  position  anta^ronistic  to  the  theology 
and  tradition  of  the  West,  asserting  the  right  of  free  and  unrestricted 
investigation.  While  revering  the  memory  of  Origen,  the  representa- 
tives of  that  school  discarded  most  of  his  extravagant  speculations. 
The  best  known  theologian  of  that  party  waa  FJusebius  of  Co'sarea  (ob, 
ZZ9)  the  historian.  He  was  on  terms  of  intimate  friendship  with 
Pamphilus  the  confessor,  whom  he  called  father,  and  whose  admiration 
of  Origen  he  shared.  He  also  enjoyed  the  fullest  confidence  of  Con- 
stantine  the  Great,  who  furthered  his  historical  studies  by  giving  him 
access  to  all  the  archives  of  the  empire.  His  learning  was  extensive, 
and  his  diligence  untiring ;  but  he  was  not  profound,  and  lacked  specu- 
lative talent  and  doctrinal  consistency.  All  the  more  credit  is,  there- 
fore, due  to  his  comprehensive  and  laborious  historical  investigations. 
He  and  most  of  his  friends  were  scmi-Arians.  The  school  became 
extinct  during  the  latter  half  of  the  fourth  century.  Since  that  time, 
enthusiastic  admirers  of  Origen  have  not,  indeed,  been  wanting;  but 
their  influence  on  the  development  of  the  Church  has  been  small, 
and  the  suspicion  of  heterodoxy  has  always  attached  to  them  (comp. 
I  52,  6).' 

4.  It  was  otherwise  with  the  New  Alexandrian  School,  whose  influ- 
ence became,  after  the  fourth  century,  co-extensive  with  that  of  Alex- 
andrian culture  generally.  This  party  also  (at  least  the  earlier  repre- 
sentatives) sincerely  respected  the  memory  of  Origen.  and  in  their 
speculative  treatment  of  Christian  doctrine  followed  in  his  footsteps. 
But  they  disowned  his  unbiblical  errors,  and  consistentlv  carried  out 
what  was  sound  in  his  teaching.  More  especially  did  this  school,  by 
firm  adherence  to  the  doctrine  of  the  eternal  generation  of  the  Son, 
keep  clear  of  all  sithordinatianism ,  and  thus  draw  more  closely  to  the 
divines  of  the  Western  Church  (§  40,  6).  A  predilection  for  what  in 
Christianity  was  mysterious,  and  a  dislike  of  the  intellectual  tendency 
in  theology,  were  the  characteristics  of  the  school  of  Alexandria  as 
contrasted  with  that  of  Aniioch.  It  regarded  the  union  of  the  Divine 
and  the  human  in  Christ  and  in  Christianity  as  a  glorious  mystery, 
which  it  was  impossible  to  analyze  or  explain.  But  it  lost  sight  of  the 
human  aspect  of  these  realities,  or  rather  merged  the  human  in  the 
Divine.  While  energetically  maintaining  the  intimate  connection  of 
these  two  elements,  it  lost  sight  of  their  diversity,  and  fell  into  an 
error  the  opposite  from  that  to'vards  which  the  school  of  Aritiocb 
verged.  Its  leading  and  most  orthodox  representatives  were  Athana-sius, 
the  lluree  ^oat  Cajpadocians   {Basilius  and  the  two  Gregoiys)  and 
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Didymus  the  Blind.  The  leayen  of  error  in  the  New  Alexandrian 
School  '^npeared  for  the  first  time  in  CyriV  of  Alexandria,  although 
that  F'j'her  was  still  regarded  as  orthodox.  After  that  period  the 
school  rapidly  declined.  The  tendency  of  the  teaching  of  Synesivs  waa 
philosophical  rather  than  theological.  Almost  his  counterpart  waa 
EpiphaniuSy  whose  glowing  zeal  for  traditionary  orthodoxy  inclined 
him  towards  the  New  Alexandrian  School,  although  he  had  not  the 
least  sympathy  with  its  speculative  tendencies. 

(1 .)  Probably  the  most  prominent  ecclesiastical  personage  in  the  fourth 
century  was  Athanasius,  whom  his  successors,  in  acknowledgment  of 
his  merits,  have  called  *'  Pater  orthodoxice."  He  was  every  inch  a 
Church-Father,  and  his  history  is  at  the  same  time  that  of  the  Church 
of  his  day  (comp.  J  50).  His  was  a  life  of  heroism  in  the  midst  of 
oontests,  of  faithfulness,  of  power  and  wisdom  in  construction ;  nor  waa 
he  less  great  when  defeated  than  when  successful;  rich  and  varied 
talents,  energy,  determination,  earnestness  and  gentleness,  extensive 
learning  and  humble  faith,  were  beautifully  blended  in  him.  In  319 
he  became  a  deacdn  in  Alexandria.  Alexander,  the  bishop  of  that  see, 
perceiving  his  talents,  took  him  to  the  Council  of  Nice  (325),  where  he 
first  engaged  in  that  great  contest  to  which  his  life  was  devoted.  Soon 
afterwards,  when  Alexander  died,  Athanasius  was  chosen  his  sue- 
cesser  (328).  He  held  the  episcopal  office  for  forty-five  years:  during 
that  period  he  was  ten  times  banished,  and  passed  twenty  years  in 
exile,  chiefly  in  the  West  (ob.  373).  His  writings  are  mainly  directed 
against  Arianism.    (His  works  edited  by  Montfaucon,  Par.  1698,  3  vols.) 

(2.)  Basil  the  Great,  Bishop  of  Cflesarea  in  Cappadocia — his 
native  city  —  was  truly  a  "  royal**  personage  in  history  (ob.  379).  His 
mother  Emmeliay  and  his  grandmother  Macrina,  early  planted  the  seeds 
of  piety  in  his  breast.  When  studying  at  Athens  he  entered  into  close 
friendship  with  his  like-minded  countryman,  Gregory  of  Nazianzns. 
This  connection,  based  upon  attachment  to  the  Church  and  to  science 
•^ which  afterwards  also  embraced  Gregory,  Bishop  of  Kyssa,  the 
brother  of  Basil  —  lasted  through  life.  Having  spent  a  considerable 
period  in  ascetic  retirement,  and  distributed  his  property  among  the 
poor,  Basil  first  became  presbyter  and  then  bishop.  His  life  was  that 
uf  a  faith  which  overcomes  the  world,  of  self-denying  love,  of  high  aims, 
and  of  royal  dignity.  By  the  power  of  his  spirit  he  kept  together  the 
Catholic  Church  of  the  East  during  the  frightful  persecutions  inflicted 
by  Valens,  the  Arian.  Perhaps  his  best  monument  was  the  foundation 
of  a  great  hospital  at  Coesarea,  to  which  he  devoted  the  rich  revenues 
of  his  see,  living  himself  in  poverty.  His  writings  also  entitle  Basil 
to  a  distinguished  place  among  the  Fathers.  His  365  letters  are  a 
faithful  reflex  both  of  his  own  mind  and  of  those  stormy  times. — (Comp. 
W.  Close  J  Bas.  d.  Gr.  nach  Leben  u.  Lehre  (Basil  the  Gr.,  his  Life  and 
Teaching).  Strals.  1835.  —  Bbhringer^  Kirchengesch.  in  Biogr.,  vol.  I. 
2  (his  writings,  edited  by  /.  Gamier  and  P.  Maranus,  Par,  1721.  3 
Voll.  fol.) 
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(3).  Gkeookt  op  Nazianzus  was  bom  at  Arianzus  about  the  yeai 
328.  Gregory,  his  father,  who  had  been  a  Ilypsistarian,  was  converted 
through  bis  pious  wife  Nonria,  and  became  Bishop  of  Nazianzus. 
Or^ory  the  Younger  became  the  assistant  and,  though  against  his 
will,  the  successor  of  his  father.  From  his  see  he  first  retired  into  the 
wilderness,  then  became  bishop  of  the  small  community  at  Constanti- 
nople which  had  remained  faithful  to  the  Nicene  creed  (the  church  of 
Anastasia,  where  he  delivered  the  celebrated  orations  which  procured 
for  him  the  designation  of  o  ^foXo/o;),  and  was  nominated  Patriarch  by 
T%eodosiy8  the  Oreat  in  380.  Driven  the  year  following  from  that  post 
through  the  envy  of  his  enemies,  he  returned  to  Nazianzus,  where  he 
died  in  391. —  (Comp.  C.  Ullmann,  Greg,  of  Naz.  the  Theol.  Darmst. 
1825,  and  Bdhringer  ut  supra  I.  2  (best  ed.  of  his  writings  by  D. 
CUmencei,  Par.  1788.  2  Voll.  fol.). 

(4.)  Gregory  op  Nyssa,  the  younger  brother  of  Basil.  He  excelled 
his  two  friends  in  philosophic  acumen  and  scientific  acquirements. 
His  theological  views  were  more  closely  connected  with  those  of  Origen 
than  theirs,  but  he  was  equally  zealous  in  opposing  Arianism.  Both 
among  his  cotemporaries  and  with  posterity  his  fame  has  scarcely  been 
less  than  that  of  his  friends. — (J,  Rnpp,  Greg.  v.  Nyssa,  Leben  u.  Mein- 
ungen  (Greg,  of  Nyssa,  his  Life  and  Opinions). — Leipz.  1834  {best  ed. 
of  his  writings  by  Fronton  le  Due, — Par.  1615. — 2  Voll.  fol.). 

(5.)  Though  DiDYHUs  the  Blind  had  lost  his  sight  when  only  four 
years  old,  he  acquired  very  extensive  learning.  lie  acted  as  catechist 
in  Alexandria,  where  he  died  about  the  year  395.  lie  wrote  many 
works,  of  which,  however,  only  few  have  been  preserved.  An  enthusi- 
astical  admirer  of  Origen,  he  shared  some  of  the  extravagant  views  of 
that  Father ;  but  in  consequence  of  the  discussions  of  that  period  his 
theology  gradually  came  to  be  more  in  accordance  with  that  of  th^ 
Catholic  Church. 

(6.)  Synesids,  Bishop  of  Ptolemais  in  Egypt,  was  a  pupil  of  the 
celebrated  Uypalia  (comp  |42,3),  and  an  enthusiastic  disciple  of  Plato 
(c*6.  about  430).  Happy  as  husband  and  father,  wealthy,  and  devoted 
to  the  study  of  philosophy,  he  felt  considerable  difficulty  in  accepting  a 
see.  He  openly  confessed  his  heterodoxy  in  respect  of  the  doctrine  of 
the  resurrection,  and  stated  his  determination  to  continue  in  the  married 
relation  even  after  his  consecration.  In  the  discharge  of  his  office  he 
was  equally  distinguished  by  zeal  and  by  undaunted  courage.  He 
composed  several  hymns  and  philosophical  tractates.  (His  works 
edited  by  Petavius. — Par.  1612.  fol.). 

(7.)  Epiplanids,  Bishop  of  Salamis  in  Cyprus,  was  born  in  Palestine 
of  Jewish  parents,  and  trained  by  S.  Hilarion  and  his  monks  (oh,  403), 
As  bishop  he  was  a  pattern  of  faithfulness  and  devotedness,  being 
•pecially  distinguished  for  his  self-denying  care  of  the  poor.  But  the 
main  characteristic,  both  of  his  inner  and  outer  life,  was  zeal  for  eccle- 
siastical orthodox^.     He  was  honest,  truthful,  and  kindly,  but  somtr 
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what  Qarrow-minded,  without  much  breudth  of  culture  or  knowledgt 
of  the  world,  incapable  of  taking  a  comprebensiYe  yiew  of  matters, 
stubborn  and  very  credulous,  though  at  the  same  time  learned,  diligent, 
and  not  without  talent  or  acuteness.  His  monkish  teachers  had  filled 
his  mind  with  a  perfect  horror  of  heretics,  and  he  firmly  believed  that 
Origenism  was  the  source  of  the  Arian,  and  indeed  of  all  other  heresies. 
Comp.  {  51.  (His  works  edited  by  D,  Petavins,  Par.  1622.  2  Voll.  fol.). 
(8.)  Ctrillus,  Patriarch  of  Alexandria,  the  nephew,  pupil,  and  suc- 
cessor of  Theophilua.  The  bigoted  and  violent  measures  adopted  by 
Theophilus  were  not  without  their  influence  in  forming  the  character 
of  this  Father.  As  to  his  life  and  labours  comp.  {  52,  3.  (His  workii 
edited  by  J.  Auhtrius.     Par.  1638.    6  Voll.  fol.). 

5.  The  Wesieiit  Church  insisted  on  the  necessity  of  carrying  Chris- 
tianity into  every  relationship  of  life,  of  fully  developing  its  dogmas, 
and  of  distinctly  expressing  and  guarding  them  against  all  innovations. 
Hence  it  became  the  great  focus  of  traditionalism.  But  as  yet  the 
connection  between  the  East  and  the  West  was  so  close,  that  many  of 
the  views  broached  in  the  East  found  at  least  partial  reception  in  the 
West  also,  and  led  to  many  discussions.  We  have,  therefore,  to  dis- 
tinguish four  directions,  which,  however,  frequently  coalesced.  The 
genuine  IxUin  School,  following  in  the  wake  of  TertuUian  and  Cyprian, 
embodied  the  theology  of  the  West  in  its  most  distinctive  features. 
Among  the  representatives  of  that  party  we  reckon  Ambrose,  Augustine, 
and  J^eo  I.  At  first  it  joined  the  New  Alexandrian  School  in  its  oppo- 
sition to  the  semi-Arian  followers  of  Origen,  and  the  Nestorian  lean- 
ings of  the  theologians  of  Antioch.  But  when,  by  their  one-sided 
views,  the  Alexandrians  themselves  verged  towards  heresy,  the  Western 
School  declared,  with  equal  decision,  in  favour  of  that  aspect  of  the 
truth  which  the  School  of  Antioch  represented.  Another  party  in  the 
West  owned  to  a  certain  extent  the  influence  of  Origen,  without,  how- 
ever, giving  up  the  distinctive  theological  characteristics  of  the  West, 
Among  these  divines  we  name  Hilary,  Jerome,  and  Rujinus.  The 
practical  and  merely  intellectual  tendency  of  the  West,  which  was 
wanting  in  spiritual  depth,  gave  rise  to  Pelagianism,  a  heresy  first 
broached  by  Pclagius,  a  British  monk  (comp.  J  53, 3).  Lastly,  a  fourth 
party,  the  Masnilian  (or  semi-Pelagian)  theologians,  sought  to  leaven 
the  theology  of  the  West  with  ideas  derived  from  the  School  of  Antioch. 
This  school  was  founded  by  John  Cassianus  (comp.  {  85,  5). 

(1.)  Ambrose,  Bishop  of  Milan  (oh.  397),  was  Governor  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Milan,  and  had  not  been  baptized  when  the  voice  of  a  child 
designated  him  as  bishop.  In  vain  he  resisted  the  ofler.  He  was 
baptized,  distributed  his  property  among  the  poor,  and  eight  days 
afterwards  occupied  the  episcopal  see.  The  duties  of  his  ne^  ofiice  he 
discharged  with  a  zeal  truly  apostolic.  He  proved  a  father  of  the  poor, 
the  protector  of  those  who  were  oppressed,  an  unwearied  pastor,  and  a 
p  }werful  opponent  both  of  heresy  and  of  heatheni  im.     The  eloquenof 
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Thich  formerly  he  had  displayed  in  the  forum,  became  more  brilliant 
when  employed  in  the  service  of  Christ.  To  redeem  captives  he  would 
even  part  with  the  sacred  vessels  of  his  church.  To  affability  and 
gentleness  he  joined  a  firmness  which  neither  the  fear  of  men  nor 
threats  and  dangers  could  shake.  Theodosivs  the  Great  venerated  him 
as  a  father,  and  openly  declared  that  he  was  the  only  bishop  who 
deserved  that  title.  His  claim  to  such  an  acknowledgment  he  proved 
in  a  conflict  with  this  emperor,  in  which  it  were  difficult  to  say  whether 
biahop  or  emperor  deserved  greater  admiration.  When,  in  a  fit  of 
passion,  Theodosius  had  committed  great  cruelties  among  the  rebellious 
Thesealonians,  the  bishop  publicly  refused  to  admit  him  to  the  altar 
till  he  had  done  public  penance.  Ambrose  was  a  zealous  advocate  of 
Monasticism,  and  in  his  sermons  extolled  the  merits  of  virginity  so 
much  that  many  mothers  prohibited  their  daughters  from  attending 
his  church. — (Comp.  Bdhringer,  I.  3. — Rudtlbach,  chr.  Biogr,  1.  2  (best 
ed.  of  his  works  by  N,  le  Nourry  and  /.  du  Fruche.  Par.  1686.  2 
volfl.  fol.) 

(2.)  AuRKLius  AuousTixE  was  born  at  Tagaste  in  Numidia.  Ilie 
pious  mother,  Monica,  had  early  led  him  to  Christ,  but  during  the  time 
he  studied  at  Carthage  he  lapsed  into  sensuality  and  worldliness.  Thu 
Hortensius  of  Cicero  again  awakened  in  him  a  longing  for  something 
higher  and  better  than  pleasure.  We  next  find  him  professing  rhetoric 
at  Carthage,  at  Rome,  and  at  Milan,  when  ambition,  worldliness, 
doubts,  and  higher  aspirations  led  him  in  turn  to  oscillate  between  the 
world  and  religion.  During  the  next  nine  years  ho  held  Manichtean 
views.  Finding  himself  grievously  deceived  in  that  sect,  he  would 
have  wholly  given  himself  up  to  the  world,  if  he  had  not  for  a  time 
been  kept  back  through  the  influence  of  Platoniam.  But  philosophy 
could  not  give  peace  to  his  soul.  At  last,  the  sermons  of  Ambrose 
(who  had  comfi)rted  Monica  with  the  assurance  that  a  sou  of  so  many 
prayers  and  tears  could  not  be  lost)  became  the  means  of  directing 
him  to  the  truth,  which  the  Spirit  of  God  applied  to  his  heart  and  con- 
science. Ambrose  administered  baptism  to  him  in  387.  Immediately 
afterwards  Augustine  gave  up  his  employment  as  rhetorician,  returned 
to  Africa,  became  first  a  presbyter,  and  in  396  Bishop  of  Hippo  Regius 
in  Numidia,  where  he  died  in  430.  Augustine  was  the  greatest  and 
most  influential  among  the  Fathers.  lie  combined  in  a  rare  degree 
acuteness  with  breadth  of  mind,  clearness  and  depth  wHh  dialectic 
versatility,  Christian  experience  with  simplicity  of  faith,  and  strength 
of  mind  with  energy  of  will.  His  writings  bear  upon  almost  all  the 
departments  of  theology,  and  may  be  characterized  as  forming  an  era 
in  theological  literature.  This  remark  applies  especially  to  his  eluci- 
dation of  the  doctrines  of  the  Trinity  (comp.  J  50,  6),  and  of  those  of 
0in  and  grace  (comp.  {  53).  In  his  "  Confer jiones"  he  lays  before  the 
Lord  the  whole  of  his  past  life,  indicating  in  a  spirit  rf  deepest  luunility, 
and  of  holy,  prayerfil  solemnity,  both  its  errors  and  His  grnuiouB 
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leadings;  in  his  "Betrtictiones"  he  displayed  Uie  same  conscientious- 
ness in  regard  to  his  writings. — (Coup.  Bbhringer^  1. 3. — C.  Binefemann, 
S.  Augustine,  3  vols.  Borl.  1844.  69. — K,  Braune,  Monica  and  Augus- 
tine. Grim.  1846  (his  works  ed.  bj  Th,  Bamplin  el  P,  Constant.  Par. 
1679.  11  Voll.  fol.,  and  frequently  since). 

(3.)  Leo  I.,  the  Great,  Bishop  of  Rome,  440-461.  Even  when  a 
deacon  he  was  the  most  prominent  person  in  Rome.  Elevated  to  the 
see  of  the  capital,  he  found  a  fitting  sphere  for  the  exercise  of  talents 
of  a  peculiarly  high  order.  From  the  energy  and  consistency  with 
which  he  advocated  the  idea  of  the  primacy  of  Rome,  he  may  be  re- 
garded as  really  the  founder  of  its  spiritual  supremacy  (comp.  {  46,  3). 
With  vigorous  hand  he  guided  the  Church ;  he  introduced  reforms  or  a 
better  organization,  restored  discipline  and  order,  advocated  orthodox 
views,  refuted  heretics,  and  even  conciliated  the  barbarians  (Attila452, 
Genseric  455).  His  sermons  and  letters  have  been  preserved  (best  ed. 
by  the  brothers  Ballerinii.  Venet.  1753.  3  Voll.  fol.). — (Comp.  B6Ar- 
inger  I.  4 ;  E,  Bsrthel,  Leo's  I.  Leben  u.  Lehre.    Vol.  I.    Jen.  1843.) 

(4.)  IIiLARr,  Bishop  of  Poitiers  (ob.  368),  was  the  Athanasius  of 
the  West.  His  zealous  opposition  to  Arianism  was  punished  with  four 
years  of  exile.  After  his  return  he  undertook  a  journey  to  Italy,  in 
order,  if  possible,  to  convert  Auxentius,  Bishop  of  Milan,  the  leader  of 
the  Arians  in  Italy.  But  this  prelate  avoided  the  encounter  through 
means  of  an  imperial  ordinance,  which  enjoined  Auxentius  to  leave 
Italy.  He  was  specially  distinguished  for  the  philosophical  acumen 
with  which  he  defended  this  doctrine.  (Best  ed.  of  his  writings  by  P. 
Constant  Paris,  1693.  fol. ;  and  by  Sc.  Maffei.  Veron.  1730.  2  Voll.  fol.) 

(5.)  Jerome,  a  native  of  Stridon  in  Dalmatia  (ob.  420).  His  life  and 
laliours  were  devoted  partly  to  the  East  and  partly  to  the  West.  He 
was  the  most  learned  among  the  Fathers  of  his  time,  a  zealous  advocate 
of  monasticism,  of  asceticism,  and  work-righteousness.  His  character 
was  not  without  its  blemishes,  among  which  we  reckon  vanity,  ambi- 
tion, jealousy,  passion aten ess,  bigotry,  and  a  peculiarly  acrimonious 
mode  of  polemics.  He  resided  successively  in  Gaul,  Italy,  Syria, 
Egypt,  Constantinople,  Rome,  and  Palestine.  Damas^iSy  Bishop  of 
Rome,  honoured  him  with  his  implicit  confidence,  and  commissioned 
him  to  revise  the  "Itala**  (comp.  {  34,  3).  His  many  and  successful 
efforts  to  recruit  the  number  of  monks  and  virgins  from  among  the 
youthful  nobility  of  Rome  raised  so  many  enemies  that  he  was  at  last 
obliged  to  leave  the  city.  Ho  returned  to  the  East  in  385,  and  settled 
at  Bethlehem,  where  he  founded  a  monastery,  over  which  he  presided 
till  his  death,  with  only  an  interruption  of  two  years,  during  which  he 
had  to  withdraw  from  the  persecution  of  his  enemies.  At  one  time  he 
had  been  an  enthusiastic  admirer  of  Origen ;  but  fear  of  being  stig- 
matized as  a  heretic  afterwards  led  him  to  take  a  position  directly  anta- 
gonistic to  that  school  (comp.  {  51,  2).  His  contributions  to  exegesisi 
especially  hit  translation  of  the  Bible  —  the  Vulgate,  as  it  is  called-— 
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pvoTed  of  greatest  seryice  to  the  Church.  (Best  edition  cf  his  works 
by  D.  VaUarsi.  Veron.  1734.  11  Voll.  4.)— (Comp.  F.  Louchert  and  A. 
KnoO,  Hist  of  S.  Jerome.  Rottw.  1846.) 

(6.)  RuriNUS  of  Aquileia  (ob.  410)  had  from  his  youth  been  the  inti- 
mate friend  of  Jerome,  in  whose  vicinity  he  settled  (on  the  Mount  of 
Olives,  by  Jerusalem).  But  the  controversy  about  Origen  and  his 
writings  changed  this  friendship  into  the  bitterest  hostility  (comp.  i  51, 
2).  Rufinus  considered  it  the  mission  of  his  life  to  translate  the  wri- 
tings of  Origen,  and  of  others  of  the  Greek  Fathers,  in  order  to  make 
them  accessible  to  readers  in  the  West. 

6.  The  Theology  of  the  Sixth  and  Seventh  Centuries.  —  The  brightest 
period  of  theological  literature  had  gone  by.  Study  was  indeed  still 
earned  on,  and  the  writings  of  the  Fathers  were  assiduously  perused 
and  adapted  to  the  wants  of  the  times ;  but  we  miss  every  trace  of 
genius  or  life,  of  creative  power  or  originality.  About  the  year  550 
John  PhUopontu,  a  Monophysite  at  Alexandria,  wrote  a  commentary  on 
Aristotle,  and  applied  to  theology  the  categories  of  that  philosophy. 
Afler  that  Platonism,  which,  from  its  idealism,  had  hitherto  been  chiefly 
in  vogue  with  those  Fathers  who  cultivated  philosophical  studies,  gra- 
dually gave  place  to  the  fuller  and  more  developed  forms  of  the  Aristo- 
telian philosophy.  Already  the  theology  of  the  Greeks  assumed  the 
tjpe  of  tchoUxsticism,  But  along  with  this  tendency  a  theosophic  mys- 
ticism also  appeared,  founded  chiefly  on  spurious  writings  of  Dionysius^ 
which  embodied  the  neo-Platonic  ideas  that  had  lately  been  broached. 
The  writings  of  Mazimus,  the  confessor,  exhibit  a  mixture  of  areopogite 
mysticism  with  the  dialectics  of  Aristotle.  In  the  West,  the  troubles 
connected  with  the  breaking  up  of  the  Roman  Empire  contributed  to 
and  hastened  on  the  decay  of  theological  literature.  Still,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  sixth  century,  flourished  some  theologians  who 
recalled  better  times ;  among  them,  in  Africa,  Ftilgeniius  of  Ruspe ;  in 
Gaul,  Ccesarius  of  Aries.  In  Italy,  Botthius  and  Cassiodorvs  gained 
immortal  fame  by  cultivating  and  preserving  classical  and  patristic 
lore  at  a  time  when  it  seemed  threatened  with  complete  extinction. 
Gregory  the  Oreai  closed  the  series  of  Latin  Fathers  in  the  strict  sense 
oi  that  term. 

(1.)  The  spurious  writings  of  Dionysius  the  Areopagite  (Acts  xvii. 
M)  first  made  their  appearance  about  the  year  532,  and  among  the 
monophysite  sect  of  the  Severians.  Most  probably  the  real  author  of 
these  compositions  belonged  to  that  party,  and  lived  about  that  time 
(comp.  2  48,  5).  They  met  with  little  opposition,  and  soon  passed  as 
genuine.  (Best  ed.  by  B,  Corderius.  Antv.  1634.  2  Voll.  fol. ;  transl. 
into  German,  and  with  dissertations,  by  Engelhardt.  Sulzb.  1823.  2 
vols.) 

(2.)  Maximus  Coxfessor  was  the  most  acute  and  profound  thinker 
9f  his  time,  and  favo  "rably  distinguished  by  firmness,  adherence  to 
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his  convictions,  and  courage,  at  a  time  when  such  qualities  were  rars^ 
At  first  private  secretary  to  the  Emperor  fferaclius,  he  afterwards  be- 
came monk  and  abbot  of  a  monastery  nehr  Constantinople,  where  h# 
contended  and  suffered  for  duothelete  orthodoxy  (comp.  {  52,  8).  He 
died  in  exile  in  662.  (Best  ed.  of  his  writings  by  Fr.  OombefistHS. 
Par.  1675.  2  VoU.  fol.) 

(3.)  FuLGKNTius,  Bishop  of  Ruspe,  was  exiled  by  l^rasimund.  King 
of  the  Vandals,  on  account  of  his  zeal  for  Catholic  doctrine  (ob,  533). 
He  was  one  of  the  ablest  defenders  of  the  views  of  Augustine.  (0pp. 
ed.  J.  Simioiid.  Par.  1612.)  His  life  was  written  by  Fttlgentins  Ftr- 
randus,  his  excellent  pupil,  who  took  a  prominent  part  in  the  contro- 
versy about  *•  the  Three  Chapters"  (comp.  {  52,  6). 

(4.)  CifSAKius,  Bishop  of  Aries  (ob,  542),  was  one  of  the  most  pro- 
minent and  deserving  men  of  his  time,  and  specially  distinguished  for 
practical  usefulness  in  the  Church,  and  for  able  advocacy  of  Augus- 
tinian  views. 

(5.)  BoETHTUS  occupied  high  offices  under  Theoderic,  King  of  the 
Ostrogoths.  His  enemies  charged  him  with  treason,  in  consequence  of 
which  he  was  thrown  into  prison  and  executed  in  524.  While  in  con- 
finement, he  wrote  his  work,  **de  consolatione  philosophise,"  —  a  book 
very  popular  in  the  middle  ages,  but  which  of  late  has  given  rise  to 
doubts  whether  the  writer  had  been  a  Christian,  although  legend  has 
even  transformed  him  into  a  Christian  martyr.  The  theological  wri- 
tings attributed  to  him  are  spurious.  In  point  of  form,  his  philosophy 
agrees  with  that  of  Aristotle;  in  point  of  substance,  with  that  of 
Plato. 

(0.)  AuRELius  Cassiodorus  retired,  after  fifty  years'  public  service 
under  Odoacer  and  Theodoric,  into  the  monastery  of  Vivarium  in  Lower 
Italy,  which  he  had  founded,  and  where  he  died  in  565,  at  the  advanced 
ago  of  nearly  one  hundred  years.  To  his  conduct  in  oflice,  Italy  was 
indebted  for  the  blessings  of  an  excellent  administration;  to  his  learned 
researches  and  retirement  from  the  world  the  literary  history  of  Europe 
owes  the  preservation  of  what  of  classical  and  patristic  lore  still  re- 
mained at  the  time. 

(7.)  Gregory  I.,  the  Great,  Bishop  of  Rome,  590-614.  The  Roman 
Catholic  Church  numbers  him  (with  Ambrose,  Jerome,  and  Augustine) 
among  the  four  great  Fathers  (**doctores  ecclesiae").  Although  his 
thoological  writings  were  not  distinguished  by  great  depth  or  origin- 
ality, he  dosorves  the  appellation  of  Great  on  account  of  his  successful 
labours.  "With  a  remarkable  strength  of  purpose  he  combined  mildness 
and  gentleness,  and  with  humility  and  unfeigned  piety  a  full  conscious- 
ness of  what  became  his  position  as  the  supposed  successor  of  Peter. 
But  with  all  his  knowledge,  circumspectness,  and  liberality,  he  was 
full  of  monkish  prejudices,  and  clung  tenaciously  to  the  traditionalism 
of  the  Roman  Church  in  respect  of  forms  and  dogmas.  He  lived  in 
Uie  most  retired  and  simple  manner,  as  a  strict  ascetic,  speniing  all 
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bia  property  and  inoome  in  deeds  of  charity.  His  lot  vtbb  oast  in  troo* 
bkd  times,  when  the  throes  of  a  new  historical  period  were  felt  ovei 
Europe.  All  the  more  precious,  therefore,  was  it  that  Providence  had 
ealled  snoh  a  man  to  act  as  spiritual  father  and  guide  of  the  Western 
Church.  He  was  a  strenuous  advocate  of  monasticism  and  of  all  simi- 
lar institutions ;  nor  can  posterity  feel  otherwise  than  grateful  for  it, 
since,  at  that  troubled  period  of  transition,  monasticism  was  almost 
the  sole  depositary  and  centre  of  intellectual  culture  and  of  spiritual 
aspirations. — (Com  p.  Th,  Lau,  Gregor  d.  Gr.,  nach  s.  Leben  u.  s.  Lehre. 
Leip*.  1845 ;  O.  PfaUtr,  Greg.  d.  Gr.  u.  s.  Zeit.  Vol.  I.  Frkf.  1852. 
(0pp.  ed.  Sammarthanus.  Par.  1705.  4  Yoll.  fol.) 

> 
{48.  THEOLOGICAL  LITERATURE. 

I.  Exegetieal  Theology.  —  As  yet  the  critical  study  of  the  text  of 
Scripture  had  not  been  commenced.  Jerome  himself  was  only  a  trans- 
lator. In  regard  to  the  Old  Testament,  the  LXX.  was  considered  a 
satisCactory  version,  and  its  divergences  from  the  Hebrew  t<>xt  were  set 
down  to  Jewish  interpolations.  With  the  exception  of  Jerome,  the 
Fathers  were  entirely  ignorant  of  Hebrew.  The  alletjorical  mode  of  inter- 
tation  was  that  most  in  favour.  The  school  uf  Antioch,  however, 
adopted,  both  in  theory  and  practice,  the  historical  and  grammatical 
mode  of  interpretation.  Diodorus  of  Tarsus  disputed  the  propriety  of 
the  method  of  Origen  in  a  tractate  (T»'(  huu^o^  ^euptcH  xoi  aiJ^fiyo^ia^), 
whieh  hae  not  been  handed  down.  In  the  same  strain  wrote  his  pupil, 
Tktodonu  of  Mops,  (de  allegoria  et  historia) ;  while  Gregory  of  Nyssa 
defended  the  opposite  view  in  his  Prooem.  in  Cant.  Cant.  The  first 
attempt  at  a  work  on  Hirmexeutics  was  made  by  TycJioniuSy  a  Donatist 
(RegulsB  VII.  ad  investigandam  intelligentiam  ss.  Scr.),  which,  how- 
ever, ii  fiir  inferior  to  the  tractate  of  Augustine  on  the  same  subject, 
entitled,  "  de  doctrina  Christiana."  In  Book  I.  Augustine  gives  a  sum- 
mary of  the  *'  analogia  fidei,"  as  the  ultimate  standard  for  the  interpre- 
tation of  special  points ;  the  two  following  books  detail  the  canons  of 
interpretation  ;  while  Book  IV.  explains  how  the  truth  thus  ascertained 
was  to  be  communicated  to  the  people.  The  **  liber  formularum  spiri- 
toaiis  intelligentias,"  by  Eucherius^  a  Gaul  [ob.  450),  is  a  practical 
manual  for  allegorical  interpretation.  The  £t$ayt^  r^;  ^cuif  yp<^>^(> 
by  AdrianuSf  a  Greek,  is  a  kind  of  hermeneutical  manual.  —  For  the 
•tudy  of  the  Introduction  to  the  Scriptures,  the  Prooeniia  of  Jerome 
were  of  some  service.  T%eodorus  of  Mops,  denied  the  genuineness  of  tlie 
superscriptions  to  the  Psalms,  and  the  canonicity  of  Chronicles,  Esther, 
and  the  General  Epistles.  Junilius^  an  African,  was  the  first  (about 
560)  to  attempt  a  scientific  Introduction  to  the  study  of  the  Bible,  in  a 
work  entitled,  Libri  II.  de  partibus  div.  legis ;  the  '*  Institutio  div.  lite- 
ranim,"  by  CcuHodorut,  was  mainly  designed  for  popular  use.  —  The 
TWcura,  or  Bibl.  Geography,  of  Eusebius,  preserved  in  Latin,  as  recast 
16 
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hjJeromt  (de  situ  et  nominibus  loc.  Ilebr.),  and  the  tractate  oi  Epipha 
nius,  ftcpi  futpf»iy  xai  ota^fuav  (on  measures  and  weights),  may  be  re- 
garded as  contributions  towards  the  study  of  Biblical  Antiquitiks.-^ 
The  most  celebrated  and  fertile  among  the  allegorical  Commbntatoes 
of  the  £a8t  was  Cy^ril  of  Alexandria.  The  school  of  Aniioch,  on  the 
other  hand,  furnished  a  succession  of  able  interpreters  of  the  historical 
meaning  of  the  Scriptures.  Among  them  we  mention  Eutiaihius  of 
Antioch,  ob,  3G0  (whose  writings  have  been  lost),  Eusebiy*  of  Emisa, 
ob,  360  (writ,  lost),  Diodorus  (writ,  lost),  Tkeodorut  of  Mops,  (consider* 
able  fragm.  pre^terved),  Chrysostom  (Uomilies  and  Comment.),  and 
Theodortt,  Theodorus  referred  most  of  the  Messianic  predictions  to 
cotemporaries  of  the  prophets — to  Hezekiah,  Zenibabel,  etc. — and  pro- 
nounced the  Song  of  Songs  *'  libidinose  pro  sua  mente  et  lingua  mere- 
tricia."  The  exegesis  of  Theodoret  was  much  more  trustworthy  ;  the 
Song  of  Songs  he  regarded  as  an  allegory.  Chrysostom  combined 
with  grammatical  commentation  a  deep  practical  tendency.  The  same 
remark  applies  to  the  commentaries  of  Ephraem,  written  in  Syriac 
All  the  Western  divines  —  Hilary ^  Ambrast,  the  Ambroaiaster  (a  com- 
mentary on  the  Epistles  of  Paul  by  Hilarius,  an  unknown  writer,  which 
is  found  among  the  works  of  Ambrose),  Jerome,  sxkd  Augustine  —  more 
or  less  adopted  the  allegorical  mode  of  interpretation ;  although  Jerome^ 
on  principle,  applied  himself  also  to  grammatical  commentation.  Peia^ 
gius  was  the  only  writer  who  busied  himself  exclusively  with  the 
literal  meaning  (of  the  Epistles  of  Paul).  After  the  sixth  century, 
independent  exegetical  investigations  were  almost  entirely  given  up, 
and  theologians  contented  themselves  with  making  compilations  from 
the  commentaries  and  homilies  of  the  Fathers  (Catence)»  This  species 
of  composition  originated  in  the  East  with  i  Voropti/«  of  Gaza  (in  the  sixth 
cent.),  nxxid -vf  \th.  Aiiastasius  Sinaita  (in  tlie  seventh  cent.) ;  in  the  West, 
with  Pnmasiua  of  Adrumetum,  about  660.  Only  Gregory  the  Great 
possessed  sufficient  originality  and  confidence  in  himself  to  write  an 
original  commentary  (Expositio  in  1.  Jubum  s.  Moralium  libri  24). 

2.  Historical  Theology,  —  The  study  of  General  Church  History  was 
especially  cultivated  during  the  fourth  and  fifth  centuries  (comp.  J  4, 1). 
The  history  of  the  rise  and  of  the  various  forms  of  heresy  was  traced 
by  Epiphanius  (llaraptov  or  Kt/Jwrrov  —  i. «.,  medicine-chest — xata  oipi- 
0twv  80),  by  Theodoret  (Aiprrtxjjjxaxo/xv^'a^  iytiro/x^,  s.  hseretic.  fabulse), 
by  Leontius  of  Byzance  (about  the  year  600:  L.  de  sectis) ;  —  among 
Latin  writers,  by  Augustine  (de  haeresibus),  by  Philasirius,  ob.  397  (de 
lia&resibus),  and  by  the  author  of  the  '*  Praadestinatus"  (comp.  J  53,  5). — 
Many  biographies  of  eminent  Fathers,  dating  from  that  period,  have 
also  been  preserved.  Jerome  was  the  first  to  compose  something  like  a 
theological  literary  history  in  the  form  of  biographies  (Catalogus,  s.  de 
viris  illustr.).  This  work  was  continued  by  Gennadius  of  Massilia. 
PaUadiua  (Hist.  Lausiaca,  i. «.,  dedicated  to  Lausus),  Theodoret  (f »x»> 
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Wof  2^ro|Wo,  s.  hist  -tligiosa),  and  Rvfinus  (Hist,  eremitica  s.  VitiB  Pp./t 
collected  the  accounts  circulating  about  the  great  monastic  saints 
Bat  even  the  writings  of  Gregory  the  Great  (Dialogorum  Libri  IV.  de 
rita  et  miraculis  Pp.  Italicorum),  and  of  Gregory  of  7htir»  (Libri  VII. 
de  miraculis),  are  couched  in  the  tone  of  later  legends,  and  exhibit 
immenBe  credulity  and  love  of  the  miraculous.  The  correspondence  of 
the  Fathers,  which  in  many  instances  has  been  preserved  and  handed 
down,  is  of  great  importance  as  an  authority  on  all  subjects  connected 
with  the  history  of  their  times.  The  Cyclwt  paschalis  of  Dionysinn 
Exigaus  (comp.  {43,  3),  which  gave  rise  to  the  Mtk  Dionysiacs,  still 
in  use,  forms  an  important  contribution  to  the  science  of  Ecclesiastical 
Ckrofiology.  In  Ecclesiastical  Statistics  the  ToHoy^M^ia  x9^<f*'^''^^*V  ^^ 
Cosmojf  Indicopletistes,  a  Nestorian,  who  as  a  merchant  had  travelled  a 
good  deal  in  the  East  (about  the  year  550),  deserves  attention.  —  The 
t€a9ro6iutf}  iaro^ia  s.  Chronicon,  by  Eusebius,  in  two  books  — of  which 
the  second  was  recast  in  Latin  by  Jerome  —  was  designed  to  illustrate 
the  connection  between  Biblical  and  profane  history.  The  original  of 
^is  tractate  has  been  lost,  but  a  complete  Armenian  translation  of  it 
has  lately  been  discovered.  At  the  suggestion  of  Augustine,  Orosius, 
a  Spaniiml,  wrote  a  secular  history  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  the 
decline  of  the  Roman  Empire  was  not  attributable  to  Christianity  (Ilist. 
adv.  Pagaoos,  Libri  VII.). 

3.  Apologetics, —  The  controversial  tractate  of  Julian  (comp.  J  42,  4) 
was  answered  by  Cyril  of  Alexandria  (^po;  ra  fov  iv  a^o^  'louxuivov), 
by  Gregory  of  Nazianzus  (xoyot  otffKittvtixoi  s.  InvectivaB  in  Jul.),  and 
by  ChrysosUnn  (in  his  oration  on  S.  Babylas).  Ambrose  and  Prudentius 
the  poet  (see  below.  Note  8)  wrote  against  the  design  of  Symmachus 
(comp.  2  42,  3).  The  insinuations  of  Zosimus,  Eunapius,  and  others 
were  met  by  the  history  of  Orosius,  and  by  August ine  in  his  dogmatical 
and  apologetical  work,  **  de  civitate  Dei," —  by  far  the  ablest  apology 
put  forth  by  the  ancient  Church.  For  the  same  purpoi^e,  SalvianuSy  a 
Gaul,  composed  eight  books,  "de  gubernatione  Dei."  John  Philoponua 
replied  to  the  objections  of  Proclus  against  the  Christian  doctrine  of 
creation.  The  controversy  with  the  Jews  was  carried  on  by  Chrysostom^ 
Augustine,  and  Gregentius,  Bishop  of  Taphar  in  Arabia,  who,  in  pre- 
sence of  a  vast  concourse,  for  four  days  carried  on  a  discussion  with 
Herhan,  a  Jew.  Apologetic  works  of  a  more  general  character  were 
composed  by  Eusebius  of  CaBsarea  (the  "  Praeparatio  evangelica,"  in 
fifteen  books,  and  the  "  Demonstratio  evangelica,"  in  twenty  books), 
by  Athanasius  (two  books,  xara  *Exxi^v  —  Book  II.  bearing  also  the 
title,  ritfti  tfjs  iiaLV^pLiftr,<stu>i  rov  &tov  Aoyov),  by  Gregory  of  Nyssa  {ftpoi 
*Wxk9p^  ix  Twi  xoivwr  iwotwr),  by  Theodord  (de  curandis  Gra?C()r.  affec- 
tionibus),  and  by  Finnicns  Maternns  (de  errore  profanarum  religg.  ad 
Constantium  et  Constantinum.     Comp.  J  42,  4). 

4.  But  by  far  the  greatest  onergy,  talent,  acuteness,  and  research 
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was  displayed  in  the  Polemical  writings  of  that  {^eriod,  which  wa# 
directed  partly  against  old  and  partly  against  recent  here8ie8.~-(Oomp. 
helow,  the  histtry  of  Theol.  Coutrov.) 

5.  DogmcUies,  —  The  precedent  of  Origen  in  constmcting  a  general 
theological  system  was  not  followed.  But  theologians  addressed  thenn 
velyes  to  the  elucidation  of  Christian  doctrines  for  practical  purposes, 
dspecially  for  the  instruction  of  catechumens.  Among  such  works  we 
reckon  those  of  Cyril  of  Jtrusaleniy  ob.  386  (twenty-three  addressee  to 
catechumens,  of  which  the  last  five  treat  of  the  Christian  mysteries) : 
of  Gregory  of  Nyssa  (Oratio  catech.  magna) ;  of  Kpiphanius  (to  defend 
Catholic  truth  against  Arianism) ;  of  Augvsiine  (in  the  last  books  of 
the  '*civitas  Dei/'  in  Book  I.  de  doctrina  Christ.,  and  in  the  "enchi- 
ridium  ad  Laurentium ") :  of  Fulyentius  of  Jiujipe  (de  regala  rera 
fidei) ;  and  of  two  semi-Pelagian  writers,  Genimdiun  (de  fide  sua),  and 
Vincentius  Lirinensig,  ob,  450  (Commonitorium  pro  cath.  fidei  antiqui- 
tate  et  unirersitate,  comp.  {  53,  5).  The  tractates  written  on  special 
topics,  more  particularly  for  controversial  purposes,  greatly  contributed 
to  the  elucidation  of  certain  dogmatical  questions.  The  works  of  the 
Pseudo-Dionysius  ({  47,  6),  in  which  the  main  elements  of  Christianity 
were  represented  as  a  theosophic  and  gnostic  mysticism,  understood 
only  by  the  initiated,  acquired  a  place  of  very  great  importance.  Their 
author  distinguished  between  a  >«oXoyuft  xaxa/^oftixri^  in  which  truth 
was  presented  under  the  garb  of  a  symbol,  of  history,  or  of  the  tra- 
ditionary teaching  of  the  Church,  and  a  >coXoyia  ano^tw^,  which 
dispensed  with  such  media,  and  in  which  the  initiated  rises  by  con- 
templation or  the  ecstatic  state  to  an  immediate  view  of  things  divine. 
The  writer  also  discussed  at  considerable  length  the  different  grades 
among  heavenly  beings,  of  which  he  supposed  the  earthly  hierarchy 
was  a  type.  His  system  was  based  on  Neo-Platonism,  and  derived 
only  its  terminology  and  forms  from  the  theoh)gy  of  the  Church.  This 
mysticism  assumed  a  higher  and  decidedly  Christian  cast  in  the  hands 
0^  Maxim  us  Confessor,  who  in  numerous  writings  attempted  to  combine 
these  speculations  with  orthodox  views. 

6.  Ethics  and  Asceticism.  —  The  tractate  of  Ambrose,  "de  ofBciis 
ministrorum,"  was  specially  designed  for  the  clergy,  while  that  of 
Gregory  the  Great  (expositiones  in  1.  Jobum  s.  Moralium  LI.  24)  dis- 
cussed moral  questions  generally.  Special  tractates  were  frequently 
devoted  to  particular  topics,  especially  to  those  connected  with  asceti- 
cism. Among  them  we  instance  C%ry*o*^>m'5  four  books,  "de  Sacer- 
dotio,"  and  John  Cassian's  tractate,  "de  institutis  coenobiorum,  LI.  12," 
and  the  "Collationes  Patrum,  25*'  (comp.  {  53,  5). 

7.  Practical  Theology.  —  The  most  distinguished  preachers  of  thai 
age  were  Macarius  the  Great,  an  hermit,  ob,  390  (distinguished  for 
fervour  and  a  profound  mysticism,  in  which  he  approximated  th3  views 
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sf  Augustine),  Bcuil  the  Great,  Gregory  of  Nazianzus,  Ephrcem  (the 
Obrysostom  of  the  Syrians),  above  all,  John  Chrysostom  (the  twenty- 
•Mie  orations,  "de  statuis,"  delivered  when  the  Antiochians  had  thrown 
down  the  statue  of  Theodosius  I.,  are  specially  noteworthy), — Ambrose^ 
Augustine^  Leo  the  Great,  Ccesarius  of  Aries,  and  Gregory  the  Great, 
The  fourth  book  of  Augustiifb's  '*  doctr.  christ."  may  be  considered  as 
a  kind  of  homiletiee.  On  the  catechetical  writings,  comp.  {  59,  4 ;  on 
socles,  law,  {  43,  3. 

8.  Christian  Pbetry, — When  first  Christianity  made  its  appearance, 
the  poetic  inspiration  of  antiquity  had  already  vanished  from  among 
the  people.  But  the  Gospel  possessed  energy  sufficient  to  revive  the 
ancient  spirit.  Despite  the  decay  of  taste  and  language  at  the  time, 
it  evoked  a  new  school  of  poetry,  which  will  bear  comparison  with  * 
jlassica]  poetry  in  point  of  depth  and  ardour,  if  not  in  purity  and 
elegance  of  form.  The  Latins,  to  whom  Christianity  was  chiefly  matter 
of  experience,  of  the  heart  and  inner  life,  were  more  distinguished  in 
this  branch  than  the  Grecians,  who  regarded  the  Gospel  rather  as  an 
object  of  knowledge  and  of  speculation.  For  further  information  about 
Hymns  comp.  {  50,  2 ;  about  the  controversial  poetry  of  Arius,  {  50, 
1,  6.  The  most  celebrated  among  Greek  Christian  poets  were  Gregory 
of  Nazianzus  (especially  the  satirical  "Carmen  de  vita  sua''),  Nonnus 
of  Panopolis,  Eudocia^  the  wife  of  Theodosius  II.  (author  of  a  canto 
on  the  History  of  Jesus,  consisting  of  Homeric  verses,  and  of  poetio 
paraphrases  of  portions  of  Scripture),  and  Paulus  SiUntiarius  (author 
of  a  poetical  description  of  the  Church  of  Sophia,  built  by  Justinian  I., 
and  of  the  Ambon  of  that  church — chiefly  of  archseological  interest). 
Among  Latin  Christian  poets  we  mention  Juvencus,  a  Spaniard,  who 
flourished  about  330  (**  Ilist.  evangelica,"  in  four  books,  the  first  Chris- 
tian epos,  which  is  distinguished  for  elevation  of  sentiment,  simplicity, 
and  the  absence  of  oratorical  turgidity) ;  Pinideniius,  likewise  a  Spa- 
niard (ob.  413),  perhaps  the  ablest  among  ancient  Christian  poets  (L. 
peristephanon,  or  fourteen  hymns  in  honour  of  the  martyrs ;  Apotheosis, 
a  poem  in  honour  of  Christ's  Divine  nature ;  Ilamartigenia ;  Psycho- 
machia,  contra  Symmachum,  comp.  {  47) ;  Pavlinus,  Bishop  of  Nola  in 
Campania,  ob.  431  (thirty  poems,  of  which  fifteen  are  in  honour  of 
Felix  the  Martyr) ;  Sedulius  (Mirabilia  divina,  being  a  poetical  version 
of  Old  and  New  Testament  history,  a  "hymnus  acrostichus"  on  the 
Life  of  Jesus) ;  Prosper  Aquiianicvs  (de  libero  arbitrio  c.  ingratos,  an 
indignant  expostulation  addressed  to  those  who  despised  grace,  comp. 
i  53,  5);  AcittiSf  Bishop  of  Vienne,  ob.  523  (de  mundi  principio);  and 
Venantitis  FoHunatus,  Biehop  of  Poitiers,  who  fl(  urished  :n  the  sixth 
century  (LI.  IV.  ^e  vita  Martini,  a  description  of  a  journey  on  the 
Moselle,  etc.).  ^ 

16* 
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lY.  DOCTRINAL  CONTROVERSIES  AND  HERESIES. 

J49.  GENERAL  DEVELOPMENT  OF  DOCTRINES. 

During  the  preceding  period,  Christian  tmth  had  chieflj 
developed  subjectivelj,  and  hence  assumed  various  directions. 
But  now  the  altered  state  of  outward  affairs  pointed  out  the 
necessity,  increasingly  felt,  of  arranging  the  doctrines  which  had 
already  been  formulated,  of  combining  and  giving  them  solemn 
ecclesiastical  sanction.  The  tendency  to  scientific  development 
•  also,  which  was  inherent  in  Christianity,  increasingly  asserted  its 
power  and  influence.  Accordingly  the  different  types  of  doctrine 
were  no  longer  confined  to  particular  countries ;  through  the 
Intercourse  between  the  various  branches  of  the  Church,  opposing 
views  were  marshalled  in  hostile  array ;  the  court,  the  people, 
and  the  monks  took  part  in  these  controversies,  and  the  Church 
became  the  scene  of  violent  contests  which  endangered  its  unity 
and  purity.  These  dangers  called  for  a  combined  defence  of  the 
truth,  by  which  all  error  should  be  eliminated  as  heresy  —  a 
result  which,  through  the  presence  of  the  Spirit  with  the  Church, 
was  ultimately  always  accomplished,  though  not  without  con- 
siderable struggles. 

1.  The  Dogmatic  Controversies  of  that  period  had  their  bright  and 
their  dark  side.  Occasionally,  indeed,  truth  was  made  subservient  to 
personal  ambition  and  to  self-seeking ;  instead  of  coDtending  only  with 
spiritual  weapons,  state  interference,  court  intrigues,  and  popular  pas- 
sions were  not  unfreauently  called  into  requisition ;  in  the  ardour  for 
pure  doctrine,  holiness  of  life  was  sometimes  lost  sight  of;  differences, 
which  might  have  been  adjusted  if  the  passions  of  controversialists  had 
not  l)een  at  play,  became  grounds  of  separation ;  subordinate  points 
acquired  an  undue  importance,  etc.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  must 
be  admitted  that  the  destiny  of  Christianity,  to  become  the  religion  of 
the  whole  world,  rendered  it  necessary  that  its  dogmas  should  receive 
the  most  close,  scientific,  and  consistent  examination  ;  that,  accordingly, 
the  Church  had  to  engage  in  certain  contests  in  order  to  put  aside  all 
errors ;  that  Christianity  would  not  have  been  able  so  firmly  to  meet 
the  shock  of  barbarism,  which  it  had  soon  to  encounter  in  its  contact 
with  those  nations  which  subverted  the  Roman  Empire,  if  the  unity 
of  the  Catholic  Church  had  not  been  so  well  guarded  by  strict  defini* 
tions  of  doctrine ;  and,  lastly,  that  if  Christian  truth  had  not  been  so 
fullj  and  strictly  formulated,  the  admission  of  heathen  nations  into  the 
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(Jhurch,  and  the  partial  importation  of  their  pagan  modes  of  thinkingj 
woold  hare  become  the  source  of  much  greater  dangers  than  those 
which  were  actually  encountered. 

2.  The  Heresies  of  the  preceding  period  were,  in  great  measure^ 
Mffna-etisiic  (j  26) ;  those  of  the  period  under  review,  evolutionary^ — 
t.  €.,  in  the  development  of  Christian  doctrine,  thej  sprung  from  an 
exclusive  advocacy  and  from  exaggerated  views  of  one  particular  aspect 
of  the  truth,  which,  by  this  process,  became  changed  into  error ;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  orthodoxy  sought  to  view  truth  under  all  its  aspects, 
and  to  harmonize  its  different  hearings.  Only  echoes  of  the  syncre- 
istic  heresies  of  a  former  period  were  still  heard  (J  54).  The  revolu- 
tionary form  of  heresy  had  as  yet  appeared  only  in  isolated  instances 
({  62).  Catholic  doctrine  might  be  represented  as  an  unhealthy 
excrescence  —  either  unjustly,  in  which  case  the  Church  would  be 
interrupted  or  disturbed  in  the  exercise  of  its  proper  and  necessary 
life-functions ;  or  juitly^  but  in  such  a  manner  that,  in  the  general 
charge,  truth  was  not  properly  distinguished  from  error,  and  that, 
in  reality,  the  attempt  was  made  to  remove  the  one  along  with  the 
oUier. 

1 50.  THE  TRINITARIAN  CONTROVERSY  (318—381). 

CoMP.  J.  A,  Stark,  Versuch  e.  Gesch.  d.  Arianism.  (Hist,  of  Arian.). 
Berl.  1783.  —  Ad,  Mdhler,  Athanas.  d.  Gr.  u.  seine  Zeit.  2d  edition. 
Mayence  1844.  2  vols. — F.  Chr,  Baur,  d.  chr.  Lehre  von  d.  Dreieinigk. 
(The  Chr.  Doctr.  of  the  Trinity).  3  vols.  TUbg.  1844.  —  J,  A.  Darner, 
d.  Lehre  von  d.  Person  Christi  (Tho  Dogma  about  the  Person  of  Christ). 
2  vols.  2d  ed.  Stuttg.  1845,  etc.  —  H,  EitUr,  Gesch.  d.  chr.  Philos. 
Vol.  II. 

The  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  formed  the  subject  of  the  first — or 
Arian — controversy.  In  it  the  discussion  chiefly  turned  upon  the 
nature  and  essence  of  the  Logos,  who  in  Christ  had  become  incar- 
nate, and  about  his  relation  to  the  Father.  Since  the  contro- 
versy between  Dionysius  of  Alexandria  and  his  namesake  of 
Rome  (§  40,  6),  the  view  that  the  Son  was  of  the  same  essence 
and  equal  with  the  Father,  had  gained  adherents  in  Alexandria 
also,  and  given  rise  to  a  new  school  (§  47,  4).  But  an  appre- 
hension— excited  by  the  teaching  of  Sabellius  and  Paul  of  Samo- 
sata  (§  40,  7)  —  lest  this  doctrine  should  lead  to  Monarchianism, 
influenced  many  to  retain  the  views  known  as  Subordinatianism. 
The  School  of  Lucian,  the  Antiochian  (§  39,  6  ;  47,  1),  especi- 
ally furnished  able  opponents  to  homoousian  principles.  Origen 
had  held  these  two  apparently  antagonistic  views  i subordination 
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and  eternal  generation  from  the  substamre  of  the  Father),  comp 
5  40,  5.  But  now  they  were  no  longer  combined.  One  partj 
rejected  subordination,  maintained  the  doctrine  of  eternal  gene- 
ration, and  completed  their  system  by  admitting  the  homoousia 
of  Christ ;  another  held  subordinatian  views,  and  carried  them 
as  far  as  heteroousianism.  A  third  party — chiefly  followers  of 
Origen — attempted  to  reconcile  these  antagonisms,  by  a  sort  of 
intermediate  view,  known  under  the  term  of  ufto^wdta.  During 
the  course  of  these  controversies,  which  for  almost  a  whole  cen- 
tury agitated  the  Christian  world,  the  Divine  Personality  of  the 
Holy  Ghost  was  established  as  a  logical  and  theological  deductiou 
from  orthodox  principles.  After  many  contests,  the  homoousia 
of  the  Son  and  that  of  the  Holy  Ghost  were  ultimately  acknow- 
ledged as  the  orthodox  view  of  the  Church. 

1.  First  Victory  of  Homoousian  Principles  (318  —  325).  —  Arius,  a 
pupil  of  Lucian,  and  from  313  a  presbyter  at  Alexandria,  an  acute  but 
not  a  profound  thinker,  was,  in  318,  charged  by  two  presbyters  — 
adherents  of  Western  views — with  having  promulgated  opinions  incom- 
patible with  the  Divinity  of  the  Saviour.  Arius  had  publicly  taught 
that  the  Son  had,  before  the  commencement  of  time,  but  not  from  all 
eternity  (JJv  ori  ovx  iji*),  been  created  out  of  nothing  (xrCofia  ii  ovx  bvn^v) 
by  the  Will  of  the  Father  (^XiJ/Aart  >«w),  in  order  that  the  world  might 
be  called  into  existence  through  Ilim.  He  also  maintained  that,  as 
Christ  was  the  most  perfect  created  image  of  the  Father,  and  hod  car- 
ried into  execution  the  Divine  purpose  of  creation.  He  might  be  called 
>foj  and  9ioyo$,  though  not  in  the  proper  sense  of  these  terms.  Alex- 
ander, who  at  that  time  filled  the  see  of  Alexandria,  was  devotedly 
attached  to  the  doctrines  of  the  eternal  generation  of  the  Son,  and  of 
His  equality  with  the  Father.  He  convoked  a  synod  (321),  which  con- 
demned the  views  of  Arius,  and  deposed  him  from  his  office.  But  the 
populace,  which  looked  upon  him  as  an  ascetic,  and  many  of  the  bishops, 
who  shared  his  opinions,  took  his  part.  He  also  implored  the  protec- 
tion of  foreign  prelates, — among  them,  that  of  Eusehius  o/  Nicomedia, 
a  former  fellow-pupil,  and  of  the  induential  Eusebius  of  Ccesarea.  The 
former  of  these  prelates  pronounced  in  his  favour,  while  the  latter 
declared  his  views  at  least  harmless.  Arius  spread  his  opinions  among 
the  people  by  means  of  hymns  adapted  to  various  conditions  of  life  (t( 
millers,  sailors,  travellers,  etc.).  The  controversy  led  to  a  schism  which 
extended  wellnigh  over  the  whole  East.  In  Alexandria  passions  rar 
80  high,  that  the  heathens  made  it  the  subject  of  ridicule  on  the  stage 
Oonsiantine  the  Great  received,  with  much  displeasure,  tidings  of  thes* 
difl^iutes.  He  issued  an  order  —  of  course  without  success  —  that  such 
^  uselen  diacuesioufi"  should  be  discontinued.    But  Hositis,  Bishop  ol 
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OortUwa,  wl.o  came  to  Alexandria  as  bearer  of  this  imperial  ordinance^ 
teamedy  during  his  stay  in  that  city,  the  real  state  of  matters,  and  the 
importance  of  the  controversy.  On  his  return,  he  convinced  the  Em- 
peror that  this  was  not  a  trivial  dispute.  Constantine  now  summoned 
a  Gesesal  Council  at  Nice  (325),  which  was  attended  by  himself  and 
by  318  bishops.  The  majority  of  members,  headed  by  Etisehins  of 
CnuareOy  were  followers  of  Origen,  and  occupied  a  kind  of  intermediate 
position ;  nor  was  the  party  of  Arius,  which  was  led  by  Eusebius  of 
Kicomtdia^  inconsiderable.  The  Ilomoousians  were  in  a  decided  mino- 
rity ;  but  the  enthusiastic  eloquence  of  the  youthful  Deacon  AthanasiuBj 
whom  Alexander  had  brought  with  him,  and  the  influence  of  the  Em- 
peror, procured  them  the  victory.  The  Homoousian  formulas  (is  r^j 
o^SMLf  rw)  yrarpof,  ytrvfj^^li  oit  notvj^iii,  oftoovaioi  t^  rtatpC)  were  inserted 
into  the  Creed,  Arius  was  excommunicated,  and  his  writings  con- 
demned. Fear  of  being  deposed,  and  a  desire  for  peace,  induced  many 
to  subscribe  who  were  not  convinced.  Only  Arius  himself,  and  two 
Egyptian  bishops,  Tfieoncuf  and  Secitudus,  reftised  to  submit,  and  were 
exiled  into  lUyria.  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia  and  Tkeogjiis  of  Nice,  who 
subscribed  the  creed,  but  not  the  formula  of  condemnation,  were  also 
banished  (to  Gaul). 

2.  Victory  of  Evsebian ism  (Z2S-Z5Q).  —  The  concord  brought  about 
by  subscription  to  the  Nicene  Creed  was  neither  real  nor  lasting.  The 
remonstrances  of  Constantiay  the  sister  of  the  Emperor,  when  on  her 
death-bed,  and  the  advice  of  some  of  the  leading  prelates,  induced 
Constantine  to  revert  to  his  first  opinions  regarding  this  controversy. 
Arius  made  a  confession  of  his  faith,  couched  in  general  terms,  and 
was  recalled  from  exile  along  with  his  fellow-sufferers  (328).  Soon 
afterwards  the  Emperor  ordered  him  to  be  restored  to  his  office  (330). 
But  AfhanasiuSt  who  in  the  meantime  had  succeeded  to  the  see  of 
Alexandria  (328),  declared  himself  unable  to  comply  with  this  demand. 
The  Emperor  threatened  to  depose  the  bishop  ;  till,  in  a  personal  inter- 
view, the  latter  made  so  deep  an  impression,  that  Constantine  yielded. 
But  the  enemies  of  Athanasius,  especially  those  Meletians,  (J  38,  4)  in- 
stigated by  Eusebius  of  Nicomedia,  were  continually  representing  him 
to  the  Emperor  as  one  that  fomented  discord  and  rebellion.  Ultimately, 
a  synod  convoked- at  Tyre  (335),  and  consisting  entirely  of  Arians,  was 
charged  with  a  new  investigation  of  these  questions.  Athanasius 
appealed  against  the  sentence  of  deposition  pronounced  against  him, 
which,  however,  was  confirmed  by  another  synod,  that  met  at  Con- 
stantinople; and  the  Emperor  banished  him  to  Treves  (336).  Despite 
the  protest  of  the  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  Arius  was  now  to  have 
been  solemnly  restored  to  church-communion  in  the  capital  of  the 
empire,  when  he  suddenly  died  the  evening  before  the  day  of  his 
restoration  (at  an  age  of  upwards  of  80  years).  Soon  afterwards  Con- 
itantine  also  died ;  and  Coiisiaivtine  IL,  immediately  on  his  accession. 
restored  Athanasius,  who  was  enthusiastically  received  by  his  flock 
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But  ConsianHus  favoured  the  Arians,  and  his  sentiments  were  sharM 
bj  the  court  and  capital.     In  every  street  and  market,  in  every  shop 
and  house,  these  questions  were  now  discussed.    The  majority  of 
bishops  in  the  East,  headed  by  Eusebitis  of  Ccesarea^  in  their  desire  to 
find  an  intermediate  position,  adopted  the  expression  l^unowtvof;   the 
Arian  party  was  led  by  Eusebius  of  Nicom.,  who  since  338  was  Bishop 
of  Constantinople  (oh.  341).     Common  opposition  to  the  adherents  of 
the  Nicene  Creed  formed  a  bond  of  union  between  these  two  parties 
(the  Eusebians).   The  West  was  entirely  in  favour  of  the  Nicene  Creed. 
In  340  the  Eusebians  held  a  council  at  Antioeh,  which  sat  for  several 
days.     It  once  more  deposed  AfhauashtSt  and  in  his  room  elected  Ore- 
gorius,  a  rude  Cappadocian.     Athanasius  fled  to  Rome,  where   his 
orthodoxy  and  innocence  were  solemnly  acknowledged  by  a  council 
under  Bishop  Julius  (341).   A  new  council  in  Antforh  (341),  summoned 
to  consecrate  a  Church,  prepared  successively  four  symbols,  each  ap- 
proximating as  closely  as  possible  to  that  of  Nice,  (to  conciliate  the 
West),  but  carefully  evading  the  iftoovotoi.    To  restore  harmony.  Con- 
stantinSy  at  the  suggestion  of  Consfans,  his  brother,  convoked  a  general 
Council  at  Sai^ica  in  Illyria  (343).     But  as  the  Latins  admitted  Atha- 
nasius to  a  seat  and  vote,  without  paying  any  regard  to  his  deposition 
by  the  Council  of  Antioch,  the  Eastern  bishops  immediately  withdrew, 
and  held  a  separate  council  at  Philippopolis  in  Thracia.     In  Sardica, 
where  important  privileges  were  assigned  to  Julius^  Bishop  of  Rome 
(comp.  J  46,  2),  the  Nicene  Creed  was  confirmed,  and  Athanasius 
restored  to  his  see.     Even  before  that,  Gregorius,  who,  by  his  violence 
and  acts   of  oppression,  had   incurred   additional   unpopularity,  was 
murdered   by   the   populace  of  Alexandria.     Athanasius  was   again 
welcomed  with  enthusiasm  by  his  flock.     But  after  the  death  of  Con- 
stans  (350),   ConsianHus  once  more  favoured  the  Arian  party.     The 
latter  assembled  in  council  at  Sirmium  in  Pannonia  (351) ;  but  forbear- 
ing directly  to  attack  Athanasius  himself,  they  confined  their  opposi- 
tion, in  the  first  place,  to  a  friend  and  adherent  of  the  Bishop  of 
Alexandria.     In  his   zeal   for   Nicene  views,  Marcellus,  Bishop  of 
Anctra,  had  fallen  into  Sabellianism.     Already,  in  336,  the  Synod  of 
Constantinople  had  deposed  him,  and  deputed  Eusebius  of  Csesarea  to 
refute  his  tenets.   But  he  continued  to  enjoy  the  protection  of  the  West, 
and  of  the  Council  of  Sardica,  till  Photinus,  Bishop  of  Sirmium,  a 
pupil  of  Marcellus,  promulgated  what  undoubtedly  were  Monarchian 
views  (J!  40).     These  opinions  had  been  declared  heretical,  not  only  by 
the  Council  of  Antioch,  but  by  that  of  Milan  also  (346),  the  members 
of  which  adhered  to  the  Nicene  Creed.     Photinus  was  deposed  by  the 
Council  of  Sirmium,  and,  along  with  his,  the  tenets  of  Marcellus  were 
also  condemned.    But  even  this  did  not  satisfy  the  Eusebians.     As 
Boon  as  Constantius  had  vanquished  Magnentius,  the  usurper,  and  was 
thus  unembarrassed  in  his  actions,  he  called  two  synods  at  their 
request,  one  at  Arelate  in  Gaul  (353),  another  at  Milan  (355),  by  which 
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Ayianaaius  was  anew  condemned.  They  prevailed  on  Consiancius  to 
issue  an  ordinance,  enjoining  all  Western  bishops  to  subscribe  the 
condemnation  of  Athanasius.  Those  who  resisted  were  deposed  and 
banished  —  among  them,  Liberius,  Bishop  of  Home,  Hosius  of  Cordova^ 
HUaritis  of  Poitiers ^  Eusehius  of  Vercelli^  and  Lucifer  of  Calaris. 
Another  Cappadocian,  of  the  name  of  Georgius  —  not  less  violent  than 
his  countryman  and  predecessor  —  was  to  be  installed  by  force  as 
Bishop  of  Alexandria.  Having  calmly,  and  with  dignity,  finished  the 
celebration  of  the  worship  in  which  he  was  engaged,  Athanasius 
managed  to  escape  to  the  monks  in  the  Egyptian  desert  (356).  Thus 
victory  seemed  throughout  the  Roman  Empire  to  have  decided  in 
favour  of  Homoiousianism, 

3.  Homoiism  (357-361). — But  soon  the  Eusebians  began  to  dispute 
among  themselves.    The  extreme  party,  headed  by  Aetius,  a  deacon 
at  Antioch,  and  Eunomitis^  Bishop  of  Cyzicus,  went  so  far  as  to  main- 
t^n  that  the  Son  was  unlike  the  Father  (dvo/toto^),  from  which  the  party 
received  the  name  of  Anomoiies  or  Exitcontians,  (i|  oine  ovfwv).     The 
Homoiousians,  who  were  now  designated  as  Semi-AriaiiSf  prepared  to 
contest  this  point.     They  were  led  by  Basilius,  Bishop  of  Ancyra^  and 
eonntenanced  by  the  Emperor  Constantius.     Ultimately,  however,  the 
intrigues  of  Ursacius  and  Valens,  the  two  court  bishops,  who  at  heart 
were  Arians,  proved  successful.     With  consent  of  the  Emperor,  they 
held  a  second  council  at^  Sirmium  (357),  where  it  was  resolved  wholly 
to  discard  the  unbiblical  term  ov0u»,  which  had  been  the  cause  of  all 
th^e  dissensions,  not  to  enter  upon  any  definitions  about  the  nature  of 
God,  which  was  incomprehensible,  and  to  unite  in  simply  asserting 
that  the  Son  was  similar  to   the   Father  {ofioio^  —  hence   their  name 
HomoiiUs).    Two  of  the   exiled   bishops  —  Hosius  of    Cordova    and 
Liberius  of  Rome  —  purchased  permission  to  return  to  their  sees  by 
subscription  to  this  formula.     But  the  other  Latin  bishops,  in  a  synod 
at  Agennxim,  again  declared  their  adherence  to  the  Nicene  Creed ;  while 
the  Semi-Arians  met  at  Ancyra  under  the  presidency  of  Basilius,  and 
reaffirmed  the  Confession  of  Antioch.     The  latter,  also,  found  access 
to  the  Emperor,  who  had  their  confession  ratified  by  a  third  synod  ai 
Sirmivm  (358),  and  compelled  the  bishops  of  the  court  to  subscribe  it. 
Even  JAherius  of  Rome,  softened  by  an  exile  of  two  years'  duration, 
gave  his  signature,  and  was  allowed  to  return  to  Rome.     Thereupon, 
the  bishops  of  the  court  compromised  with  the  Semi-Arians  upon  the 
following  formula: — rov  Tiov  ofioiov  ry  Ilarpt  dvat,  xard  Havra  «!>$  ai 
myiai  ypa^ai  Xiyovatv.     The  Emperor  was  so  much  pleased  with 
this  formula,  that  he  resolved   to   have  it  sanctioned  by  a  general 
council.     To  prevent  a  combination  between   the   Ilomoiousians  and 
the  Homoousians  of  the  West,  Ursacius  and  Valens  persuaded  the 
Emperor  to  summon  two  councils  instead  of  one,  of  which  that  of 
Sdeueia  was  destined  for  the  East,  and  that  of  Rimini  (359)  for  the 
West.    Both  oouncils  rejected  the  new  formula ;  the  one  in  favour  of 
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the  creed  of  Antioch,  the  other  in  favour  of  that  of  Nice.  But  UrMoim 
managed  by  intrigues  to  bring  the  bishops  to  submission.  For  twc 
years  the  prelates  were  detained  at  Seleucia  and  at  Rimini,  as  it  were 
in  exile ;  while  their  delegates,  after  travelling  about  for  half  a  year, 
were  unable  to  obtain  an  audience  of  the  Emperor.  Thus  coerced,  they 
at  last  subscribed  the  new  formula.  Those  who  refused  to  submit 
(AStius  and  Eunomius)  were  persecuted  as  disturbing  the  peace  of  the 
Church.  Homoiism  now  became  the  acknowledged  creed  of  the  empire. 
But  the  death  of  Constantius  (3G1)  speedily  put  an  end  to  thii 
temporary  prevalence  of  error. 

4.  Final  Ascendency  of  the  Nicene  Creed  (361-381). — Julian  gave 
equal  rights  to  all  parties,  and  recallM  the  exiled  bishops,  so  that  in 
some  churches  there  were  two  or  even  three  bishops  at  one  and  the 
same  time.  Atkanasius  also  returned  to  his  see.  He  convoked  a  synod 
at  Alexandria  (3G2)  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  ecclesiastical  order, 
and,  despite  the  protest  of  the  narrow-minded  Lucifer  of  Galaris,  with 
equal  moderation  and  prudence,  received  into  church-fellowship  those 
bishops  who  had  been  misled  into  Arian  views,  but  repented  of  their 
error.  The  success  which  attended  the  endeavours  of  Athanasius, 
determined  the  Emperor  once  more  to  send  him  into  exile,  on  pretence 
that  he  was  the  occasion  of  disturbances.  Jovian^  the  successor  of 
Julian,  favoured  the  Nicene  party,  and  allowed  Athanasius  to  return 
to  his  sec  (3G4) ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  he  klso  extended  toleration 
to  the  Arians.  But  Vahtuf,  to  whom  Yalentinian  I.,  his  brother,  com«> 
mitted  the  government  of  the  East,  was  a  zealous  Arian  (364-378).  He 
persecuted  with  equal  cruelty  both  Athanasians  and  Semi-Arians,  a 
proceeding  which  led  to  an  approximation  between  these  two  parties. 
Athanasius  was  obliged  to  flee ;  but  after  the  lapse  of  four  months  was 
allowed  to  return,  and  to  spend  the  remainder  of  his  life  without  fur^ 
ther  molestation.  He  filled  the  episcopal  see  for  forty-five  years,  of 
which  twenty  were  spent  in  exile  (oh.  373).  The  persecutions  of  Valens 
were,  however,  kept  in  check  by  the  urgent  representations  of  Valen- 
tinian,  liis  brother,  and  by  the  dignified  and  energetic  resistance  of 
eminent  prelates,  especially  of  the  three  great  Cappadocians.  The 
intrigues  of  the  Empress  Justina  in  the  West,  during  the  minority  of 
her  son.  Yalentinian  II.,  were  frustrated  through  the  watchfulness  of 
Ambrose  of  Milan.  The  soldiers  who  were  to  take  possession  of  his 
church,  and  to  hand  it  over  to  the  Arians,  met  with  passive  but  success- 
ful resistance,  in  finding  the  edifice  occupied  by  a  congregaticm  engaged 
in  prayer  and  the  singing  of  psalms.  —  Theodfmus  L  the  Great  a  Spa- 
niard (370-395),  who  for  a  short  period  ruled  over  the  East  and  West, 
banished  Arianism  from  the  empire.  lie  appointed  Grecfory  of  Nazi- 
anzusy  Patriarch  of  Constantinople.  It  was  intended  that  this  prelate 
should  preside  over  the  Second  General  Council  of  Constantinoph 
(381).  But  as  his  authority  was  impugned  on  the  grcmnd  that  he  had 
changed  his  see  (comp.  {  45),  he  laid  down  his  office,  and  Gnyory  qf 
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Syssa  presided  in  his  stead.  The  Nicene  Creed  was  enlarged  by  thd 
addition  of  a  formula  affirming  the  equality  of  the  Holy  Spirit  with 
the  Father  and  the  Son.  From  that  time  the  Arians  were  only  allowed 
to  hold  their  worship  outside  the  city.  Somewhat  later  all  their  churches 
In  the  empire  were  taken  from  them. 

5.  2%«  Pnefimaiomachoi  (3G2-381).  —  According  to  Arius  and  his 
adherents,  the  Holy  Qhost  was  the  first  being  created  by  the  Son.  But 
eren  zealous  advocates  of  the  homoousia  of  the  Son  were  undecided  on 
this  doctrine.  In  the  Nicene  Creed  nothing  beyond  a  xai  tl^  Tlvfvfia 
•yior  was  inserted ;  and  Hilary  of  Poitiers  hesitated  to  enter  upon  fuller 
particulars,  from  fear  of  going  beyond  the  teaching  of  Scripture.  But 
Atkanasuts  (at  the  Synod  of  Alex,  in  362),  Didymus  the  Blind,  and  the 
three  Cappadocians,  consistently  carried  out  their  theological  princi- 
ples, and  by  their  authority  succeeded  in  bringing  their  party  to  admit 
also  the  homoousia  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  The  Semi-Ariass  who  had 
adopted  the  Nicene  Creed  —  and  among  them  especially  Macedonius, 
formerly  Bishop  of  Constantinople,  whom  the  Homoiists  had  deposed — 
felt  extremely  reluctant  to  adopt  this  view  (Macedonians,  Pnenmaioma" 
choi).  The  second  oecum.  Council  (381)  sanctioned  the  homoousia  of 
the  Holy  Spirit  by  adding  to  the  expression  di  Hv.  i^iovy  the  words  to 
svp&or,  to  ^uoycocoy,  to  ix  tov  Hc^po;  ixHopevofievoift  to  aw  Tlatpi  xai  Tua 
wotfHfOfxvpovfisvov  xai  awBo^xt^ofityov. 

6.  Literature  of  the  Controversy. — Arius  himself  explained  his  views 
in  a  semi-poetical  tractate  QaXfia  (of  which  Athanasius  has  preserved 
fragments).  His  principles  were  zealously  defended  by  AsteriuSy  a 
sophist  (whose  writings  have  been  lost).  Philostorgius,  the  historian, 
attempted  to  show  from  history  that  they  were  conformable  to  the 
views  of  the  apostles  and  of  the  early  Church.  Eusebins  of  Cois.  wrote 
two  tractates  in  defence  of  Semi-Arianism,  against  MarccUus  (xata. 
MapxiXkov  and  rtifti  tr^i  ixxXtjavarfrixr^i  ^foXoyuij).  The  drtoXoyj^tixo;  by 
Eunomius  has  been  lost.  Foremost  among  the  opponents  of  Arianism 
stands  Athanasius  —  Oratt.  IV.  c.  Arianos ;  hiat.  Arianorum  ad  mona- 
choe;  Epist.  de  decretis  Nicajnis;  Epist.  de  Synodis  Arimini  et  Seleucias 
habitis ;  'A^oXoyi7rixo(  /tpoj  rovj  'Apftavovj,  etc.  BaMl  the  Great  wrote 
four  books  against  Eunomius ;  the  ricpi  tov  aylov  Ilvcv^ro; ;  and  the 
Ad  Amphilochium  (against  the  Pneumatomachoi) ; — Gregory  of  Naz,, 
five  Xoyoi  >fo9Loytxoi  (|  47, 4) ;  Gregory  of  Nyssa,  twelve  Xoyot  avtc^^txci 
sofa  Evro/itov ;  —  Didymus  the  Blind,  three  books  rfe  Trinitate ;  —  Epi' 
phanius  the  'Ayxvpwroj  (J  78,  5) ;  —  Cyril  of  Alex.,  a  ^(yavpoj  rtfpt  t^ 
wfia/i  xai  ofMowjCa^  Tpeoioj ;  —  Chrysostom  delivered  twelve  orations 
against  the  Anomoites ;  Theodoret  wruto  Dialogi  VII.  de  s.  Trinit, 
Ephrcem  Syrvs,  also,  frequently  controverted  in  his  sermons  the  views 
of  the  Arians.  Among  Latin  writers  the  most  distinguished  contro- 
versialists were:  Lucifer  of  CalaHs  ("Ad  Constantium  Imp.  LI.  II. 
pro  Atlian.,"  in  which  he  denounces  the  Emperor  as  an  apostate,  as 
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Antichrist  and  Satan;  the  " moriendum  pro  filio  Dei*/'  the  ''De  non 
conveniendis  cum  haereticis) ;  Hilary  of  Pidavium  ("De  Trinitate,  LL 
XII.;''  ''do  Synodis  s.  de  fide  Orientalium ;"  "Contra  Constantium 
Aug. ;"  "  Contra  Auxentium,"  J  47,  5) ;  Phoebadius,  Biahop  of  Agen- 
num  al>out  350  (*'  c.  Arianos") ;  Ambrose  ("de  fide  ad  Gratiauum  Aug. 
LI.  v.") ;  Augtisiine  ('*  c.  sermonem  Arianorum  ;"  "  Collatio  cum  Max- 
imino  Arianorum  Episc. ;"  **c.  Maximinum") ;  Fiilgenfius  of  Ruspe 
("c.  Arianos/'  and  three  books  addressed  to  Trasimund,  the  Arian 
King  of  the  Vandals). 

7.  Later  Development  of  Nicene  Views,  —  Even  the  formula  adopted 
by  the  second  Council  of  Constantinople  was  not  entirely  free  from  all 
traces  of  Subordinatianism.  At  least  the  expression,  «If  >t6$,  as  applied 
to  the  Father  exclusively,  might  give  rise  to  misunderstanding.  Auyus' 
tine  completely  removed  any  uncertainty  still  hanging  over  this  doctrine 
('*de  trinitate  LI.  XV.").  But  as  yet  the  personality  of  the  Holy 
Ghost,  and  Ilis  relation  to  the  Son,  had  not  been  defined  with  sufficient 
accuracy.  This  afterwards  gave  rise  to  the  schism  between  the  Eastern 
and  the  Western  Church.  In  this  respect  also  Augustine  correctly 
taught  that  the  Holy  Spirit  proceeded  both  from  the  Father  and  the 
Son.  Among  those  who  advocated  these  truths,  Fiilgenfius  of  Pfispe 
(*'de  8.  trinit.")  deserves  special  mention.  The  so-called  (pseudo-) 
Athanasian  Creed,  or  Si/mbolum  Quicunque  (from  the  word  with  which 
it  commences),  dates  probably  from  the  beginning  of  the  sixth  cen- 
tury. It  originated  in  Spain,  and  simply  inserted  the  words,  "qui 
procedit  a  Patre  Filioque,** 

2  51.  ORIGENISTIC  CONTROVERSIES  (394-438). 

The  controversies  about  the  Trinity  were,  in  dae  course,  fol- 
lowed by  discussions  about  the  person  of  Christ  (§  62).  Before 
these  took  place,  another  question,  however,  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Church.  Although  the  Origenistic  controversy  was 
a  personal  dispute  rather  than  a  discussion  of  importance  to  the 
Church  generally,  it  served  to  confirm  the  impression  that  Origen 
had  really  been  a  heresiarch. 

1.  The  Monks  of  (he  Scetian  and  of  (he  Nitrian  Desert.  —  The  most 
strenuous  advocates  of  Nicene  views  (Athanasius,  the  three  great  Cap- 
padocians,  Didymus,  Hilary,  etc.)  had  held  Origen  in  great  repute. 
But  as  the  Arians  continually  appealed  to  his  authority,  the  more 
narrow-minded  opponents  of  Arianism,  especially  those  in  the  West, 
and  the  monks  of  the  Scetian  Desert  in  Egypt,  headed  by  Pachomius^ 
gradually  began  to  suspect  the  orthodoxy  of  Origen.  By  and  by  they 
denounced  the  speculations  of  that  Father  as  the  source  of  every 
heresy,  and  came  to  entertain  grossly  anthropomorph'c  views  of  Qod 
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And  )f  Divine  things.  EpiphaniuSy  Bishop  of  Salamis  (J  47,  4),  was 
trained  in  their  school.  In  direct  opposition  to  these  monks,  others, 
▼ho  inhabited  the  mountains  of  Nitria,  were  enthusiastic  admirers  of 
Origen,  and  adopted  a  lof^y  spiritualism,  coupled  with  a  devout  and 
contemplatiye  mysticism. 

2.  Controversy  in  PalesHne  and  Italy  (394-399). — In  Palestine,  John, 
Bishop  of  Jerusalem,  and  the  two  Latins,  Jerome  and  Rufjnus.  were 
ardent  admirers  of  Origen  (J  47,  5).     But  when,  in  the  year  394,  two 
ttrangers  from  the  West  expressed  their  astonishment  about  this,  Je- 
rome, anxious  to  retain  his  reputation  for  orthodoxy,  immediately  pre- 
pared to  denounce  the  errors  of  Origen.    Meantime,  the  Scetian  monks 
had  also  called  the  attention  of  the  aged  and  over-zealous  Epipiianius 
to  the  existence  of  a  nursery  of  heresy  in  Palestine.     He  immediately 
took  ship,  and  employed  the  pulpit  which  J(thn  had  kindly  opened  to 
him  for  delivering  a  vehement  denunciation  of  Origenistic  views.   Upon 
this,  John  preached  against  anthropomorphism.     Epiphanius  anathe- 
matized these  views,  but  insisted  that  John  should  pronounce  similar 
sentence  against  Origenistic  principles.     On  the  refusal  of  the  latter, 
Epiphanius  indignantly  left  Jerusalem,  renounced,  with  Jerome  and 
the  monks  at  Bethlehem,  church-communion  with  John  and  Rufinus, 
and  even  interfered  with  the  episcopal  functions  of  John,  by  ordaining 
a  presbyter  for  the  monks  at  Bethlehem.     All  this  gave  rise  to  an 
angry  controversy,  which  was  with  diflficulty  settled  through  the  inter- 
ference of  Theophihis  of  Alexandria,  who  for  that  purpose  deputed 
liidorty  one  of  his  presbyters.    Jerome  and  Rufinus  became  reconciled 
at  the  steps  of  t^e  altar  (396).     The  latter  soon  afterwards  returned  to 
the  West.     He  translated  the  work  of  Origen  nt^  apx'^v,  leaving  out  a 
few  of  the  most  objectionable  passages ;  but  was  so  indiscreet  as  to 
hint  in  the  preface  that  even  the  orthodox  Jerome  was  an  admirer  of 
Origen.     When  informed  of  this  by  friends  at  Rome,  Jerome  wrote 
in  unmeaimred  terms  against  Origenistic  views  and  against  the  friend 
of  his  youth.  —  At  the  same  time  he  made  a  literal  translation  of  the 
ittpu  oi^x^'    Rufinus  rejoined,  and  the  dispute  became  the  more  bitter 
the  longer  it  continued.     Siricms,  Bishop  of  Rome,  extended  his  pro- 
tection to  Rufinus ;  but  his  successor,  Anastasius,  summoned  him  to 
an.«»wer  for  his  errors.     Instead  of  appearing  in  person,  Rufinus  sent  a 
written  defence ;  but  was  formally  condemned  for  Origenistic  heresy 
(399).     He  retired  to  Aquileia,  where  he  continued  to  translate  the 
writings  of  Origen  and  of  other  Greek  Fathers. 

3.  Controversy  in  Alexandria  and  Constantinople  (399-438). — Theo- 
phibiSj  Patriarch  of  Alexandria,  a  luxurious,  imperious,  and  violent 
prelate,  had  till  the  year  399  favoured  the  cause  of  the  Nitrian  monks, 
%nd  even,  during  the  Easter  of  that  year,  spoken  in  a  harsh  and  con- 
temptuous manner  of  the  heresy  of  the  Anthropomorphists.  Indignant 
at  this,  a  number  of  monks  armed  themselves  with  rods,  attacked  the 
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Bishop,  and  obliged  him  to  pronounce  an  anathema  against  Origen 
Soon  afterwards  he  lost  the  support  of  others,  formerly  his  friends. 
Isidore,  an  aged  and  venerable  presbyter,  and  the  so-called  **four  taU 
brethren,^*  of  whom  two  acted  as  treasurers  to  his  church,  refused  to 
entrust  him  with  the  moneys  of  orphans  and  other  trust  funds,  and 
escaped  from  his  vengeance  to  their  colleagues  in  the  mountains  of 
Nitria.     Accordingly,  so  early  as  the  year  399,  TheophiluS  anathema- 
tized Origen  at  an  endemic  synod  held  in  Alexandria;  and  in  401 
published  a  furious  manifesto  against  Origenistic  views.     The  honest 
but  narrow-minded  Epiphanins  hastened  to  express  his  approbation, 
and  Jerome  translated  the  document  into  Latin.     Military  force  wap 
employed  to  break  up  the  establishments  in  Nitria,  and  to  expel  thr 
monks.     Followed  by  the  accusing  letters  of  their  bishop,  the  latter 
sought  protection  with  John  Chrysostom  at  Constantinople ;  but  The(y 
philus  rejected  with  disdain  the  intercession  of  that  prelate.     For  the 
sake  of  peace,  Chrysostom  was  now  anxious  to  withdraw  from  the 
contest.     But  the  monks  had  meantime  found  access  to  the  Empress 
Eitdoxia,  at  whose  intercession  Arcadius,  the  Emperor,  summoned 
Theophilus  to  appear  before  a  synod  to  be  held  at  Constantinople,  over 
which  Chrysostom  was  to  preside.    Theophilus  was  almost  beside  him- 
self with  rage.     By  a  misrepresentation  of  the  facts  of  the  case,  he 
succeeded  in  enlisting  the  aid  of  Epiphanius.     Filled  with  zeal  and 
prejudices,  the  honest  old  man  hastened  to  Constantinople,  when,  on 
learning  the  real  state  of  matters,  he  immediately  withdrew  with  the 
remark :  "  I  leave  to  vou  the  court,  and  dissimulation."     But  Theo- 
philus  knew  how  to  get  on  with    the  court  and  with  dissimulation. 
During  the  interval  Chrysostom  had,  by  his  faithfulness,  incurred  the 
displeasure  of  the  Empross.    Calculating  upon  this,  Theophilus  arrived 
at  Constantinople,  accompanied  by  a  large  suite  ;  and  at  the  imperial 
country-seat  of  Dri/s   (Oak),    near   Chalcedon,    organized  a   council 
(St/nodus  ad  Quercum)  —  in  403  —  which  declared  Chrysostom  guilty 
of  immorality,   of  heterodox  views,   and  of  treason.     The  Emperor 
banished  the  obnoxious  preacher,  who,  after  appeasing  the  popular 
fury  excited  by  this  measure,  quietly  allowed  himself  to  be  carried 
away.     But  an  earthquake,  which  took  place  the  following  night,  and 
the   increasing   popular   excitement,    induced   the   Empress   to   send 
messengers  and  recall  the  exile.    After  an  absence  of  only  three  days, 
he  was  brought  back  to  the  capital  in  triumph.     Theophilus  fled  to 
Alexandria.     Soon  afterwards,  however,  when  Chrysostom  had  again 
incurred  the  anger  of  the  Empress  for  denouncing  in  a  sermon  the 
noisy  inauguration  of  her  statue,  he  expressed  himself,  on  the  anni- 
versary of   St.  John,   in   the   following   unguarded   language :   Ila'Xit 
IIf.<odta;  fMuvcfat,   Ttd'KLv  T'oparrofrat,  rtdXiv  irti   jtuvaxt  trjv  xt^aX^w  ton 
'Iwdyroi  Jjjfw  Xa3fu'.     Theophilus  was  now  certain  of  success;  his 
party  know  how  to  fan  the  flame  at  court.     During  Easter  404,  armed 
men  burst  into  the  ohurih  of  Chrysostom,  and  dragged  him  to  Cucusui 
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io  Armenia,  into  exile.  He  bore  undauntedly  the  fatigues  of  the 
joumev,  the  rigour  of  the  climate,  and  the  vicinity  of  robbers.  He 
kept  up  continuous  pastoral  intercourse  with  his  flock,  and  addressed 
to  them  a  consolatory  tractate:  "Ot'i  rw  iavrbv  /tij  o5txoi>ra  ov8«tj  ycopor 
3Xa4<u  ivvatat,.  Nor  did  his  zeal  for  the  mission  among  the  Goths  flag. 
In  vain  Innocent  /.,  Bishop  of  Rome,  and  Iloivorius,  the  Emperor  of 
the  West,  interceded  for  him.  In  407  he  was  sent  to  a  still  more  dreary 
place  of  exile  —  at  Pityus,  on  the  shores  of  the  Black  Sea.  But  he 
succumbed  to  the  fatigues  of  that  journey,  and  died  by  the  way,  utter- 
ing his  favourite  motto :  Aoja  r^  >fw  itdv^iA¥  tvtxtv,  A  large  portion 
of  his  flock  at  Constantinople  refused  to  acknowledge  the  authority  of 
Arsacius,  his  successor;  and,  despite  persecutions,  continued  as  a 
separate  body  (by  the  name  of  Johniies)  until  Theodosius  II.,  in  438, 
caused  the  bones  of  their  loved  pastor  to  be  brought  to  the  capital,  and 
solemnly  deposited  in  the  imperial  burying  vaults.  Among  these  per- 
sonal disputes,  the  Origenistic  controversy  had  for  a  time  been  lost 
sight  of,  but  was  soon  afterwards  renewed  (2  52,  6). 

•^J52.  DISCUSSIONS  ABOUT  THE  PERSON  OF  CHRIST. 

CoMP.  Walchf  Ketzerhist.  (Hist,  of  Heres.).  Vols.  V.-IX.  —  Domer, 
Person  Christi.  Vol.  I. — Baur,  Dreieinigk.  (on  the  Trinity).  I.  II. 

If,  in  the  discussions  about  the  Trinity,  the  question  of  the 
eternal  existence  and  of  the  Divine  nature  of  Christ  had  been 
agitated,  His  historical  manifestation  as  the  incarnate  Son  of 
God,  the  connection  between  the  Divine  nature  of  the  Logos 
and  the  human  nature  of  the  Son  of  Mary,  and  the  mutual 
relation  of  these  two  became  now  the  leadinp^  subjects  of  inquiry. 
These  questions  had  in  part  been  raised  during  the  Arian  con- 
troversy. For  while  the  Church  had,  against  Arius,  defended 
the  absolute  Divinity  of  Christ,  it  also  maintained,  in  opposition 
to  ApollinariSf  His  perfect  humanity.  The  discussion  now 
assumed  three  new  phases.  In  the  Neslorian  controversy,  the 
Church  defended  the  unity  of  the  person  of  Christ  against  the 
Tiews  of  the  Antiochians,  whose  distinction  between  the  two 
Datnres  of  the  Saviour  almost  amounted  to  separation  into  two 
persons.  In  the  Monophysite  controversy,  the  opposite  or  neo- 
Alexandrian  error,  which,  in  view  of  the  unity  of  Christ's  person, 
lost  sight  of  the  distinctness  of  His  natures,  was  set  aside. 
Lastly,  in  the  Monothelete  controversy,  an  erroneous  mode  ot 
viewing  the  union  of  the  two  natures  —  when  their  distinctness 
iras  admitted  in  words,  but  denied  in  fact,  by  assuming:  tho 
17* 
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existence  of  only  one  will  —  was  disavowed.  Thus  the  contro. 
versies  about  the  Trinity  and  the  person  of  Christ  —  both  of 
which  sprung  up  in  the  East  —  were  closely  connected. 

1.  The  ApoUinarisiic  Controversy  (362-381).  —  Older  Medalists,  as 
Beryllus  and  Sabellius,  had  already  taught  that,  at  the  incarnation, 
the  Logos  had  assumed  only  a  human  body.  Marcellus  held  the  same 
tenet  (§  50,  2) ;  Arins  also,  though  opposed  to  him  in  other  respects, 
had  maintained  this  view,  in  order  to  avoid  the  inference,  that  in 
Christ  two  creatures  were  combined.  Alhanasuis^  on  the  other  hand, 
held,  with  Orifjen,  that  the  human  soul  of  Christ  had  been  the  neces- 
sary bond  of  connection  between  the  Logos  and  the  body,  and  tho 
medium  through  which  the  Logos  acted  upon  the  body.  Ilencc,  at  the 
Synod  of  Alexandria^  in  362,  the  perfect  humanity  of  the  Lord  was 
declared  the  orthodox  dogma  on  the  subject.  ApoUinaris^  Bishop  of 
Laodicaea,  a  very  talented  and  highly  c<lucated  man,  who  had  sent  a 
deputy  to  this  Council,  although  disapproving  of  the  idea  of  a  a^/uk 
i^vxov,  denied  the  perfect  humanity  of  Christ.  Starting  from  tho 
view  that  man  was  composed  of  three  parts,  he  maintained  that  Christ 
had  only  assumed  a  (jw/ia  and  a  '^z^  aXoyoj,  and  that  the  Divine  Logr>8 
Himself  occupied  tho  place  of  the  ■\vxfi  XoytxiJ  (6  foi'j).  He  imagined 
that  a  contrary  opinion  would  render  it  necessary  to  assume  two  per- 
sonalities in  Christ,  and  that  Christ  would  thus  be  represented  as 
merely  an  ai'^pw^toj  tv^fo^ ;  he  also  believed  that  only  on  his  principles 
would  it  be  possible  to  maintain  the  perfect  sinlessness  of  Jesus.  But 
Athanasius  and  the  two  Qreyories  regarded  these  views  as  incom- 
patil)le  with  the  full  idea  of  the  incarnation  and  of  the  atonement. 
The  second  (Erum.  Council  (381)  rejected  the  views  of  Apollinaris,  who 
some  time  before  had,  along  with  some  adherents,  left  the  communion 
of  tlie  Church. 

2.  Antagonism  between  the  different  Theological  Schools  (381-428).— 
The  Ariuu  controversy  had  issued  in  the  general  recognition  of  the 
perfect  Didnity,  the  ApoUinaristic  in  that  of  the  perfect  humanity,  of 
the  Saviour.  But  the  relation  l)etween  those  two  natures,  implied  in 
their  union,  had  not  yet  been  accurately  detined.  According  to  ApollV' 
narifi  the  Divinity  was  so  closely  united  with  the  (partial)  humanity 
of  the  Saviour,  that  in  reality  there  ceased  to  be  two  natures.  By  a 
•*  communicatio  idiomatum,'*  what  was  predicated  of  one  nature  was 
jansferred  to  the  other,  so  that  the  body  of  Christ  was  deified,  and 
hence  adored  ;  but  the  predicates  of  being  born,  suffering,  and  dying, 
were  also  applied  to  His  Divinity.  Although  the  Alexandrian  School 
rejected  the  peculiar  tenets  of  Apollinaris  about  the  imperfect  humanity 
of  Christ,  predilection  for  what  was  mystical,  inconceivable,  and  trans- 
cendental, led  it  into  kindred  views.  In  opposition  to  Arianism,  these 
divines  laid  special  emphasis  on  the  Divinity  of  Christ,  and  maintained 
\u  tVu0i(  ^i»)J  of  the  two  natures.    According  to  them,  it  was  only 

f/'.    ■•■•     '  •'  ■    i 
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t&wful  to  speak  jf  tioo  natures,  before  the  union  of  those  t^o  natjires^ 
and  in  ahHracto^ — after  the  incarnation,  and  in  concreto^  we  co  ild  only 
speak  of  one  nature,  that  of  the  God-man.  Hence  Mary  was  generally 
designated  as  "  the  Mother  of  God,"  ^«oroxo$.     Aihanctaius  expressly  .,   • 

states :  ov  hvo  ^vatii^  fuaf  rtpoixwijtriv  xai  fitav  artpoixvvijrovt  dxxa  ftioir 
fv<»9  tav  ^iov  Aoyov  ac (Kxpxioftin^y  xcu  npoixwovfiivtiv  fjnta  tiji  aapxo^  avrou 
mf  fCpopEwiJffct.  The  Cappadocians  spoke  indeed  of  ttco  natures  (axxo 
xai  axxo),  but  held  that  they  were  mingled  (tfvyxpoKii;,  xatdfju^is)*  that 
there  was  a  **  <sw6pafiHv  "  of  the  two  natures  into  one,  a  fiitajtinrj^r^viu 
of  the  oapl  Ttpo^  rr^v  ^totrjta. —  In  opposition  to  Apollinm^,  the  School 
OF  Antiocu  insisted  on  the  perfect,  immutable,  and  continuous  humanity 
if  Christ,  both  during  and  after  its  conjunction  with  His  Divinity,  i  M^*^^"^^^ 
These  divines  only  admitted  a  iswuj^tCa  or  iVutri;  ox^'^^n  ('*^  virtue  of  ^  ^"^  I 

which  the  two  natures  had  entered  into  that  particular  relationship — 
9xi<iH  —  by  which  they  co-existed  and  co-operated).  Such  expressions 
as  >forosos,  ^6(  iy/wi^^fy,  >e6;  iiia^fVy  they  regarded  as  absurd,  if  not 
blasphemous.  They  acknowledged,  indeed,  that  the  oap^  of  Christ 
should  be  adored,  but  only  in  respect  of  its  being  the  organ  through 
which  the  Logos  had  accomplished  the  work  of  redemption,  not  as  if 
itself  had  become  endowed  with  the  properties  of  Divinity.  These 
views  were  most  fully  and  consistently  propounded  by  Theodorus  of 
Mops,  He  regarded  the  history  of  the  God-man  as  typical  of  the  history 
of  redemption.  Christ  had  taken  upon  Himself  our  humanity,  with 
its  sinful  affections  and  propensities.  But  He  had  overcome  the  latter ; 
and,  by  continuous  contests  and  victory,  elevated  His  human  nature 
to  that  absolute  perfection  which,  by  the  working  of  His  Spirit,  we 
also  shall  reach,  and  that  in  exactly  the  same  manner.  He  expressly 
guarded  himself  against  the  objection  that  his  system  implied  a  two- 
fold personality  in  Christ.  The  Saviour  was  not  axxoj  xai  dxji^j,  but 
dxxo  xoi  oXXo.  since,  at  the  incarnation.  His  human  nature  had  lost  its 
personality  and  independence.  Each  of  these  schools  presented  one 
aspect  of  the  truth;  satisfactorily  to  exhibit  the  truth  in  its  entire7ies3, 
it  was  necessary  to  combine  them.  But  instead  of  uniting  them,  these 
views  were  carried  out  in  the  most  one-sided  manner,  till  they  issued 
in  positive  error.  Thus  two  heresies  sprung  up,  against  which  the 
Church  had  first  to  protest,  in  order  afterwards  to  combine  the  truths 
which  they  had  embodied,  though  in  a  distorted  form.  This  office  was 
performed  by  the  Theology  of  the  West.  In  opposition  to  Antiochian 
views,  it  ranged  itself  on  the  side  of  the  Alexandrians,  at  one  time 
oven  to  the  full  extent  of  its  one-sided  representations.  Thus  Julins 
of  Rome  expressly  maintained  fiCav  ^vaiv  rov  Aoyov  ataa^ixcjfxivov.  But 
gradually  this  error  was  removed.  Auy\istiney  for  example,  still  uses 
the  expression  mixtura ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  he  correctly  indicated 
the  relation  bet  ?reen  the  two  natures,  quite  in  accordance  with  wliat 
the  Church  at  a  later  period  declared  the  orthodox  view.  Again,  when 
the  errors  of  the  Alexandrians  were  under  discussion.  Western  dieines 
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took  the  opposite  side,  and  combined  what  was  true  in  the  twft 
antagonistic  schools  {Lfo  the  Great),  —  It  is  remarkable  that  this  dis* 
cussion  originated  in  the  West.  But  it  was  so  speedily  suppressed  as 
to  leave  no  trace  behind.  Ijeporius,  a  monk  in  the  south  of  Gaul,  had 
expressed  himself  about  the  union  of  the  two  natures  in  the  same 
manner  as  the  theologians  of  Antioch.  In  42G  he  went  to  Africa,  was 
opposed  by  Augustine,  and  at  once  recanted. 

3.  Tlie  Nattorian  Controversy  (428-444). — In  428  Nkstorius,  a  monk 
of  Antioch,  and  a  most  elof^uent  man,  was  appointed  Patriarch  of  Con- 
stantinople. He  was  honest  and  pious,  but  rash,  destitute  of  ex^ieri- 
ence,  and  harsh  towards  heretics.  The  position  of  the  inexperienced 
monk  was  sufficiently  difficult.  He  had  to  contend  against  the  hatred 
of  an  unsuccessful  rival  for  his  see,  with  the  jealousy  of  the  Patriarch 
of  Alexandria,  who  besides  regarded  him  as  a  representative  of  the 
School  of  Antioch,  and  with  the  suspicions  of  Coelestine^  Bishop  of 
Rome,  whom  he  had  provoked  by  extending  protection  to  fugitive  Pela- 
gians  (J  53,  4).  Anastasius,  a  presbyter  whom  Nestorius  had  brought 
with  him,  objected  to  the  frequent  use  of  the  term  ^foroxo^,  and  preached 
against  it.  Nestorius  took  his  part  both  against  the  people  and  the 
monks ;  and  when  some  of  the  latter  offered  the  Patriarch  personal 
insults,  he  caused  bodily  chastisement  to  be  administered  to  them,  and 
at  a  National  Synod  condemned  the  views  of  his  opponents  (429). 
Cyril,  Patriarch  of  Alexandria,  now  entered  the  lists  in  defence  of  the 
teaching  of  his  school.  He  gained  for  his  views  Ccetestine,  Bishop  of 
Rome,  Memnon,  Bishop  of  Ephesus,  and  JuvenaliSy  Bishop  of  Jerusa- 
lem, and  at  court  Pulcheria,  sister  of  the  Emperor  (Theodosius  II., 
408-450) ;  while  the  Empress  Eudocia  and  the  Syrian  bishops  took  the 
part  of  Nestorius.  All  attempts  at  reconciliation  were  frustrated  by 
the  unyielding  disposition  of  the  two  patriarchs.  Coelestine  of  Rome 
called  upon  Nestorius  to  recant  within  ten  days  (430) ;  and  at  a  synod 
held  in  Alexandria  (430),  Cyril  issued  twelve  ^na/Afwa/t>r/ioi,  to  which 
Nestorius  replied  by  a  similar  edict.  These  measures  served  to  em- 
bitter Vjoth  parties.  To  settle  the  question,  the  Emperor  convoked  a 
THIRD  (ECUMENICAL  CouxciL  AT  EpHEgus  IN  431.  The  Emperor  himself 
was  decidedly  in  favour  of  Nestorius ;  the  imperial  representative  at 
the  Council  was  a  personal  friend  of  the  Patriarch,  and  part  of  the 
Imperial  Guard  attended  Nestorius  to  Ephesus.  But  Cyril  appeared 
with  a  large  suite  of  bishops,  and  a  strong  bo<ly-guard  of  servants  and 
sailors,  prepared,  if  necessary,  to  demonstrate  with  their  fists  the 
soundness  of  his  arguments.  At  the  same  time,  Memnon  of  EphtsMi 
had  excited  the  clergy,  the  monks,  and  the  people  of  Asia  Minor  on 
the  subject.  As  the  deputies  from  Rome  and  the  Syrian  bishops  (the 
former  probably  of  set  purpose)  did  not  appear  at  the  proper  time, 
Cyril,  w.thout  waiting  for  their  arrival,  ofiened  the  Council,  which 
consisted  of  200  bishops.  Nestorianism  was  condemned,  Nestorioa 
excommunicated  and  deposed,  and  the  Anathematisinoi  of  Ojril  reoog^ 
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iiiied  as  a  test  of  ecclesiastical  orthodoxy.  The  deputies  from  Rome 
acknowledged  the  authority  of  the  Council ;  not  so  the  imperial  repre- 
aentaiive  and  the  Syrians,  who  immediately,  on  their  arrival,  held  a 
counter-council,  over  which  John  of  Antioch  presided,  and  which  ex- 
communicated Cyril  and  Memnon.  Ncstorius  voluntarily  retired  into 
a  monastery.  Meantime,  the  populace  of  Constantinople,  instigated 
by  Pulcheria,  rose  in  favour  of  Cyril.  The  Emperor  deposed  the  three 
Imders  in  the  dispute  —  Nestorius,  Cyril,  and  Memnon, — and  gave  his 
authority  to  a  sort  of  intermediate  formula,  drawn  up  by  Theodoret, 
which  admitted  the  correctness  of  the  term  >eor6xo(,  but  also  main- 
tained an  a6vyj(ytoi  ivwerif.  But  Cyril  and  Memnon  continued  in  their 
sees.  While  they  signed  the  formula  of  Theodoret,  John  subscribed 
the  condemnation  of  Nestorius  (433).  The  latter  remained  deposed 
and  a  prey  to  his  enemies.  Torn  from  his  asylum  and  maltreated,  he 
died  (440)  in  misery.  But  the  compromise  of  the  two  leaders  was 
rejected  by  their  followers.  The  Syrian  Church  was  indignant  about 
the  manner  in  which  their  patriarch  had  betrayed  the  cause  in  the 
person  of  Nestorius.  John  proceeded  to  depose  all  his  opponents  —  a 
fate  which  had  almost  befallen  even  the  noble-minded  Theodoret.  But 
in  his  case  the  Patriarch  agreed  to  dispense  with  a  formal  condemnti- 
tion  of  the  person  of  Nestorius  in  consideration  of  an  ample  rejection 
of  his  teaching. — The  Egyptians  also  accused  their  patriarch  of  having 
surrendered  orthodox  views.  But  this  prelate  endeavoured,  by  in- 
creased xeal,  to  make  up  for  his  former  compliance.  He  laboured — not 
without  success — to  bring  the  anathema  of  the  Church  upon  the  leaders 
of  the  School  of  Antioch.  Itahulas,  Bishop  of  Edessa,  one  of  his  adhe- 
rents, dispersed  the  theological  school  at  Edcssa,  which  at  tlie  time  was 
presided  over  by  the  celebrated  presbyter  Ibas.  After  the  death  of 
Rabulas  (436)  this  school  again  attained  it«  former  celebrity.  Mean- 
time, Theodoret  and  Cyril  hurled  violent  tractates  against  each  other, 
till,  in  444,  the  death  of  the  Patriarch  of  Alexandria  put  an  end  to 
the  controvei«y.  Ibas  translated  the  writings  of  Theodoret  into  Syriac, 
and  addressed — in  favour  of  these  views — a  tractate  to  Maris,  Bishop 
of  Hardashir  in  Syria,  which  the  Nestorians  afterwards  regarded  as  a 
kind  of  confession  of  faith.  Thomas  Barsumas,  Bishop  of  Nisibis, 
spread  Nestoriariism  in  the  Persian  Church.  In  489,  the  School  of 
Edessa  was  again  broken  up,  by  command  of  the  Emperor  Zeno, 
Teachers  and  students  migrated  into  Persia,  where  they  founded  a 
school  in  Nisibis,  which  for  a  long  time  enjoyed  considerable  celebrity. 
At  last,  at  a  synod  held  in  Selettcia  in  498,  the  Persian  Church  wholly 
separated  from  the  orthodox  Church  in  the  Roman  Empire,  and  adopted 
the  name  of  Chaldean  Christians,  Their  Patriarch  bore  the  title  of 
Tazdieh  (xal^Xixoi).  From  Persia  the  Ncstorian  Church  spread  to 
India,  where  its  adherents  were  called  Tlioma^- Christians, 

4.   The   Monophysite    Controversy.     A.  Eufychianiim   (414-451). — 
CgrU  was  succeeded  by  Dioscurus,  a  man  of  much  inferioi  talent,  but 
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of  mueh  greater  violence  and  tyranny  than  even  the  opponent  of  N< 
torius.  In  Constantinople,  an  aged  Archimandrite,  called  Euttohus, 
openly  taught  that,  after  His  incarnation,  Christ  had  only  had  one 
nature,  and  that,  since  the  body  of  Christ  was  that  of  the  Deity,  it 
could  not  have  been  of  the  same  substance  with  ours.  Theodorei  wrote 
against  him  a  tractate,  entitled  'E^vtat^f  frot  IloXv/iop^,  in  which  he 
characterized  the  teaching  of  Eutyches  as  a  combination  of  various 
heresies.  Dioscurus  now  interfered,  and  prevailed  on  the  Emperor 
Theodosius  II.,  whose  Minister  of  State  and  wife  (Eudocia)  he  had 
gained,  to  adopt  strict  measures  against  the  Syrians,  and  especially 
against  Theodoret,  who  was  forbidden  to  travel  beyond  the  bounds  of 
his  diocese.  The  Antiochians,  on  the  other  hand,  laid  an  accusation 
against  Eutyches  before  the  Patriarch  Flavian,  at  a  synod  held  in  Con- 
stantinople (448).  Eutyches  appeared,  attended  by  an  imperial  guard; 
but,  on  his  refusal  to  recant,  was  excommunicated  and  deposed.  Eu- 
tyches appealed  to  an  oecumenical  council,  and  at  the  same  time  to  Leo 
THE  Great  of  Rome.  Flavian  also  appealed  to  Rome.  Leo  took  the 
same  view  as  Flavian ;  and  in  a  letter  to  that  prelate,  with  equal  acute- 
ness  and  precision,  defined  the  doctrine  about  the  two  natures  in  Christ. 
But  the  Emperor  summoned  an  oecumenical  council  to  Ephesus  (449), 
'over  which  Dioscurus  was  to  preside,  at  which  Flavian  and  his  party, 
however,  were  not  to  vote,  and  from  which  Theodorei  was  wholly  ex- 
cluded. The  Council  proceeded  in  the  most  arbitrary  and  violent 
manner.  The  deputies  from  Rome  were  not  allowed  to  speak ;  the 
doctrine  of  two  natures  was  condemned ;  Flavian  and  Theodoret  were 
deposed.  The  former  met  even  with  bodily  violence,  and  died  after 
the  lapse  of  only  three  days.  Leo  the  Great  energetically  protested 
against  the  decrees  of  this  **  Robber-Svxod"  (latrocinium  Ephesinum), 
But  meantime  Theodosius  had  quarrelled  with  Eudocia,  dismissed  his 
ministers,  and  made  his  peace  with  PulcheHa,  Accordingly,  the  l>ody 
of  Flavian  was  carried  in  state  to  Constantinople,  and  buried  with  all 
honours.  Further  measures  were  arrested  by  the  death  of  Theodosius 
in  450.  He  was  succeeded  by  Pulcheria,  and  her  husband  Marcian, 
Another  (kcumenical  council  (the  fourth)  was  now  convened  at  Chal- 
CEDON  in  4.31,  which  deposed  Dioscurus  and  EufycJies,  and  condemned 
both  Ncstorianism  and  Eutychianism.  The  Synodical  Epistle  of  Ct/ril 
and  the  Letter  of  Leo  were  made  the  basis  of  the  decrees  enacted  at 
Chalcedon.  which  affirmed,  **  that  Christ  was  true  God  and  true  man ; 
that,  according  to  Ilis  divinity,  He  was  begotten  from  all  eternity,  and 
equal  to  the  Father ;  that,  according  to  His  humanity.  He  was  bom 
of  Mary  the  Virgin,  and  mother  of  God;  and  was  like  us  in  all  things, 
yet  without  sin ;  and  that,  after  His  incarnation,  the  unity  of  His 
person  consisted  of  two  natures,  which  were  unmixed  [attvyxvtta^)  and 
unchanged  (drp^ycrw;),  but  also  undivided  (o^cacpeVw;)  and  not  separated 
(aa:<*x.rrwj)." 

5.  B.  Imperial  Attempts  to  bring  about  a  Union  (451-519).  —  The 
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AlezandriaD  theologians  left  the  Council  full  of  indignation  about  tht 
defeat  which  they  had  sustained.    Thcj  were  now  called  Monophy sites. 
Indeed,  the  whole  Church  was  violently  agitated  by  these  questions. 
In  PdUstiney  TheodosiuSf  a  monk,  secretly  aided  by  Eudocia^  the  widow 
of  the  Emperor,  incited  the  populace  to  rebellion.     In  Egypt  the  com- 
motion was  still  greater.    Timotheiis  Aeliuns  took  possession  of  the  see 
of  Alexandria,  and  expelled  Proteriiis^  the  orthodox  patriarch.     Simi- 
larly, Petrus  FuUo  intruded  himself  into  the  bishopric  of  Antioch, 
These  tumults  were  only  suppressed  after  much  blood  had  been  shed. 
But  the  usurper  Basiliscus  published  an  edict  (Encyclion)  in  which 
both  the  Creed  of  Chalcedon  and  the  Epistle  of  Leo  were  condemned ; 
Monophysitism  was  declared  the  religion  of  the  State  (476) ;  and  Fullo 
and  Aelurus  were  reinstated  in  their  sees.     Soon  afterwards  Acacius^ 
the  Patriarch  of  Constant.,  organized  a  counter-revolution  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  Dyophysite  party  ;  Basiliscus  was  deposed ;  and  the  Empe- 
ror JZefiOf  who  had  formerly  been  expelled,  again  mounted  the  throne 
(477).     About  that  time  Aelurus  died ;  his  party  chose  Vetrus  Mongtia 
(Ucegns)  his  successor ;  but  the  Court  appointed  John  Talajay  a  Dyo- 
physite, to  the  see.     But  when  the  latter  quarrelled  with  AcaciuSt  that 
patriarch  took  the  part  of  Mongus,  the  rival  of  Talaja.     The  two  pre- 
lates now  agreed  as  to  a  project  for  union,  which,  being  approved  by 
the  Emperor  Zeno,  obtained  in  482  legal  sanction  by  an  edict,  called 
the   Henoticon.      Nestorianism  and   Eutychianism   were    still    con- 
demned ;  the  Anathematismoi  of  Cyril  were  confirmed  ;  the  *'  Chalc<5- 
doneae"  was  abrogated;  the  Nicaeno-Coustantinopolitanum  alone  en- 
joined as  the  orthodox  creed ;  and  all  controverted  points  were  to  be 
carefully  avoided.     Of  course  both  parties  objected  to  such  a  union. 
The  strict  Monophysites  in  Egypt  separated  from  Mongus,  and  were 
now  designated  'Axi^aXm,     On  the  other  hand,  Felix  11.  of  Rome,  as 
leader  of  the  Dyophysites,  renounced  all  church-communion  with  Aca- 
cius.     This  Schism  between  the  East  and  the  West  lasted  for  thirty- 
five  years  (484-519).     The  Acoimetai  (2  44,  4)  were  the  only  party  in 
Constantinople  who  continued  in  communion  with  Rome.     The  Ileno- 
ticon  was  only  abolished  when  Justin  I.  meditate<i  the  reconquost  of 
Italy,  since  the  schism  to  which  it  had  given  rise  was  prejudicial  to 
his  interests.    Its  adherents  were  now  deposed,  and  ecclesiastical  com- 
munion with  the  West  was  restored  (519). — (Com p.  also  the  third  part 
of  the  Eccl    History  of  John,  Bishop  of  Ephesus,  by  Cureton.    Oxf. 
1853.) 

6.  C.  TJx  Decrees  of  Justinian  I,  (527-553).  —  Amid  these  tumults, 
Justinian  I.  began  his  long  and  —  so  far  as  political  matters  are  con- 
cerned—  glorious  reign  (527-505).  He  considered  it  his  great  mission 
to  establish  orthodoxy,  and  to  bring  back  the  heretics,  especially  the 
numerous  Monophysites,  to  the  bosom  of  the  Church.  But  the  good 
intentions  of  the  Emperor,  who  was  but  partially  conversant  with  these 
intricata  questions,  were  often  frustrated  by  the  intrigues  of  the  court 
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theologians  aid  the  machinations  of  the  Empress  Theodora,  who  ictf 
at  heart  a  Monophysite.    Justinian  first  interposed  in  the  Th£0FA» 
cuiTE  Controversy.     FeU-ua  Ftillo  had  added  to  the  doxology  (the 
Trisagion  or  Ter-Sanctus)  the  expression:  >fos  a  (fravpul^tii  6i  fiftokt 
which  had  been  inserted  into  the  Liturgy  of  Constantinople.     This  ex- 
pression the  Acoimetce  declared  to  be  heretical ;  Iformisdas  of  Rome 
pronounced  it,  at  any  rate,  liable  to  misunderstanding,  and  needless. 
It  obtained,  however,  the  sanction  of  Justinian  (533).     Encouraged  by 
this  first  success,  Theodora  managed  to  procure  the  appointment  of 
AnihimuSf^n  Monophysite,  to  the  see  of  Constantinople.     But  when 
Agapefus,  Bishop  of  Rome,  brought  out  the  real  views  of  the  new 
patriarch,  he  was  again  deposed  from  his  office,  to  which  Mentias,  a 
friend  of  Agapetus,  succeeded  (536).     All  Monophysite  writings  were 
to  be  burned,  and  any  one  who  ventured  to  make  copies  of  them  was  to 
have  his  hands  cut  ofi*.     Still,  Domitian  and  Tlteodorua  Ascidas^  two 
abbots  from  Palestine,  secret  Monophysites  and  devoted  followers  of 
OrigeUf  lived  at  court  in  great  favour.     In  order  to  put  an  end  to  their 
influence,  Mtnnaa  again   condemned  —  at  a  National  Synod  held  at 
Constant inopU  in  541  —  the  arch-heretic  and  his  writings.     But  the 
court  theologians  subscribed  this  sentence  without  hesitation,  and  only 
concocted  the  more  zealously  with  Theodora  measures  of  reprisal.   For 
some  time  past  Justinian  had  been  concerned  about  the  state  of  public 
feeling  in  Egypt,  which  was  the  granary  of  the  empire.     He  deemed 
it  necessary  to  do  something  to  allay  the  excitement  among  its  Mono- 
physite population.     Theodora  persuaded  him  that  the  Monophysites 
would  easily  be  appeased  if,  along  with  the  writings  of  Diodorus,  the 
father  of  Nestoriauism,  the  controversial  tractates  of  Theodoret  against 
Cyril,  and  the  letter  of  Ihas  to  Maris  (the  so-called  "tria  capitula"), 
were   also   condemned.     Accordingly,  the  Emperor  issued  in  544  an 
edict  to  that  efiect,  and  insisted  that  all  bishops  should  subscribe  it. 
Only  those  in  the   East  complied.     But  in  the  West  resistance  waa 
oifcred  on  all  sides,  and  the  so-called   Controversy  of  the  Three 
Chapters  commenced.     Vigilius  of  Rome,  a  creature  of  Theodora,  who 
had  secretly  promised  his  co-operation,  was  afraid  to  face  the  storm  in 
the  West,  and  broke  his  word.     Justinian  had  him  brought  to  Con- 
stantinople (547),  and  there  obliged  him  to  make  a  written  declaration 
—  the  so-called  Judicatum  —  in  which  he  approved  the  condemnation 
of  the  three  chapters.     The  Africans,  led  by  Reparatus  of  Carthage, 
now  excommunicated  the  successor  of  Peter,  and  courageously  defended 
the  Fathers  whose  writings  had  been  attacked  (Fulyentins  of  Ruspe 
wrote  "Pro  tribus  capitt. ;    Facundus  of  Ilenniana^   "Defensio  III, 
capitt. ;"  and  LiberaiuSy  a  deacon  of  Carthage,  a  "  Breviarium  caussa 
Nestorian.  et  Eutychiauorum,"  which  is  a  leading  authority  in  the 
history  of  these  controversies).    At  length  Justinian  summoned  a  fifth 
(ECUMENICAL  Coun::il  to  Constantinople  (553),  which  confirmed  al! 
the  edicts  of  the  Imperor.    KiV/iYiW  wrote  a  *' consiUutum  ad  Imp./' 
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10  whi;h  he  rej  Rcted  the  teaching  of  the  three  capitula,  but  refused  tc 
eondemn  their  writers.  A  period  of  impriBonment,  however,  induced 
him  to  yield  in  554.  He  died  on  his  return  to  his  see  in  555.  PelagiuSt 
his  successor,  formally  acknowledged  the  decrees  of  Constantinople ; 
and  North  Africa,  North  Italy,  and  Illyria  separated  from  the  see  of 
Peter,  which  had  so  basely  succumbed.  Only  Gregory  the  Oreai  suc- 
eeeded — not  without  much  trouble — in  gradually  healing  this  schism. 

7.  D.  The  Monophysite  Churches,  —  Justinian  had  not  attained  his 
object.  The  Monophysites  refused  to  return  to  the  Church  so  long  as 
the  decrees  of  Chalcedon  remained  in  force.  But  they  suffered  even 
more  from  endless  internal  divisions  than  from  the  persecutions  of  the 
orthodox  State  Church.  First  of  all,  Jnlianus  and  Sevenis,  the  two 
leaders  of  the  party  in  Alexandria,  disputed.  The  Sevkrians  (^^apro- 
luirpai)  held  that  the  body  of  Christ  had  been  subject  to  decay  (^^opa), 
while  the  Julianists  (a^^apdox^rcu)  denied  it.  This  discussion  was 
followed  by  many  others. — The  Monophysites  numbered  most  adherents 
in  Egypt.  From  dislike  to  the  Greek  Catholics,  they  excluded  the 
Greek  language  from  their  ecclesiastical  forms,  and  chose  a  Coptic 
patriarch  of  their  own.  They  even  favoured  the  conquest  of  Egypt 
by  the  Saracens  (640),  who,  in  gratitude  for  such  services,  expelled 
the  Catholic  patriarch.  From  Egypt  their  views  spread  into  Abyssinia. 
Armenia  had  in  536  surrendered  to  the  Persians,  when  the  Monophy- 
sites in  that  country,  hitherto  oppressed  under  Byzantine  domination, 
obtained  full  liberty.  In  Syria  and  Mesopotamia  the  indefatigable 
activity  of  Jacobus  Zanzalus^  a  monk  (commonly  termed  el  Baradai, 
from  the  circumstance  of  his  going  about  in  the  disguise  of  a  beggar) 
preserved  the  existence  of  the  Monophysite  Church  during  the  perse- 
eotions  of  Justinian.  From  this  their  leader  the  Syrian  Monophysites 
were  called  Jacobitks;  while  they  designated  the  Catholics  as  Melchites 
(Royalists).  The  patriarch  of  the  party  resided  at  Guba  in  Mesopo- 
tamia; his  suffragan  at  Tagrit  had  the  title  of  Maphrian  —  i.  e.,  fruit- 
bearing.  The  Armenian  Monophysites  were  ruled  by  the  Patriarch 
of  Ashtarag,  who  took  the  title  of  Catholicos.  The  Abyssinian  Church 
was  under  the  direction  of  a  metropolitan,  designated  as  Abbuna, 

8.  ne  Monotheleie  Controversy  (633-680).  —  Increasing  difficulties 
in  the  State  made  union  with  the  Monophysites  more  and  more  desi- 
rable. Accordingly,  the  Emperor  77<??ac/ii/*  (611-641)  was  advised  to 
attempt  a  reconciliation  of  the  two  parties  by  means  of  an  intermediate 
formula,  which  bore  that  Christ  had  accomplished  Ilis  work  of  redemp- 
tion by  one  manifestation  of  His  will  as  the  God-man  (^t^  ^fav6pixfj 
htpyti^)'  Several  Catholic  bishops  sanctioned  this  formula,  which  had 
already  been  propounded  by  the  Pseudo-Dionysius  (?  47,  6).  On  this 
baflis.  the  Patriarchs  Sergius  of  Constantinople  and  Cynis  of  Alexandria , 
in  633,  agreed  to  unite,  when  most  of  the  Severians  returned  to  the  State 
Church.    Honorius  of  Rome  was  also  in  favour  of  this  movement.     But 
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the  monk  SophroniuSy  who  soon  afterwarda  became  Patriarch  of  Jem* 
salem  (634),  was  decidedly  opposed  to  a  union  which,  in  his  opinion, 
necessarily  led  back  to  Monophysite  views.  Soon  afterwards  the 
capture  of  Jerusalem  by  the  Saracens  (in  637)  deprived  Kim,  how- 
ever, of  the  means  of  making  opposition.  In  638  the  Emperor  issued 
an  edict  —  the  Ecthesis  —  designed  to  put  an  end  to  all  discussion,  and 
which  gave  the  sanction  of  law  to  the  Monothelete  view.  Maximus,  a 
monk  (J  47, 6),  now  entered  the  lists  in  defence  of  discarded  orthodoxy. 
He  betook  himself  to  Africa,  where,  since  the  time  of  Justinian,  the 
Confession  of  Chalcedon  had  been  most  zealously  upheld.  Thence  he, 
along  with  some  African  divines,  launched  controversial  tractates.  In 
Home  also  a  reaction  in  favour  of  the  old  sentiments  had,  after  the  death 
of  Ilonorius  (638),  taken  place.  The  real  aim  of  these  attempts  at 
union  —  to  retain  Syria  and  Egypt  —  was  not  attained.  In  638  the 
Saracens  took  Syria,  and  in  640  Egypt.  Still,  for  the  sake  of  consist- 
ency, the  court  persevered.  But  difficulties  daily  increased.  Already 
Africa  and  Italy  were  in  open  rebellion,  both  politically  and  ecclesias- 
tically. At  last  the  Emperor  Constans  II.  (642-668)  resolved  to  abolish 
the  Ecthesis.  In  room  of  it  he  published,  in  648,  another  law  —  the 
Typos — by  which  the  status  quo  previous  to  the  Monothelete  movement 
was  to  be  restored  ;  and  divines  were  enjoined  neither  to  propound  the 
dogma  of  one  nor  that  of  two  wills.  But  at  ihejirst  Laieran  Synods 
held  at  Rome  in  649,  Martin  I.  condemned,  in  the  strongest  terms,  both 
the  Ecthesis,  the  Typos,  and  those  who  had  issued  them.  These  acts 
of  the  Synod  were  transmitted  to  the  Emperor.  The  Emperor  replied 
by  ordering  Objmpius^  the  Exarch  of  Ravenna,  to  make  the  bold  pre- 
late a  prisoner.  He  did  not  obey  ;  but  his  successor  sent  the  Pope  in 
chains  to  Constantinople,  where  he  was  declared  guilty  of  treason,  and 
banished  to  Cherson.  Martin  I.,  who  in  his  exile  literally  suffered  from 
hunger,  died  after  six  months  (655).  Even  more  dreadful  was  the 
punishment  awarded  to  Maximus,  who  was  cruelly  scourged,  had  his 
tongue  torn  out,  his  hand  cut  off,  and  was  in  that  state  banished  into 
the  country  of  the  barbarous  Lacians,  where  he  died  in  662,  at  the 
advanced  age  of  eighty.  These  barbarous  measures  seemed  for  a  time 
successful,  and  every  opposition  ceased.  But  under  the  reign  of  Con- 
stanifnus  Pogonnaius  (608-685)  the  two  parties  prepared  for  another 
contest.  The  Emperor  resolved  to  put  an  end  to  it  by  convoking  a  uni- 
versal council.  Pope  Agatho  held  a  splendid  council  at  Rome  in  679^ 
where  it  was  resolved  not  to  abate  one  iota  from  the  decrees  of  the 
Lateran  Synod.  Armed  with  these  resolutions,  and  an  autograph  lettei 
of  the  Pope's,  the  legates  from  Rome  appeared  at  the  Sixth  (Ecume- 
nical Council  at  Constantinople  in  680  (called  also  the  Condi.  Trulla* 
num  I.J  from  the  peculiar  shell-like  shape  of  the  hall  Trullus,  in  the 
imperial  palace,  where  it  met).  As  in  Chalcedon  the  Epistle  of  Leo, 
BO  now  the  definitions  of  Agatho  (6v6  fvmxa  >f>.i;juaf  a  d^taiperw;,  at  fin* 
f(o$,  djucptrcrruf,  aavyx^tuiit  ovx  vrtsvavrt^a  dxxa  iitofxtvov  to  di-^w^tvw  tai 
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vttofaci6fU9<>¥  fy  ^tKo)  were  made  the  basis  of  the  decrees.  Nay,  the 
Sjnod  went  so  far  as  to  transmit  to  the  Pope  an  account  of  its  trans* 
actions,  and  to  request  him  to  ratify  its  decrees.  Still  the  Greeks 
managed  to  put  some  wormwood  into  the  Pope's  cup,  by  prevailing 
upon  the  Council  to  anathematize  Pope  Honorius  along  with  the  other 
representatives  of  the  Monothelete  heresy.  —  After  that,  Dyotheletism 
was  universally  received  as  orthodox  doctrine.  Monotheletism  continued 
only  in  that  portion  of  Asia  which  the  arm  of  the  State  Church  was 
tmable  to  reach.  The  scattered  adherents  of  these  views  gathered 
anmnd  the  monastery  of  S,  Maro  on  Mount  Lebanon,  and  made  its 
abbot  their  ecclesiastical  chief.  They  took  the  name  of  Maronites,  and 
preserved  their  ecclesiastical  and  political  independence  both  against 
the  Byzantines  and  against  the  Saracens. 

153.  CONTROVERSIES  CONNECTED  WITH  THE  DOCTRINE 

OF  REDEMPTION   (412—629). 

CoMP.  Walchf  Hist.  d.  Ketz.  IV.  V.  —  Fr,  Wiggers^  prag.  Darstell. 
des  Augustinisro.  u.  Pelagianism.  (Pragm.  Sketch  of  Aug.  and  Pelag.). 
Berlin  1821,  1833.    2  Volls. 

Although  the  controversies  about  the  Trinity  and  the  Person 
of  Christ  had  originated  and  were  most  zealously  carried  on  in- 
the  East,  they  also  exercised  considerable  influence  in  the  West ; 
and  when,  ultimately,  they  issued  in  favour  of  orthodoxy,  this 
result  was  mainly  due  to  the  influential  advocacy  of  the  see  of 
Rome.  But  even  before  the  commencement  of  the  controversy 
about  the  Person  of  Christ,  a  discussion  had  sprung  up  in  the 
West,  which  continued  for  upwards  of  a  century,  but  failed  to 
enlist  more  than  a  merely  passing  and  indirect  interest  in  the 
East.  This  discussion  concerned  the  fundamental  doctrines  of 
Sin  and  of  Grace.  While  Pelagians  maintained  the  efficacy  of 
unaided  human  liberty,  and  semi- Pelagians  the  co-operation  of 
Divine  grace  with  human  freedom,  Augustine  and  his  party 
insisted  on  the  operation  of  Divine  grace  as  alone  efficacious  in 
the  work  of  salvation.  Victory  ultimately  remained  with  the 
party  of  Augustine. 

1.  Prdiminary  History,  —  The  entire  corruption  of  human  nature, 
and  the  need  of  Divine  grace  in  Christ  in  order  to  redemption,  had  from 
the  first  been  generally  admitted  in  the  Church.  But  a  considerable 
period  elapsed  before  it  was  authoritatively  and  finally  settled  whether, 
and  in  how  far,  the  moral  freedom  of  man  had  been  weakened  or  lost 
through  sin,  and  what  was  the  relation  between  human  activity  and 
Divine  grace.  In  their  controversies  with  the  Gnostics  and  Manichicanf 
the  Fathers  were  led  to  lay  the  greatest  possible  emphasis  on  the  doo* 
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trine  of  human  freedom.  Some  of  them  went  so  far  oven  as  to  den^ 
innate  sinfulness  —  an  error  which  was  not  a  little  encouraged  bj  the 
views  concerning  "  Creationism "  then  prevailing.  This  tendency  ap- 
peared most  prominently  among  the  older  Alexandrian  writers.  —  The 
Neo-Alexandrian  School,  on  the  other  hand,  sought  to  trace  the  universal 
prevalence  of  sin  to  the  fall  of  Adam,  but  failed  to  carry  out  this  view 
BO  far  as  the  principle  of  hereditary  or  innate  sinfulness.  Accordingly, 
this  school  afterwards  kept  by  the  statements  formerly  made  by  Al  >x- 
andrian  writers,  who  traced  salvation  to  a  Synerffism,  or  the  co-opera 
tion  of  human  freedom  with  Divine  grace.  The  theologians  ofAniioch, 
in  their  anxiety  to  assign  a  place  to  the  operation  of  the  human  will, 
while  admitting  the  necessity  of  Divine  grace,  reduced  the  doctrine  of 
original  sin  ^  to  that  of  hereditary  evil.  Thus  Chryxostom  allowed 
that  the  children  which  Adam  bogat  after  he  had  become  mortal  must 
also  have  been  subject  to  death ;  but  he  failed  to  perceive  that  after  his 
sin  his  descendants  must  also  have  been  sinful.  The  first  man,  he 
held,  had  brought  into  the  world  sin  and  misery,  which  we  confirmed 
and  continued  by  our  sins.  If,  in  the  exercise  of  his  free  will,  man 
only  did  his  part,  grace  would  certainly  not  be  withheld.  In  short,  the 
East  was  unanimous  in  decidedly  rejecting  anything  like  Predestina- 
rianism. — It  was  otherwise  in  the  West,  where  the  "  Ihaducianism "  or 
"  Generationism"  of  Tertxdlian  (tradux  animsB  tradux  peccati)  prepared 
the  way  for  the  doctrine  of  original  sin,  and  for  the  views  of  Augustine 
concerning  grace.  Even  Terivllian,  proceeding  on  the  fact  that  from 
his  birth  a  man  had  an  unconquerable  inclination  towards  sin,  spoke 
very  distinctly  about  a  *'  vitium  originis."  Cyprian,  Ambrose,  and  Hi- 
lary, held  tlio  same  views.  Still,  even  these  Fathers  were  not  quite 
free  from  Synergistic  views.  By  the  side  of  passages  which  savour  of 
extreme  Predestinarianism,  we  find  others  in  which  great  stress  is  laid 
on  the  co-operation  of  man  in  conversion.  Angristine  was  the  first  to 
carry  these  principles  to  their  fullest  consequences,  and  taught  that 
the  operation  of  God  was  alone  efficacious  in  salvation  (Divine  Moner- 
gism) ;  while  Pelaipus  perverted  the  Synergism  propounded  by  former 
authorities  into  a  Monergism  on  the  part  of  man,  which  had  not  been 
mooted  y)efore  him. 

2.  Doctrinal  Views  of  Augustine,  —  During  the  first  period  of  his 
Christian  experience,  and  while  antagonism  to  the  Manichsean  system 
occupied  so  prominent  a  place  in  his  thinking,  Augustine  also  regarded 
faith  as  a  free  act  of  the  human  will.  He  deemed  it  requisite  that,  to 
a  certain  extent,  the  human  will  should  co-operate  in  conversion,  and 
hence  denied  that  man  was  entirely  helpless  and  undeserving  of  any 
good.  But  a  deeper  experience  (J  47,  5)  obliged  him  to  acknowledge 
the  natural  inability  of  man  to  contribute  in  any  way  towards  the 
acquisition  of  salvation,  and  to  trace  both  faith  and  conversion  entirely 
to  the  grace  of  God.  These  views  became  thoroughly  formed,  and  were 
completely  developed,  during  the  controversy  with  tliO  Pelagians.    The 
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toHowing  are  the  leading  outlines  of  the  doctrinal  system  of  Auyustiiie, 
Origiuallj  man  had  been  a  free  agent,  created  in  the  image  of  God, 
capable  of»  and  destined  for,  immortality,  holiness,  and  blessedness ; 
bat  also  free  to  sin  and  to  die.     In  the  exercise  of  his  freedom,  he  had 
to  make  a  choice.     If  he  had  chosen  to  obey  the  Lord,  the  possibility 
that  he  might  not  sin,  and  hence  not  die,  would  have  become  an  impos- 
sibility to  sin  or  to  die  (the  "  posse  non  peccare  et  mori"  a  **  non  posse 
peccare  et  mori").     But  by  the  wiles  of  the  enemy  he  fell,  and  it 
became  impossible  for  him  not  to  sin  and  not  to  die  (**  non  posse  non 
peccare"  and  "non  mori").     All  the  distinguishing  features  of  the 
DiTine  image  were  now  lost,  and  man  was  only  capable  of  an  external, 
ciTil  righteousness  (justitia  civilis)  and  of  being  redeemed.     But  in 
Adam  all  mankind  have  sinned,  since  he  constituted  all  mankind.     By 
generation  the  nature  of  Adam,  as  it  was  after  the  fall,  with  its  sin 
and  guilt,  with  its  death  and  condemnation — but  also  with  its  capability 
of  r^emption — has  passed  upon  all  his  posterity.     Divine  grace  avails 
itself  of  what  remains  of  the  image  of  God  in  man,  which  appears  in 
his  need  and  capability  of  redemption.     But  grace  alone  can  save  man, 
or  give  him  eternal  blessedness.    Hence  grace  is  absolutely  necessary — 
it  constitutes  the  commencement,  the  middle,  and  the  close  of  the 
Christian  life.     It  is  imparted  to  man  not  because  he  believes,  but  in 
order  thai  he  may  believe ;  for  faith  also  is  the  work  of  God's  grace 
Grace,  having  first  awakened  a  man  through  the  law  to  a  sense  of  his 
sin  and  desire  after  salvation,  next  leads  him  by  the  Gospel  to  believe 
in  the  Saviour  ("gratia  prajveniens").     Grace  then  procures  pardon 
of  sin  by  the  appropriation  of  the  merits  of  Christ  through  faith,  and 
imparts  to  man  the  powers  of  a  divine  life  by  bringing  him  into  living 
communion  with  Christ  (in  baptism).    Our  free-will  towards  that  which 
is  good  being  thus  restored  ("gratia  operans"),  henceforth  manifests 
itself  in  a  devoted'  life  of  holy  love.     But  the  old  man  with  his  inclina- 
tion towards  sin,  is  not  wholly  destroyed  even  in  those  who  are  regene- 
rated.   In  the  contest  between  the  new  and  the  old  man,  believers  are 
continuously  aided  by  Divine  grace  ("gratia  cooperans").     The  last 
act  of  grace,  which,  however,  is  not  accomplished  in  this  life,  consists 
in  the  entire  removal  of  all  sinful  inclinations  ("  concupiscentia"),  and 
in  transformation  into  perfect  likeness  to  Christ  by  the  resurrection 
and   eternal   life   ("non   posse   peccare"   and   "mori").  —  But  this 
thoroughly  evangelical  view  of  nature  and  of  grace  Augustine  developed 
into  the  unevangelical  doctrine  of  an  absolute  predestination.     Expe- 
rience, he  argued,  showed  that  all  men  were  not  converted  and  saved. 
But  as  man  could  not  in  any  way  contribute  to  his  conversion,  this 
must  ultimately  be  traced  back,  not  to  the  conduct  of  man,  but  to  an 
eternal  and  unconditional  decree  of  God  (decrctum  absolutum),  accord- 
ing to  which  He  had  resolved,  to  the  praise  of  His  grace,  to  deliver 
some  of  the  human  family,  which  lay  entirely  under  sentence  of  con- 
demnation (the  "massa  perditionis"),  and,  to  the  nraiseof  His  justioe, 
18* 
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to  leaTO  the  rest  to  the  condemDation  which  they  had  deserved.  This 
choice  depended  alone  on  the  all-wise  but  secret  good  pleasure  of  the 
Divine  will,  and  not  upon  our  faiths  which  indeed  was  also  a  gift  of 
God.  It  is  indeed  written :  "  God  wills  that  all  men  should  be  saved," 
but  this  only  means — "  all  who  are  predestinated."  As  the  reprobate 
('*  reprobati")  are  unable  in  any  way  to  obtain  grace,  so  the  elect  can- 
not resist  it  ("  gratia  irresistibilis").  Hence  continuous  perseverance 
in  grace  ("donum  perseverantiae")  was  the  only  sure  evidence  of  elec- 
tion. Augustine  held  that  even  the  best  among  the  heathen  could  not 
be  saved  (although  he  thought  that  there  were  various  degrees  in 
their  punishment),  and  that  children  who  died  unbapiized  could  not 
go  to  heaven.  The  apparent  contradiction  between  this  statement  and 
his  other  assertion,  **contemtus,  non  defectus  sacramenti  damnat,"  was 
removed  by  an  appeal  to  the  eternal  decree  of  God,  who  suffered  not 
the  elect  to  die  without  having  received  this  sacrament. 

3.  Pelagiiis  and  his  System.  —  Far  different  from  the  Inner  history 
of  Augustine  was  that  of  Mor*jan  or  Pelaffius,  a  British  monk  of 
respectable  acquirements  and  of  moral  earnestness,  but  without  depth 
of  mind  or  capacity  for  speculation.  At  a  clistance  from  the  struggles 
and  trials  of  life,  having  no  experience  of  inward  temptations,  nor 
strong  tendency  to  outward  and  manifest  sins,  destitute,  moreover,  of 
deeper  Christian  experience,  his  ideal  of  religion  consisted  in  a  kind 
of  monastic  asceticism.  Ilis  dislike  to  the  views  of  Augustine  about 
the  total  corruption  of  human  nature,  and  its  entire  inability  to  con- 
tribute in  any  way  towards  conversion  or  sanctification,  was  increased 
by  the  knowledge  that  some  careless  persons  had  made  them  an  excuse 
for  carnal  security  and  moral  indolence.  This  circumstance  confirmed 
him  in  the  idea  that  it  was  much  better  to  preach  a  moral  law,  the 
demands  of  which,  as  he  thought,  men  were  able  to  fulfil,  provided 
they  wore  in  earnest  about  it.  During  his  stay  a£  Rome,  about  the 
year  410,  he  commenced  to  diffuse  these  views.  The  following  are  the 
hading  outlines  of  his  system.  Man  had  originally  been  created  liable 
to  physical  death ;  eternal,  not  physical  death,  was  the  consequence 
and  the  punishment  of  sin.  The  fall  of  Adam  had  not  caused  any 
change  in  the  moral  nature  of  man,  nor  did  its  influence  extend  to  the 
posterity  of  Adam.  Every  man  came  into  the  world  exactly  as  God 
had  created  our  first  father,  i.  e.,  without  either  sin  or  virtue.  In  the 
exercise  of  his  yet  undiminished  freedom,  he  was  left  to  choose  the  one 
or  the  other.  The  universal  prevalence  of  sin  depended  on  the  power 
of  seduction,  of  evil  example,  and  of  custom ;  but  perfectly  sinless  per- 
sons may,  and  indeed  actually  have  existed.  The  grace  of  God  made 
it  more  ea^y  for  man  to  attain  his  destiny.  Hence  grace  was  not  abso- 
lutely but  relatively  necessary,  on  account  of  the  actual  prevalence  of 
sin.  Grace  consisted  in  spiritual  enlightenment  through  revelation,  in 
the  forgiveness  of  sins  as  the  manifestation  of  Divine  indulgence,  and 
in  the  strengthening  of  our  moral  powers  by  bringing  the  incentives 
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of  tb  >  law  and  the  promise  of  eternal  life  to  bear  upon  them.  The 
grace  of  God  was  designed  for  all  men ;  but  man  must  deserve  it  by 
making  sincere  endeavours  after  virtue.  Christ  had  become  incarnate 
in  order,  by  His  perfect  doctrine  and  example,  to  give  us  the  most 
powerful  incentive  to  amend  our  ways,  and  thus  to  redeem  is.  As  by 
sin  we  imitate  Adam,  so  ought  we  by  virtue  to  imitate  Christ.  Baptism 
he  held  to  be  necessary  (the  baptism  of  infants  "  in  remissionem 
futurorum  peccatorum ").  Infants  who  had  died  without  this  sacra- 
ment enjoyed  an  inferior  degree  of* blessedness.  The  same  inconsistent 
adherence  to  Church  views  appears  in  hio  admission  of  the  received 
doctrines  concerning  revelation,  miracles,  prophecy,  the  Trinity,  and 
the  divinity  of  Christ.  If  Pelagius  had  carried  his  principles  to  all 
their  legitimate  consequences,  he  would  no  doubt  have  discarded  from 
his  system  all  that  is  supernatural. 

4.  The  Pelagian  Controversy  (412-431). — From  the  year  409  Pelagius 
resided  at  Rome,  where  he  made  a  convert  of  Ccelestius,  a  man  of  much 
greater  talent  and  learning  than  himself.  By  their  zeal  for  morality 
and  asceticism  the  two  gained  high  repute  at  Rome ;  and  continued  to 
diffu^  their  principles  without  let  or  hindrance.  In  411  they  went  to 
Carthage,  whence  Pelagius  passed  into  Palestine.  Ccelestius  remained 
at  Carthage,  and  became  a  candidate  for  the  oflBce  of  presbyter.  His 
errors  were  now  for  the  first  time  discussed.  Paulinus,  a  deacon  from 
Milan,  who  happened  to  be  at  Carthage,  laid  a  formal  accusation 
against  him ;  and  when  he  refused  to  recant,  a  provincial  synod,  held 
at  Carthage  in  412,  excommunicated  him.  In  the  same  year  Augustine 
published  his  first  controversial  tractate:  **De  peccatorum  meritis  et 
remipsione  et  de  baptismo  parvulorum.  LI.  III.  ad  Marcellinum." — In 
Palestine,  Pelagius  joined  the  followers  of  Origen.  Jerome,  whom  he 
had  at  any  rate  offended  by  a  disparaging  opinion  of  his  literary 
labours,  opposed  his  views,  and  declared  them  a  logical  sequence  of 
the  Origenistic  heresy  (Ep.  ad  Ctesiphontem  —  Dialog,  c.  Pelag.  LI. 
III.) ;  and  Paulus  Orosius,  a  young  presbyter  from  Spain,  denounced 
him  at  a  syjiod  held  at  Jerusalem  (415),  under  the  presidency  of  John, 
the  bishop  of  that  see.  But  the  Synergistic  orientals  could  not  be  con- 
Tinced  of  the  dangerous  character  of  these  views,  which,  besides,  were 
somewhat  disguised  by  their  author.  Another  accusation  laid  by  two 
Gallican  bishops  before  the  Synod  of  Diospolis  (415),  held  under  the 
presidency  of  Eulogius,  Bishop  of  Coesarea,  ended  in  the  same  manner. 
Upou  this,  Augustine  ("de  gestis  Pelagii*')  showed  to  the  divines  of 
Palestine  that  they  had  been  deceived  by  Pelagius.  Orosius  also 
published  a  controversial  tractate  ("Apologeticus  c.  Pel.'') ;  while,  on 
the  other  side,  Theodorus  of  Mops,  wrote  five  (now  lost)  letters  (probably 
directed  against  Jerome).  The  Africans  now  took  part  in  the  contro- 
Tersy.  Two  synods  —  held  at  Milece  and  at  Carthage  (416)  —  renewed 
the  former  condemnation  of  these  doctrines,  and  laid  their  charges 
before  Innoi  tut  L  of  Rome,  who  approved  of  the  conduct  of  the  African 
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Church.  Pelagiits  now  traDsmitted  a  confefision,  in  which  his  riewt 
were  carefully  diBguiscd,  while  Coelestius  appeared  personally  at  Rome. 
But  Innocent  had  died  before  his  arrival  (417).  Zosimus,  his  succewkv 
—  perhaps  a  Greek  divine,  at  any  rate  an  indifferent  theologian  — 
having  been  gained  by  Ccelestius,  addressed  bitter  reproaches  to  tht 
African  Church,  against  which  the  latter  energetically  protestei.  Soon 
afterwards,  however,  the  Emperor  Honorius  issued  (in  418)  a  "  sacntm 
scripfvm  "  against  the  Pelagians,  while  a  General  Synod,  held  at  Car* 
thaye  in  418,  condemned  their  views  in  even  stronger  terms  than 
before.  These  circumstances  induced  Zosimus  also  to  condemn  them 
(**tfp/.*/o/a7rar/a/orfa"). Eighteen  Italian  bishops — among  them  Julianvs 
of  Eclanum,  the  ablest  defender  of  Pelagianism  — reftised  to  sign  this 
document,  and  were  banished.  They  requested  and  obtained  an  asylum 
from  Nestorius,  Bishop  of  Constantinople.  But  this  connection  was 
fatal  both  to  the  bishop  and  his  prot^g^s,  Ccelestine,  Bishop  of  Rome, 
took  the  part  of  the  opponents  of  Nestorius  in  the  controversy  about 
the  person  of  Christ  (J  52,  3) ;  while  the  Eastern  Church,  at  the  (Ecu- 
menical Council  of  Ephesus  in  431,  condemned,  along  with  Nestorius, 
also  Pelagius  and  Coelestius,  without,  however,  entering  upon  a  defini- 
tion of  the  doctrine  in  question.  To  this  result  the  efforts  of  Marius 
Mercator,  a  learned  layman  from  the  West,  who  resided  at  Constanti- 
nople, had  greatly  contributed.  He  had  composed  two  "Commoni- 
toria"  against  Pelagius  and  Ccelestius,  and  a  controversial  tractate 
against  Julianus  of  Eclanum.  Nor  had  Augustine  been  idle  during 
the  interval.  In  413  he  wrote  "  De  spiritu  et  litera  ad  Marcellinum  ;" 
in  415,  "  De  natura  et  gratia  "  against  Pelagius,  and  *'  De  perfectione 
justitiae  hominis*'  against  CoolcKtius;  in  41G,  *'De  gestis  Pclagii ;"  in 
418,  **  De  gratia  Dei  et  de  peccato  originali  LI.  II.  c.  Pelag.  et  Cocl. ;" 
in  419,  **  De  nuptiis  et  concupiscentia  LI.  11."  (in  answer  to  the 
objection  tha-t  his  system  cast  contempt  upon  the  Divine  institution  of 
marriage) ;  in  420,  **  C.  duas  epistolas  Pelagianorumad  Bonifacium  I." 
against  the  apologies  of  Julianus  and  his  friends) ;  in  421,  **L1.  VI. 
c.  Julianum ;"  and  somewhat  later  an  '*  Opus  imperfectum  o.  secun- 
dam  Juliani  responsionem." 

5.  The  Semi- Pelagian  Confrorerst/  (427-529). — Gross  Pelagianism 
had  been  refuted,  but  extreme  inferences  from  the  principles  of  Augus- 
tine in  reforence  to  the  doctrine  of  Predestination  excited  fresh  discus- 
sions. The  monks  at  Hadrumeinm,  in  North  Africa,  had  gone  on 
evolving  sequences  from  this  doctrine,  until  some  had  fallen  into  per- 
plexity and  despair,  some  into  security  and  unconcern,  while  others 
deemed  it  requisite  to  avoid  these  and  other  consequences  by  ascribing 
to  human  activity  a  certain  amount  of  merit  in  the  acquisition  of  sal- 
vation. Under  these  difficulties,  the  abbot  of  that  monastery  addressed 
himself  to  Augustine,  who  endeavoured  to  remove  the  scruples  and 
mistakes  of  the  m^nks  in  two  tractates  (a.  427) :  **De  gratia  et  libero 
arbitrio"  and  "  De  correptione  et  gratin."    But  about  the  same  time 
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m  entire  school  of  divines  in  Southern  Gaul  protested  against  the  doo- 
trine  of  Predestination,  and  maintained  the  necessity  of  asserting  thai 
human  freedom  to  a  certain  degree  co-operated  with  Divine  grace,  so 
fchat  sometimes  the  one,  sometimes  the  other,  initiated  conversion.   This 
school  was  headed  by  Johannes  Cassianus  (ob.  432),  a  pupil  and  friend 
of  Ghrysostom,  and  the  founder  and  preHident  of  the  monastery  at 
Massilia.     Ilis  adherents  were  csMod  Massilians  or  Semi-Felagians. 
Cassianus  himself  had,  in  the  13th  of  his  "  Collationes  Patrum''  (J  4S, 
6),  controverted  the  views  of  Augustine,  without,  however,  naming 
that  Father.     The  ablest  of  his  pupils  was  Tjncentiits  Lirinensis  (from 
the  monastery  of  Lirinium),  who,  in  his  **  Oommonitorium  pro  catho- 
licse  fide  antiquitate  et  universitate,''  laid  down  the  principle,  that 
Catholic  doctrine  consisted  of  all  **  guod  semper,  ubique  et  ab  omnibus 
^reditum  sit."    Tried  by  this  test,  of  course  the  teaching  of  Augustine 
was  not  Catholic.     The  second  book  of  his  tractate  —  which  has  been 
lost — controverted  Augustinianism,  and  was,  probably  on  that  account, 
suppressed.     Hilary  and  Prosper  AquHaniciis  —  two  laymen  in  Gaul 
(I  48,  8)  —  devoted  adherents  of  Augustine,  wrote  to  inform  him  of 
these  proceedings.     The  Bishop  of  Hippo  now  composed  two  tractates 
against  the  Massilians  (''De  pra)dcstinatioDe  Sanctt^rum''  and  ''De 
dono  perseverantioD").     Death  put  an  end  to  further  controversy  on  his 
part  (430).     But  Hilary  and  Prosper  took  up  the  cause.     When  Ct£les- 
tine.  Bishop  of  Rome,  to  whom  they  applied  for  redress  (in  431),  gave 
a  reply  in  terms  which  might  mean  anything  or  nothing,  Prosper  him- 
self entered  the  lists  by  an  able  tractate,  "  De  gratia  dei  et  libero  arbi- 
trio  contra  CoUatorem,"  in  which,  however,  he  involuntarily  smoothed 
off  the  extreme  points  in  the  system  of  Augustine.     This  remark  ap- 
plies even  in  higher  degree  to  the  able  work  *'  De  vocatione  gentium," 
which  perhaps  was  composed  by  Leo  the  Great,  afterwards  a  pope,  but 
at  that  time  only  a  deacon.     The  other  party  {Arnobius  the  younger?) 
published  a  remarkable  tractate,  entitled  "  Praedestinatus,"  in  which 
a  supposed  follower  of  Augustine  expresses  his  views  about  predesti- 
nation, carrying  them  to  a  most  absurd  length,  of  course  in  a  manner 
never  intended  by  the  Bishop  of  Hippo.     (Book  I.  gives  a  description 
of  ninety  heresies,  of  which  Predestinarianism  is  the  last ;  Book  II. 
furnishes,  by  way  of  prw)f,  this  pretended  tractate  by  a  Predestinarian ; 
and  Book  III.  contains  a  refutation  of  it.)    A  Semi-Pelag.  synod,  which 
met  at  Arl^s  in  475,  obliged  Lucidus,  a  presbyter  and  a  zealous  advo- 
cate of  the  doctrine  of  Predestination,  to  recant ;  and  Fauatus,  Bishop 
of  Rhegiiim,  transmitted  to  him,  in  name  of  that  Council,  a  contro- 
versial tractate,  "  De  gratia  Dei  et  humanae  mentis  libero  arbitrio." 
In  the  same  year  a  synod  held  at  Lvgdunum  (in  475)  sanctioned  Semi- 
Pelagianism.     Although  the  tractate  of  Faustus  was  moderate,  and, 
■o  to  speak,  intermediate  between   extreme  views  on  both   sides,  it 
iwased  very  great  commotion  among  a  community  of  Scythian  monks 
%t  Constantinople  (520).     Through  Possessor,  Bishop  of  Carthage,  they 
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complained  to  Hormisdds,  who,  however,  replied  in  general  and  indefi* 
nite  terms.  The  African  divines  in  Sardinia,  whom  the  Vandals  had 
banished  from  their  sees,  now  took  up  the  cause.  They  held  a  council 
in  523  ;  and,  in  their  name,  Fuhjeniius  of  Jht^pe  composed  a  very  ablii 
defence  of  Augustinian  views  (*'  De  veritate  praedeetinationis  ct  gratiao 
Dei  LI.  111."),  which  made  an  impression  even  in  Gaul.  At  the  same 
time,  Aoiius  of  Vienne  and  Cwsarius  of  ArUs^  two  excellent  Gallican 
bishops,  undertook  the  advocacy  of  moderate  Augustinianism.  At  the 
Synod  of  Araunio  (Oranges),  in  529,  these  views  were  generally  ao- 
knowlcdgod  as  orthodox  truth.  Augustine's  principles  about  original 
sin,  the  entire  worthlcssness  of  all  human  works,  and  the  absolute 
necessity  of  gracey  were  admitted  to  the  fullest  extent ;  faith  was  de- 
clared to  be  the  effect  of  grace  alone,  while  the  predestination  of  the 
"reprobate"  was  defined  as  merely  foreknowledge,  and  predestination 
to  sin  entirely  rejected  as  blasphemous.  A  synod  held  at  Valencia 
(529)  in  the  same  year  confirmed  the  decrees  of  OrangeSt  which  also 
received  the  approbation  of  Boniface  IL  of  Rome  in  530. 


i  54.  REVIVAL  OF  FORMER  SECTS. 

The  Montaniata  (Tertullianists)  and  Novatians  continued  to 
exist  till  the  fifth  or  sixth  century.  During  the  fifth  century 
Mamchcei.sm  still  counted  numerous  adlierents  both  in  Italy  and 
in  North  Africa.  Gnostic  and  Manichoean  tendencies  reappeared 
in  Spain  under  the  name  of  Priscilliatiism,  and  (towards  the 
close  of  this  period)  in  Armenia  under  that  of  Paulicianism 
(§  71,  1). 

1.  Mnniclucism.  —  The  most  prominent  representative  of  this  heresy, 
in  the  West  was  Faushis  <f  Mileve,  an  African,  who  composed  a  num« 
ber  of  controversial  tractates  a<i;ainst  Catholic  doctrine.  Angvstine^ 
who  had  at  first  been  misled  by  him,  wrote  against  him  the  thirty-three 
books  '*c.  Faustum,"  the  most  comprehensive  of  his  numerous  works 
against  the  Manichaeans. — Sinoc  the  reign  of  rflr/f:/i^i«mn/.,  the  emperors 
frequently  issued  strict  edicts,  decreeing  punishment  upon  the  members 
of  that  sect.  In  Africa  also  they  wore  persecuted  by  the  Vandals. 
Huneric  (since  477)  transported  whole  shiploads  of  them  to  the  conti- 
nent of  Europe.  At  the  time  of  Ijeo  the  Great  (oh.  401)  the  party 
numbered  many  adherents  in  Rome.  On  inquiry,  it  turned  out  that 
they  held  antinomian  principles,  and  secretly  indulged  their  lusts.  But, 
notwithstanding  the  rigour  employed  against  them,  the  sect  had  many 
secret  adherents  even  during  the  middle  ages. 

2.  PrisciUianism  (380-5G3). — (Comp.  Sal.  van  Fries,  diss.  crit.  de  Pri«« 
eillianistis  eoruraque  fatis  doctr.  moribus.  Dltraj.  1745. — /.  H  B,  LUlh 
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iert,  de  hseresi  Priscill.  Han.  1840.  —  /.  M.  Mandemack,  Gosch.  dea 
PriscillianLsm.  Trier  1851.) — Marcus,  an  Egyptian,  is  said,  in  the  fourth 
century,  to  have  brought  the  germs  of  Guostico-Manichsean  views  to 
Spain.    PrisciUian,  a  wealthy  and  educated  layman,  adopted  these 
principles,  and  elaborated  them  into  a  dualistic  system,  in  which  the 
"  emanation  theory"  occupied  a  prominent  place.     Marriage  and  the 
use  of  flesh  were  interdicted ;  but  it  is  said  that,  under  the  guise  of  a 
strict  asceticism,  the  sect  secretly  cherished  antinomian  views,  and 
indulged  in  licentious  orgies.     At  any  rate,  it  sanctioned  both  lying 
and  perjury,  hypocrisy  and  dissimulation,  for  the  purpose  of  spreading 
and  protecting  its  principles. — Gradually  Priscillianism  extended  over 
tiie  whole  of  Spain,  where  even  some  of  the  bishops  became  converts 
to  it.     The  glimmering  fire  was  fanned  into  a  flame  by  the  intemperate 
seal  of  Idacius^  Bishop  of  Emerida.     A  Synod  held  at  Saragossa  in  380 
excommunicated  the  sect,  and  commissioned  IthacitiSy  Bishop  of  Sos- 
saba,  a  very  violent  and  also  an  immoral  man,  to  carry  its  decrees  into 
execution.     In  connection  with  Idacius,  he  procured  from  the  Empe- 
ror  an  edict  threatening  all  Priscillians  with  exile.     But  Priscillian's 
bribe  brought  about  a  repeal  of  this  edict,  and  an  order  for  the  arrest 
of  Ith.,  which  the  latter  escaped  by  flight  into  Gaul.     Here  he  gained 
OTcr  MaximuSj  the  usurper  (the  murderer  of  Gratian),  who,  to  obtain 
their  possessions,  applied  the  torture  to  some  of  the  sect,  and  caused 
Priscillian  and  some  of  his  adherents  to  be  beheaded  at  Treves  (385); 
This  was  the  first  instance  in  which  heretics  were  punished  with 
death.     Martin^  the  noble-minded  Bishop  of  Tours,  to  whom  the  Em- 
peror had  promised  to  employ  mild  measures,  hastened  to  Treves,  and 
renounced  communion  with  Ithacius  and  all  those  bishops  who  had 
consented  to  the  sentence  of  death.     Ambrose  also,  and  other  bishops, 
expressed  their  disapprobation.      Maximinius  was  thus  induced   to 
institute    the  military  inquisition  against   them.     But  the   glory  of 
martyrdom  heightened  the  enthusiasm  of  the  sect,  and  their  principles 
rapidly  spread  among  the  barbarians  who,  in  409,  invaded  Spain.     In 
a  "Commonitorium  de  errore  Priscillianist,"  addresvsed  to  Aufjnsline 
(in  415),  Paulus  Orosius  (|  53,  4)  eamCvStly  implored  the  assistance  of 
that  Father ;   but  other  cares  and  controversies  prevented  him  from 
energetically  taking  part  in  this  discussion.     Greater  success  attended 
the  endeavors  of  Leo  the  Oreai,  whose  aid  was  invoked  thirty  years  later 
by  Turrihius,  Bishop  of  Astorga.     In  accordance  with  the  instruction 
of  that  Pontiff,  a  "Concilium  Hispanicum  "  in  447,  and  at  a  subse- 
quent period,  the  Council  of  Braga  in  503,  adopted  eflicient  measures 
for  the  suppression  of  this  heresy.     After  that  professed  Priscillianism 
seems  to  have  disappeared,  but  the  principles  of  the  sect  continued  iu 
■oeret  traditit^n  for  many  centuries. 
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V.  WORSHIP,  LIFE,  DISCIPLINE.  A^D  MANNERS. 

-  i  55.  WORSHIP  IN  GENERAL. 

When  Christian  worship  was  secured  by  Constantine  against 
persecution,  it  developed  extraordinary  wealth  of  forms  and 
material,  an  indescribable  fulness  of  ceremonial  beauty  and  glory. 
But  as  yet  doctrinal  controversies  absorbed  public  attention  too 
much,  to  leave  time  or  space  for  submitting  ritual  questions  to 
the  ordeal  of  discussion  and  examination.  Hence  the  special 
manner  of  conducting  public  worship  was  in  each  case  very  much 
left  to  be  regulated  by  the  spirit  of  the  times,  and  by  national 
peculiarities.  Still,  the  common  spirit  of  the  Church  gave  to 
this  ecclesiastical  development  a  great  uniform  direction,  and  the 
differences  which  at  first  obtained  gradually  disappeared.  Only, 
such  were  the  national  differences  between  the  East  and  the  West, 
that  even  the  continual  efforts  made  after  catholic  unity  could 
not  efface  these  characteristics  from  public  worship. 

The  right  relation  between  doctrink  and  worship  doubtless  is,  that 
the  latter  should  be  regulated  and  determined  by  the  former.  Such 
was  the  case  at  the  commencement  of  this  period.  But  afterwards  the 
relationsliip  was  reversed;  and  the  unevangelical  views  so  generally 
entertained  may,  in  no  small  measure,  be  traced  to  this  aberration. 
The  change  took  place  principally  during  the  time  of  Cyril  of  Alex, 
It  is  quite  natural  that,  when  the  principles  of  that  school  about  the 
close  interconnection  between  the  Divine  and  the  human  prevailed, 
they  should  also  have  been  embodied  in  public  worship.  But  as  yet 
these  views  were  one-sided,  and  liable  to  be  perverted  into  error.  The 
labours  of  Leo  and  Theodoret  were  indeed  so  far  successful  as  to  exclude 
from  Church  doctrines  the  monophysite  element;.  But  already  it  had 
struck  its  roots  so  deeply  in  public  tcorsJiipf  that  its  presence  was  not 
even  recognized,  far  less  removed.  During  the  following  periods  it 
gradually  increased  (in  the  worship  of  saints,  of  images,  of  relics  — 
in  pilgrimages,  the  sacrifice  of  the  mass,  etc.),  and  exercised  the  most 
pernicious  influence  on  the  development  of  the  doctrines  which,  as 
yet,  had  not  been  accurately  defined  (for  example,  those  about  the 
Church,  the  priesthood,  the  sacraments,  especially  that  of  the  Lord'i 
Bupper^  etc.) 
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1 56.  TIMES  OF  PUBLIC  WORSHIP  AND  FESTIVALS. 

Coup.  G,  B,  Ei^ensehmidty  Gesoh.  d.  Sonn-  and  Festtage  (Hist,  of 
the  Lord's  Day  and  of  Feast  Days).  Leipz.  1793.— J.  G,  Muller,  Gesch. 
d.  chriau  Feate.  BerL  1843. — Fr,  Strauss^  d.  evang.  Kirchenjahr  (The 
Eccles.  Year  of  Evang.  Ch.).  Berl.  1850.  -—  E,  Hanke,  d.  kirchl.  Peri- 
kopensystem.  BerL  1847.— if.  A.  Nickd  (Rom.  Cath.),  d.  heil.  Zeiten 
u.  Feste  in  d.  kath.  K.  (Sacred  Seasons  and  Fest.  in  the  Cath.  Church). 
Mayence  1836.  6  vols.  —  H.  Alt,  d.  chr.  Cultus.  Abth.  II.,  Das  Kir- 
chenjahr mit  8.  Festen.    BerL  1858. 

The  idea  of  a  weekly  and  an  annual  cycle  in  commemoration 
of  the  great  facts  of  salvation,  had  been  entertained  even  during 
the  previous   period  (§31).     But   gradually  the   idea  of  this 
weekly  cycle  gave  way  before  a  richer  and  fuller  development  of 
that  of  the  Christian  year.     From  the  first  essential  differences 
prevailed  in  this  respect  between  the  East  and  the  West ;  the 
former  embodied  rather  the  Jewish-Christian,  the  latter  the  Gen- 
tile-Christian tendency.     But  during  the  fourth  century  many  of 
these  divergences  were  removed,  and  the  three  great  cycles  of 
Christian  festivals  were  celebrated  in  the  same  manner  by  both 
Churches.     During  the  fifth  and  sixth  centuries,  however,  the 
former  differences  again  reappeared.     The  Eastern  Church  in- 
creasingly yielded  to  its  early  inclination  for  Jewish-Christian 
forms  of  worship  ;  while  the  Western  Church,  in  conformity  with 
its  Gentile-Christian  tendency,  adopted  the  natural  year  as  a 
basis  for  the  ecclesiastical.     Hence  the  ecclesiastical  year  of  the 
West  obtained  fuller   organization,  and   became  more   closely 
intertwined  with  popular  life.     But  even  in  the  West,  the  in- 
creasing tendency  towards  the  worship  of  saints  prevented  the 
fall  carrying  out  of  the  idea  of  the  Christian  ecclesiastical  year. 

1.  The  Weekly  Cycle,  —  So  eariy  as  the  year  321  Constantine  the 
Great  enacted  a  law,  that  neither  public  business  nor  work  of  any  kind 
shoald  be  done  on  the  Lord's  Day.  Somewhat  later  he  interdicted  military 
exercises  on  that  day.  His  successors  extended  this  inhibition  to  public 
spectacles.  Besides  Sunday,  the  Jewish  Sabbath  also  was,  for  a  long 
time,  observed  in  the  East  by  meeting  for  worship,  by  the  intermission 
of  fasts,  and  by  prayer  in  the  standing  posture ;  fasting  was  only 
allowed  on  the  Sabbath  of  the  Great  Week.  Wednesday  and  Friday, 
the  "  dies  stationum,"  were  kept  in  the  East  as  fast  days.  In  the  West, 
the  fast  on  Wednesdays  was  abrogated,  and  in  its  room  that  on  the 
Jewiiih  Sabbath  introduced.  « 
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2.  Horce  and  Ember-Dai/s.^— During  the  fifth  century  the  number  of 
fixed  hours  for  prayer  (the  3d,  6th,  and  9th  during  the  day,  comp.  Dan. 
vi.  10,  13;  Acts  ii.  15,  iii.  1,  x.  9)  increased  to  eight  (hora  canonica: 
Matutina  at  3  o'clock  in  the  morning.  Prima  at  0,  Tertia  at  9,  Sexta 
at  12,  Nona  at  3,  Vespers  at  6,  Completoria  at  9,  and  Mesonyction  or 
Vigils  at  12).  But  in  order  to  obtain  the  sacred  number  7  (after  Ps. 
cxix,  164),  the  two  horoo  of  the  night  were  generally  combined  into 
one.  The  horae  were,  in  all  their  strictness,  obser^'ed  only  by  monkfl 
and  the  clergy.  —  In  accordance  with  this  arrangement  of  prayer,  once 
every  three  hours,  the  year  was  divided  in  the  West  into  terms  of  three 
months  (quatuor  tempora,  quarterW),  each  marked  by  a  fast  These 
periods  were  (according  to  Joel  ii.)  to  bo  signalized  by  repentance, 
fasting,  and  almsgiving.  The  arrangement  in  question  was  completed 
by  Leo  llie  Great  (oh,  461).  The  Ember-days  fell  at  the  commencement 
of  Quadragesima,  during  the  week  after  Pentecost,  and  in  the  middle 
of  the  seventh  and  of  the  tenth  month  (September  and  December). 
They  were  observed  by  a  strict  fast  on  the  Wednesday,  the  Friday,  and 
the  Saturday,  and  by  a  Sabbath  vigil. 

3.  The  Calculation  of  Easter,  —  The  Council  of  Nice  (325)  decided 
in  favour  of  the  Roman  mode  of  Easter  observance,  as  opposed  to  that 
of  Asia  Minor  (§31,  1).  The  adherents  of  the  latter  formed  a  separate 
sect  ( Quarfodeciinani).  The  Council  decided  that  the  first  day  of  full 
moon  after  the  vernal  equinox  should  be  reganied  as  the  14th  of  Nisan, 
and  that  the  Feast  of  the  Resurrection  should  be  celebrateti  on  the 
Sunday  following,  yet  so  as  to  avoid  its  coincidence  with  the  Jewish 
Passover.  The  annual  astronomical  calculation  of  the  feast  was  en- 
trusted to  the  Bishop  of  Alexandria,  in  which  city  astronomical  study 
was  extensively  cultivated.  This  prelate  issued  an  annual  circular 
(liber  ;>(i.W//i/w)  —  commonly  at  Epiphany  —  in  which  he  intimated  to 
the  other  cliurches  the  result  of  his  calculations,  and  generally  also 
took  occasion  to  discuss  some  quest i(m  that  was  mooted  at  the  time. 
The  Roman  mode  of  calculation  differed  in  some  respects  from  that 
common  in  Alexandria.  At  Rtmic  they  calculated  according  to  a  cycle 
of  84,  and  not  of  19  years ;  the  18th,  and  not  the  21st  of  March,  was 
regarded  a.s  the  day  of  the  spring  equinox  ;  and  if  the  full  moon  hap- 
pened on  a  Saturday,  Easter  was  celebrated,  not  the  day  afterwards,  but 
eight  days  after  it.  At  last,  in  525,  Dionysius  Exiguus  brought  about 
a  permanent  agreement  between  Rome  and  Alexandria  in  the  celebra- 
tion of  Easter. 

4.  The  Easier  Cycle  of  Festivals.  —  With  the  commencement  of  Qi/o* 
iragesima  the  whole  appearance  of  public  life  underwent  a  change. 
Public  amusements  were  prohibited,  criminal  investigations  arrested, 
and  the  noije  of  traffic  in  streets  and  markets  ceased  as  far  as  possible. 
In  the  East,  fasting  was  intermitted  on  Sundays  and  Saturdays ;  in  the 
West,  only  on  Sundays.     On  this  account,  Gregory  the  Great  fixed  thf 
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Wednesday  of  the  seventh  week  before  Easter  as  the  commencement 
of  Quadragesima.     This  day  was  called  **  Caput  jejunii,"  and  **  Dies 
einerum  "  —  Ash  Wednesday  —  from  the  practice  of  sprinkling  ashes 
on  the  heads  of  the  faithful,  in  remembrance  of  Gen.  iii.  19.     On  the 
Tuesday  before  that  fast,  the  people  were  wont,  by  extravagant  festivi 
ties  (Camipa/,  Cami  vale.),to  make  up  for  the  coming  fasts.     About 
the  same  time  the  Easter  cycle  was  enlarged  in  the  West,  so  as  to 
embrace  two  additional  weeks,  and  commence^  on  the  ninth  Sunday 
before  Easter  (Septuagesima).    The  Hallelujah  of  the  mass  then  ceased. 
marriages  were  no  more  consecrated  (tempus  clausum),  and  monks  and 
piiestjt  already  commenced  to  fast.    Quadragesima  attained,  as  it  were, 
its  climax  during  the  last  or  the  so-called  Gretii  Weekj  which  commenced 
on  Palm  Sunday  (copri}  fwy  jSeuW),  and  closed  with  the  Great  Sabbath, 
the  favourite  time  for  administering  baptism.     The  Thursday  vrhen  the 
Lord's  Supper  had  been  instituted,  and  the  Friday  on  which  the  Sa- 
viour had  been  crucified,  were  more  particularly  observed.     Public 
worship  celebrated  during  the  night  (Easter  vigil)  formed  a  transition 
from  these  fasts  to  the  rejoicings  at  Easter.     This  solemnity  was  deep- 
ened by  the  prevalence  of  an  old  tradition,  that  Christ  would  again 
return  during  that  night.     The  morning  of  Easter  was  ushered  in  with 
the  joyful  salutation,  "The  Lord  is  risen;"  to  which  response  was 
made,  "  Yea,  truly  He  is  risen."     The  festivities  of  Easter  closed  only 
on  the  following  Sunday*  (pascha  clausum,  avrCnokaxa)'    On  that  day 
those  who  had  been  baptized  on  the  Great  Sabbath  wore  for  the  last 
time  their  white  garments.     Hence  this  Sunday  was  called  **  Dominica 
in  albis,"  also  **  Quasimodogeniti,"  from  the  first  words  in  1  Pet.  ii.  2 — 
among  the  Greeks,  xaw^  xvpuuc^.     The  rejoicings  of  Easter  extended 
over  the  whole  term  of  Quinquagesimay  or  the  period  between  Easter 
and  Pentecost     A  solemn  vigil  preceded  both  AsctHsion-day  and  Pen- 
tecost^ and  the  latter  closed  with  a  Pentecosi-octava  (celebrated  by  the 
Greeks  as  the  xvpuixri  tu»v  ayCcw  ijutptvpfjoavtuvy  and  by  the  Latins  —  at  a 
much  later  period — as  the  Feast  of  the  Holy  Trinity). —  These  festive 
**OctorcF"  were  kept  in  imitation  of  the  "solemn  assembly"  at  the 
Feast  of  Tabernacles,  Lev.  xxiii.  36. 

5.  The  Christinas  Cycle  of  FestivaU. — The  first  mention  of  Christmas 
observance  (natalis  Christi,  ysvi^xux)  occurs  in  the  Western  Church 
about  300.  Twenty  or  thirty  years  afterwards,  it  was  also  introduced 
in  the  East.  We  account  for  the  late  introduction  of  this  festival  by 
the  circumstance  that  the  ancient  Church  failed  to  set  value  on  the  day 
of  Christ's  birth,  and  placed  it  rather  in  the  background  as  oompared 
with  the  day  of  His  death  (|  31)  But  Chrysostom  already  desio^nates 
it  as  the  /it^rpo/coXcf  naau»v  r^r  ioprCtv.  From  the  first,  the  25th  Decem- 
ber was  commonly  regarded  as  the  day  on  which  Christ  was  born. 
The  Christmas  festival  was  fixed  for  that  day,  not  on  account  of,  but 
iespite,  the  heathen  Saturnalia  (in  remembrance  of  the  Golden  Age, 
frwi  the  17th-24th  December),  the  Sigillaria  (on  the  24th  December, 
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when  children  receiyed  presents  of  dolls  and  figures  made  of  earUiei^ 
ware  or  wax  —  sigilla),  and  the  Bi*umalia  (on  the  25th  December,  diet 
natalis  invictl  soils,  the  Feast  of  the  Winter  Solstice).    At  the  samt 
time  it  was  regarded  as  far  from  an  accidental  occurrence  that  Christ, 
the  Eternal  Sun,  had  appeared  on  that  day.    Christmas  commenced 
also  with  a  Vigily  and  terminated  with  an  CkiavOt  which  during  the 
sixth  century  became  the  *'  festum  circumcisionis."     In  contrast  with 
the  excesses  of  the  heathen  at  the  New  Year,  the  ancient  Church  set 
this  day  apart  for  humiliation  and  fasting.     The  Feast  of  Epiphany 
was  introduced  in  the  West  in  the  fourth  century,  when  it  obtained 
its  peculiar  Gentile-Christian  import  as  a  commemoration  of  the  admis- 
sion of  Gentiles  into  the  Church  (Luke  ii.  21).    (Referring  to  Ps.  Ixzii. 
10,  TertuUian  had  represented  the  Magi  as  kings ;  the  number  three 
indicated  threefold  gifts.    In  600  a.  d.  Bede  gave  their  names :  Casper, 
Melchior,  and  Balthasar.)    In  other  places  this  feast  was  also  supposed 
to  commemorate  the  first  miracle  of  Christ  at  the  marriage  in  Cana. — 
Since  the  sixth  century,  the  period  preceding  Christmas  was  observed 
as  *' the  Advent"     In  the  Latin  Church  this  season  commenced  on  the 
fourth  Sunday  before  Christmas ;  in  the  Greek,  on  the  14th  November, 
and  comprehended  six  Sundays  and  a  fast  of  forty  days  —  a  practice 
which  was  also  introduced  in  some  of  the  Western  churches. 

6.  The  last  festival  of  our  Lord  —  introduced  late  in  the  East — was 
that  of  tJie  Transfiguration  (Aug.  6th),  which  the  Latin  Cimrch  only 
adopted  in  the  fifteenth  century. — For  Saints'  dags,  And  feasts  in  honor 
of  the  Virgin,  comp.  }  57. 

7.  The  Ecclesiastical  Year.  —  In  the  East,  the  symbolical  relation 
between  the  natural  and  the  ecclesiastical  year  was  ignored,  except  so 
far  as  implied  in  the  attempt  to  give  to  the  Jewish  feasts  a  Christian 
adaptation.  To  some  extent,  indeed,  Western  ideas  had  been  imported 
in  reference  to  the  great  festivals,  such  as  Christmas,  Easter,  and 
Pentecost,  but  not  in  connection  with  the  ordinary  Sun  and  feast-days. 
At  first  the  ecclesiastical  year  in  the  East  commenced  with  Easter, 
afterwards  with  Quadragesima  or  with  Epiphany,  and  ultimately  in 
September,  as  under  the  Old  Dispensation.  The  year  was  divided  into 
four  parts,  according  to  the  "lectio  continua"  of  the  Gospels,  and  the 
Sundays  obtained  corresponding  names.  The  xvpiaxij  rtp^ri  rw  Mar- 
^'oi>  took  place  immediately  after  Pentecost.  —  Tlie  Latin  Ecclesias- 
tical Year  commenced  in  Advent,  and  was  divided  into  a  "  Semestre 
Domini"  and  a  "  Semestre  ecclesia)."  But  the  idea  underlying  this 
arrangement  was  only  carried  out  in  reference  to  the  **  Semestre 
Domini "  (Christmas,  Easter,  and  Pentecost,  with  the  Sundays  which 
they  included,  indicating  the  commencement,  the  development,  and  tha 
completion  of  the  histt)ry  of  redemption).  In  reference  to  the  **  Semestre 
ecclesiae,"  only  the  commencement  of  a  symbolical  arrangement  was 
made.    Thus  the  "  Feast  of  Peter  and  Paul,"  on  the  29th  Jun(j,  repre- 
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irated  the  foundation  of  the  Church  by  the  apostles;  the  feast  of 
Lattrentitut  (J  28,  5)  the  martyr,  on  the  10th  August,  the  contest  await- 
iog  the  "  Church  militant  ;'*  and  the  Feast  of  Michael  the  archangel, 
on  the  29th  September,  the  complete  success  of  the  "  Church  triumph- 
ant." That  these  feasts  were  intended  to  form  the  basis  of  three  cycle« 
of  festivals,  we  gather  from  the  circumstance  that  the  Sundays  after 
Pentecost  had  been  arranged  as  Dominicae  post  Apostolos,  post  Lau- 
rentii,  post  Angelos.  But  the  idea  was  not  developed :  the  frequency 
of  saints'  days  not  only  made  this  arrangement  impossible,  but  rendered 
it  even  necessary  to  encroach  on  the  "  Semestre  Domini."  The  prin- 
ciple of  attempting  to  Christianize  the  worship  of  the  heathen  was 
authoritatively  sanctioned  by  Gregory  the  Great,  who  in  601  instructed 
the  Anglo-Saxon  missionaries  to  transform  the  heathen  tem  pes  into 
churches,  and  the  pagan  into  saints'  festivals  or  martyr-days,  *'ut  dursB 
mentes  gradibus  vel  passibus  non  autem  saltibus  elev^entur."  Saints 
now  took  the  places  of  the  old  gods,  and  the  ecclesiastical  was  made 
in  every  respect  to  correspond  with  the  natural  year,  only  in  a  Chris- 
tianixed  form. 

157.  THE  WORSHIP  OF  SAINTS,  OF  RELICS,   AND  OF 

IMAGES. 

Since  persecutions,  and  with  them  martyrdom,  had  ceased, 
an  extraordinary  asceticism  could  alone  entitle  to  the  honours 
of  canonization.  In  awarding  this  distinction,  popular  opinion 
carried  the  day.  Thus  the  number  of  saints  increased  every 
year;  saints  who  had  long  been  forgotten  were  discovered  by 
means  of  visions,  while,  in  the  absence  of  historical  reminiscences, 
tradition  supplied  names  and  facts  in  rich  abundance.  The  more 
men  felt  the  lukewarmness  and  worldliness  of  their  own  religious 
experience,  as  compared  with  the  strength  of  faith  displayed  by 
the  first  witnesses  for  the  truth,  the  higher  did  the  martyrs  rise 
In  poy>a1ar  veneration.  Altars  and  churches  were  erected  over 
their  graves  (memorice  ^oprvpicu),  or  else  their  bones  deposited 
in  the  churches  {translation en).  Newly  erected  churches  were 
consecrated  by  their  names,  and  persons  called  after  them  in 
baptism.  The  days  of  their  martyrdom  were  observed  as  festi* 
vals,  introduced  by  vigils,  and  celebrated  by  agapes  and  obla- 
tions at  their  graves.  Ecclesiastical  orators  extolled  them  in 
enthusiastic  language,  and  poets  sung  of  them  in  their  hymns. 
Nothing  could  equal  the  zeal  with  which  their  bones  were 
searched  out,  or  the  enthusiasm  with  which  men  gazed  on  them, 
or  pressed  forward  to  touch  them.  Every  province,  nay,  every 
19* 
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town,  had  its  tutelary  saint  (Patronus).  In  the  East,  the  /nun 
cation  of  Saintn  originated  with  the  three  great  Cappadocians  ; 
in  the  West,  with  Ambrose.  These  Fathers  maintained  that  the 
saints  participated  in  the  omnipotence  and  omniscience  of  the 
Deity.  Auguaiine  alone  held  that  the  angels  were  the  medium 
through  wln'ch  the  saints  lennied  the  invocations  of  the  devout 
Tn  the  various  liturgies,  the  former  practice  of  praying  for  the 
saints  was  now  converted  into  entreatv  for  their  intercession. 
The  common  people  regarded  this  worship  as  taking  the  place 
of  that  of  heroes  and  of  the  Manes.  But  theological  writers 
earnestly  insisted  on  the  distinction  between  "adoratio"  and 
"  invocatio,"  xarpfta  and  hovxtia,  of  which  the  former  was  due  to 
God  alone.  The  wortihip  of  Mary  arose  at  a  period  subsequent 
to  that  of  the  martyrs,  and  chiefly  in  connection  with  the 
Nestorian  controversy.  Soon,  however,  it  acquired  much  greater 
importance  than  that  of  the  saints.  Faint  traces  of  a  worship 
of  amjch  occur  even  in  Justin  and  Origen  ;  but  this  species  of 
service  was  neglected  for  tliat  of  the  saints.  The  zeal  for  piU 
gn'matjcs  was  greatly  quickened  after  the  visit  of  the  Empress- 
mother  Helena  (in  320)  to  the  holy  places  in  Palestine,  where 
she  erected  splendi*!  churches.  Some  of  the  most  eminent 
Fathers,  however.  disa])proved  of  these  tendencies.  The  worship 
of  image  A  commenced  during  the  time  of  Cyril  of  Alexandria. 
It  was  specially  cultivated  in  the  East.  Western  divines  —  and 
even  Gregory  the  Oreat  —  admitted  pictures  only  for  decoration, 
for  ])oj)iilar  instruction,  and  for  quickening  the  devotional  feel- 
ings. The  worship  of  relies,  on  the  other  hand,  spread  more 
extensively  in  the  West  than  in  the  East. 

1.  Sahifs*  Days.  —  So  early  as  the  fourth  century,  the  octave  of 
Pente(iost  vras  celebrated  in  the  East  as  **  the  Festival  of  all  the  Martyrs** 
(I  50,  4).  In  the  West,  Pope  Boniface  IV.  inRtituted,  in  610,  a  "/<w/»/iii 
omnium  S'Uicfffnun^'  for  the  Pantheon,  which  the  Emperor  Phocas  had 
presented  to  the  Holy  See,  and  which  was  transformed  into  a  church 
of  the  most  blessed  Virricin  and  of  all  the  martyrs.  But  this  festival 
(on  November  1st),  was  not  generallv  observe<l  till  the  ninth  centurv. 

*  *  ^ 

The  lar«re  number  of  canonized  saints  rendered  it  possible  to  dedicate 
every  <lay  in  the  calendar  to  one  or  more  saints.  Generally,  the 
annivei*8ary  of  their  death  was  selected  for  that  purpose ;  in  the  case 
of  John  the  Baptist  alone  an  exception  was  made  in  favour  of  his  Ynrth- 
day  (natalis  S.  Joannis).  From  its  relation  to  Christmas  (Luke  i.  26), 
this  festival  was  fixed  for  the  24th  June  :  and  the  contrast  of  the  season 
m  which  these  two  feasts  occurred,  remi.nded  the  Churjh  even  in  this 
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respect  of  John  iii.  30.  So  early  as  the  fifth  century,  the  29th  August 
was  also  observed  as  v^Jestum  decollaiionut  S,  Joannis,  The  second  day 
of  Christmas  was  the  Feast  of  St,  Stephen,  the  proto-martyr  (the  first- 
gathered  fruit  of  the  Incarnation) ;  the  third  day  was  devoted  to  the 
memory  of  the  disciple  whom  Jesus  loved  ;  the  fourth ,  to  that  of  the 
infiuits  at  Bethlehem  (feaium  innocentnm),  as  the  '*  flores ''  or  '*  primitiao 
martymm."  The  Feast  of  the  Maccabees  —  in  commemoration  of  the 
woman  and  her  seven  sons  who  sufiered  under  Antiochus  Epiphanes — 
was  already  celebrated  in  the  fourth,  and  only  discontinued  in  the 
thirteenth  century.  Among  the  festivals  in  honour  of  the  apostles,  that 
**ofPeler  and  Paul" —  in  memory  of  their  martyrdom  at  Rome  (29th 
June)  —  was  generally  observed.  Besides  this,  two  other  '*/esta 
cathedrce  Petri**  were  observed  at  Rome  —  one  on  the  18th  January,  in 
eommemoration  of  Peter's  accession  to  the  **  Cathedra  Roniana,"  the 
other  on  the  22d  February,  in  remembrance  of  his  occupation  of  the 
"Cathedra  Antiochena."  For  some  time  the  saints'  days  wore  sc 
arranged  that  those  devoted  to  the  patriarchs  were  fixed  before 
Christmas,  those  of  later  saints  of  the  Old  Testament  dispensation 
during  Quadragesima,  those  of  the  apostles  and  first  preachers  after 
Pentecost ;  then  followed  the  martyrs,  after  them  the  later  confessors, 
and,  lastly,  the  "  Virgines,"  as  the  type  of  the  Church  in  a  state  of 
perfection. 

2.  The  Worship  of  Mary,  —  The  Virgin,  "blessed  among  women," 
and  who  by  the  Holy  Spirit  had  predicted :  "  From  henceforth  all 
generations  shall  call  me  blessed,"  was  from  the-  first  regarded  as  the 
highest  ideal  of  maidenhood.  Hence  the  veneration  which  the  eayly 
Church  paid  to  virginity,  centred  in  that  of  her  person.  Side  by  side 
with  the  contrast  between  Adam  and  Christ,  Tertullian  placed  that 
between  Eve  and  Mary.  In  the  fourth  century,  the  *'  perpetua 
virginitas  b.  Mariae"  was  already  an  article  of  faith.  Ambrose  applied 
Ezek.  xliv.  2  to  her,  and  spoke  of  her  having  given  birth  "  utero 
clause;"  while  the  second  Trullan  Council  (692)  declared  dx6;tfuroy 
for  ix  rjyj  Ha^ivcv  >«to»  foxov  ilvfu.  If  Irenaeus,  Tertullian,  Origen, 
Basil,  and  Chrysostom  had  still  acknowledged  her  sinful,  Aiigimtine  no 
longer  numbered  her  among  sinners:  '*  Unde  cnim  scimus,  quid  ei  plus 
gratiae  collatum  fuerit  ad  vincendum  omni  ex  parte  peccatum  ? "  But 
for  a  considerable  period  no  further  progress  was  made  towards  actual 
worship  of  the  Virgin.  This  was  partly  due  to  the  circumstance,  that 
she'had  not  shared  the  glory  of  martyrdom,  and  partly  to  the  idolatrous 
and  heathenish  worship  paid  her  by  the  Collyridians  —  a  female  sect 
in  Arabia  dating  from  the  fourth  century  —  who  offered  to  her  bread- 
cakes  (in  imitation  of  the  heathen  worship  of  Ceres).  Epiphanins, 
who  opposed  that  sect,  maintained:  rrpf  hi  Mapcav  ovhd^  it^xwno^*^ 
oiti  ayyfXo^  ^^a^fxyv^c  bo^tayyiav  toiavrriv.  On  the  Antidicomnrianiies^ 
eomp.  {  62.  But  through  the  victory  of  the  doctrine  that  Mary  was 
the  mother  of  God,  in  the  Xestorian  coutrovcrsy,  Mariolatry  became 
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again  more  general  in  the  Church.  In  the  fifth  century,  the  25th 
March  was  celebrated  as  the  Feast  of  the  Annnnciation^  (incamat.  onis, 
Joprj}  row  tvayyiXio fiovy  row  aartafifiov).  In  the  West,  the  Feast  of  Purifica' 
Hon  (according  to  Luke  ii.  22)  was  observed  on  the  2d  February.  It 
was  also  called  Feast  of  Candlemaa^  from  the  solemn  oficring  of 
candles  then  made.  When,  in  542,  the  empire  was  visited  with  earth- 
quakes and  pestilence,  Justinian  instituted  the  "festum  occursus," 
(lopri}  r^j  iitandvrtiO,  with  special  reference  to  the  meeting  with  Simeon 
and  Anna  (Luke  ii.  25).  Both  these  might  still  be  regarded  as 
festivals  of  our  Lord.  From  a  desire  to  have  a  series  of  feasts  in 
honour  of  the  Virgin  corresponding  to  those  in  commemoration  of 
Christ,  the  Feast  **of  the  Ascetision  of  Mary"  (fTMi^yvpc;  sofitij^twf,  f. 
assumptionis,  dormitionis  M.)  was  introduced  at  the  close  of  the  sixth, 
and  during  the  seventh  century  that  of  the  Birth  of  Mary.  These 
festivals  were  celebrated  on  the  15th  August  and  the  8th  September. 
The  former  was  founded  on  a  legend  —  first  broached  by  Gregory  of 
Tours,  (o6.  595) — to  the  effect  that,  immediately  on  her  decease,  angeU 
had  raised  the  "  Mother  of  God,"  and  carried  her  to  heaven. — (Cf. 
J  105,  2;  113,  1). 

3.  The  Worship  of  Angels, — So  early  as  the  second  century,  the  idea 
of  tutelary  angels  for  nations,  towns,  and  individuals  occurs,  based  on 
Deut.  xxxii.  8  (according  to  the  version  of  the  LXX.) ;  Dan.  x.  13,  20, 
21,  xii.  1 ;  Matt,  xviii.  10  ;  Acts  xii.  15.  Ambrose  already  insisted  on 
the  invocation  of  angels.  But  when  the  Phrygian  sect  oi  **  Angelici'* 
carried  this  practice  to  idolatrous  adoration  of  angels,  the  Council  of 
Laodicea  (in  the  fourth  century)  condemned  their  views,  and  Epiphor 
mns  numbered  the  sect  among  heretics.  Pretended  apparitions  of 
Michael  the  archangel  led,  in  the  fifth  century,  to  the  institution  of  tho 
*^  Feast  of  Sf.  MichaeV* — on  the  29th  September — which  was  celebrated 
in  honour  of  all  the  angels,  and  designed  to  express  the  idea  of  the 
Church  triumphant. 

4.  The  Worship  of  Images  (comp.  J  35). — The  dislike  and  the  jealousy 
of  art  which  characterized  the  early  Church  had  not  wholly  disappeared 
even  in  the  fourth  century.  Eusehins  of  Coisarea  speaks  of  a  statue  at 
Paneas  (J  14,  2),  and  other  representations  of  Christ  and  of  the  apos- 
tles, as  an  ^^urij  ovvrf^na.  lie  seriously  reproved  Constantia,  the  Em- 
peror's sister,  for  expressing  a  desire  to  possess  a  likeness  of  Christ, 
and  called  her  attention  to  the  second  commandment.  Asterivs,  Bishop 
of  Amasa  in  Pontus  (ob.  410),  censured  the  custom  of  rich  persons 
wearing  on  their  dresses  embroidered  representations  of  events  in  Gos* 
pel  history,  and  recommended  such  persons  rather  to  bear  Christ  in 
their  hearts.  Epiphaniu^,  in  his  zeal,  tore  in  pieces  a  painted  curtain 
that  hung  in  a  village  church  in  Palestine,  and  suggested  that  the  body 
of  a  poor  person  should  be  wrapped  in  it.  But  gradually  the  Grecian 
love  of  art  and  the  popular  feeling  carried  the  victory  over  legal  rigor* 
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ism  and  abetract  spiritualism.  In  this  respect  also  the  age  of  Cyril 
be^.ame  the  period  of  transition.  Already  in  the  fifth  century,  miracles 
wwe  said  to  be  performed  by  certain  pictures  of  Christ,  of  the  apoe^ 
ties,  and  of  *'  the  Mother  of  God."  This  gave  rise  to  a  real  worship 
of  images,  by  lighting  before  them  tapers,  kissing  them,  bowing,  pros- 
tration, burning  incense  before  them,  etc.  Soon  every  church  and 
church-book,  every  palace  and  cottage,  was  filled  with  pictures  of 
Christ  and  of  saints,  commonly  drawn  by  monks.  Countless  miracles 
occurred  in  connection  with  them.  This  delusion,  however,  spread  not 
BO  rapidly  in  the  West  as  in  the  East.  Thus  Anguatine  complained  of 
the  worship  of  images,  and  insisted  that  Christ  should  be  sought  in  the 
Bible,  and  not  in  images;  and  although  Gregory  the  Great  reproved 
the  iconoclastic  zeal  of  Serenus,  Bishop  of  Massilia,  himself  would 
tolerate  pictures  in  churches  '*ad  instruendas  solummodo  mentes  nesci- 
entium."  The  Nestorians,  who  were  entirely  opposed  to  the  use  of 
pictores,  denounced  Cyril  as  the  originator  of  this  new  idolatry. — (Cf 
j60.  4;  66.) 

5.  The  Warship  of  Relics  (Cf.  {  36, 4). — The  worship  of  relics  {xti^u) 
originated  partly  in  a  pious  impulse  common  to  mankind,  partly  in  the 
honours  which  the  early  Church  was  wont  to  pay  the  martyrs.     The 
religions  services  celebrated  on  the  graves  of  martyrs,  the  erection  of 
memorials  to  them,  and  the  depositing  of  their  bones  in  churches,  may 
be  regarded  as  the  commencement  of  this  practice.    By  and  by  no  altar 
or  church  was  reared  that  possessed  not  its  own  relic.     Gradually,  as 
the  small  number  of  known  martyrs  no  longer  sufficed  to  supply  the 
increasing  number  of  churches  with  relics,  their  bones  were  distributed. 
Places  where  relics  hitherto  unknown  lay,  were  miraculously  pointed 
out  in  dreams  and  visions.    The  catacombs  now  became  mines  of  relics, 
of  which  the  genuineness  was  proved  by  signs  and  wonders.    So  early 
as  386,   Tkeodosius  L  W2i9^  obliged  to  interdict  the  traffic  in  relics. 
Among  them  were  reckoned  not  only  bones,  but  garments,  utensils, 
and  especially  the  instruments  with  which  the  martyrs  had  been  tor- 
tured.   Their  application  restored  the  sick,  exorcised  demons,  raised 
the  dead,  averted  the  plague,  detected  crimes,  etc.     The  persons  thus 
benefited  were  in  the  habit  of  expressing  their  gratitude  by  setting  up 
eommemorative  tablets,  or  offering  silver  and  gold  casts  of  the  diseased 
member  which  had   been   miraculously  healed.     In  defence   of  this 
species  of  veneration,  some  appealed  to  2  Kings  xiii.  21 ;  Sir.  xlvi.  14; 
Acts  xix.  12.  —  According  to  a  legend  —  which  was  generally  credited 
in  the  fifth  century —  Helena  had,  in  326,  discovered  the  true  cross  of 
Christ,  as  well  as  those  of  the  two  malefactors.     This  story  was  first 
attested  by  Ambrose,  Rufinus,  and  Chrysostom  ;   Eusebius  and  the 
Bordeaux  pilgrim  of  the  year  333  know  nothing  of  it.     The  true  cross 
was  recognized  from  the  others  through  a  miraculous  cure  (raising  of 
tJiedead)  performed  by  means  of  it.     The  devout  Empress  presented 
one  half  ^f  the  cross  to  the  Church  of  the  H^ly  Sepubhre,  and  sent 
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the  other  half  along  with  the  nails  to  her  son,  who  inserted  the  wood 
in  a  statue  of  his  own,  and  set  the  nails  in  his  diadem  and  in  the  reins 
of  his  horse.  Pious  pilgrims  were  allowed  to  carry  with  them  splinters 
of  that  portion  of  the  wood  which  was  left  at  Jerusalem,  and  thus|>ar* 
ticUs  of  the  true  cross  were  carried  into  and  worshipped  in  all  lands. 
At  a  cf>mparativelj  late  period,  it  was  said  that,  in  honour  of  the  cli*- 
covery  of  the  cross^  a  atavputai/AOf  ^fiipa  had  been  celebrated  (on  the 
14th  September)  in  the  East  so  early  as  the  fourth  century.  From  the 
time  of  Gregory  the  Great,  a  fcstum  inventionis  S.  Crucis  was  kept 
throughout  the  West  on  the  3d  May.  The  Fenst  of  the  Elevation  of 
the  Cross  was  instituted  by  the  Emperor  Heraclius  (14th  Sept.)  to  com- 
memorate the  defeat  of  the  Persians,  who  were  obliged  to  restore  the 
holy  cross  (629),  which  they  had  taken  away.  This  festival  was  also 
introduced  in  the  West. 

6.  PUgrxmages  (Cf.  /.  Marx,  d.  Wallf.  in  d.  kath.  K.  Trier  1842).^ 
Pilgrimages  to  sacred  places  likewise  spring  from  a  prevalent  human 
want.  Many  were  eager  to  follow  the  example  set  them  by  Helena  in 
326.  Even  the  conquest  of  Palestine  by  the  Saracens  in  the  seventh 
century  could  not  arrest  the  leal  of  pilgrims.  Not  only  the  sacred 
localities  in  Palestine,  but  Mount  Sinai,  the  tombs  of  Peter  and  Paul 
at  Rome  {limina  Aposiolortim),  the  grave  of  St.  Martin  of  Tours  (6b. 
400),  and  even  the  place  where  Job,  the  type  of  Christ,  had  suffered 
(in  Arabia),  were  favourite  places  of  pilgrimage. — This  seal  for  pil* 
grimages,  especially  on  the  part  of  monks  and  of  women,  was  most 
strenuously  opposed  by  Gregory  of  Nyssa,  who,  in  a  letter  on  the  sub- 
ject, in  the  strongest  language  indicated  the  danger  accruing  both  to 
genuine  religion  and  to  morality  from  this  practice.  Even  Jerome 
moralized :  **  Et  de  Ilierosolymis  et  de  Britannia  ssqualiter  patet  aula 
coelestis.''  Chrysostom  and  Augustine  also  objected  to  the  excessive 
merit  attached  to  such  acts  of  devotion. — (Cf.  {  89,  4 ;  105,  3.) 


-  i  58.  ADMINISTRATION  Ot  THE  SACRAMENTS. 

The  Church  had  not  at  this  period  definitely  settled  either  the 
number  or  the  import  of  the  Sacraments  (fivor^a).  The  term 
was  indiscriminately  applied  both  to  the  doctrines  of  salvation  in 
so  far  as  they  transcended  the  intellect  of  man,  and  to  those  rites 
of  worship  through  which,  in  a  manner  incomprehensible,  be- 
lievers received  and  appropriated  redemption.  From  the  first,  it 
was  admitted  that  Baptism  and  the  Lord's  Supper  were  the 
principal  sacramental  means  of  grace.  But  so  early  as  the  third 
century,  anointing  and  laying  on  of  hands  was  distinguished 
{roDC  baptism,  regarded  as  a  special  sacrament  —  that  of  Con- 
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firmation  (xp^t^) — and  in  the  West  administered  separately 
from  the  initiatory  Christian  rite  (§  32).  The  idea  of  a  special 
order  of  Christian  priesthood  as  of  Divine  institution  (§  30),  led 
theologians  to  regard  Ordination  as  a  sacrament  (§  45,  3). 
When  the  Pelagians  charged  Augustine  that  his  views  of  origi- 
nal sin  and  of  concupiscence  implied  that  the  Divine  ordinance 
of  marriage  was  in  itself  sinful,  he  rejoined  by  characterizing 
the  eccletsiastical  solemnization  of  marriage  (§  61,  2)  as  a  sacra- 
ment, appealing  in  proof  to  Eph.  v.  32.  Thus  marriage  was 
represented  as  nature  sanctified  by  grace.  The  Pseudo-Diony' 
giu8  enumerated  (in  the  sixth  cent.)  six  sacraments,  viz. :  Bap- 
tism, Confirmation,  the  Lord's  Supper,  the  Anointing  of  priests, 
that  of  monks,  and  that  of  the  dead  (tutv  xixtKfirifiivuiv).  As  to 
extreme  unction,  comp.  §  61,  3. 

1.   The  Administration  of  Baptism  (Cf.  §  32). — During  this  period  it 
was  still  common  to  delay  baptism,  either  from  indifference,  from 
superstition,  or  from  doctrinal  prejudices.    These  motives  also  operated 
against  the  practice  of  infant-baptism,  which  had  long  been  recognized, 
not  only  as  lawful,  but  as  necessary.     Gregory  of  Nyssa  wrote :  "IIpoj 
rovf  ^pa^vvoyfa^  tii  fo  ^dftthafta;"  —  the  other  Fathers  equally  opposed 
this  abuse.     In  accordance  with  the  view  of  TeriulUan,  baptized  lay- 
men, but  not  women,  were  allowed  to  administer  baptism  in  case  of 
extreme  necessity  (in  periculo  mortis).     The  practice  of  having  God- 
parents became  general ;  and  the  Code  of  Justinian  treated  this  rela- 
tionship as  a  spiritual  affinity,  and  an  impediment  to  marriage.     The 
following  were  the  ceremonies  common  at  baptism.    The  catechumens, 
who  had  kept  their  heads  veiled,  unveiled  them  on  the  day  of  baptism — 
the  former  to  shut  out  any  object  that  might  distract,  and  also  to  sym- 
bolize spiritual  self-retirement.     Exorcism  was   pronounced  over  the 
candidates  for  baptism ;  next,  the  officiating  priest  breathed  on  them 
(John  XX.  22),  touched  their  ears,  saying:  Ephphatal  (Mark  vii.  34), 
and  made  the  sign  of  the  cross  on  their  forehead  and  breast.   In  Africa 
salt  (Mark  ix.  50)  was  given  them ;  in  Italy  a  piece  of  money,  as  sym- 
bol of  the  talent  of  baptismal  grace  (Luke  xix.  12,  etc.).    The  assump- 
tion in  baptism  of  a  new  name  indicated  entrance  into  a  new  life.   The 
person  baptized  renounced  the  devil,  turning  at  the  same  time  toward 
the  west,  and  saying :  ' Artordoaofiai  oot  Sorova  xai  nan^  r^'  Xa/t^tiq.  901/, 
and  again  to  the  east,  with  the  words:  Xwtdaaofuu  aoc  Xp^ri.     The 
practice  of  sprinkling  was  confined  to  the  "  baptismus  Clinicorum." 
The  pers»on  baptized  was  three  times  immersed;  in  the  Spanish  Church 
only  once,  to  mark  even  in  this  their  antagonism  to  Arian  views. 

2.  Hitherto  the  Doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper  (comp.  J  33)  had  not 
been  discussed  in  Synods,  and  the  views  cf  individual  Fathers  on  tht 
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•abject  were  exceedingly  vague  and  undetermined.  All  of  them  spoko 
ef  it  as  of  a  very  sacred  and  awful  mystery,  and  felt  convince  that 
the  elements  of  bread  and  wine  became,  in  a  supernatural  manner, 
connected  with  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ.  Some  regarded  this  con- 
nection as  spiritualy  and  in  the  light  of  a  dynamic  influence ;  others 
viewed  it  in  a  realistic  manner,  and  as  an  actual  communication  of 
these  substances  to  the  elements ;  but  most  theologians  had  not  fully 
decided  either  for  one  or  other  of  these  views.  Almost  all  described 
the  miracle  which  took  place  in  this  sacrament  as  a  ^f  rajSoXi;,  trans- 
figuratio  —  an  expression,  however,  which  they  also  employed  in  con- 
4e«'tion  with  the  baptismal  water  and  the  anointing  oil.  The  school 
of  Origon  —  especially  Eusehius  of  Caesarea  and  the  Pgeudo-Dionysivsy 
also  Athanasius  and  Gregory  Kazlnnzeny  though  in  a  less  decided 
manner  —  adopted  the  spiritualistic  view.  In  the  West,  it  was  advo- 
cated by  Augustine  and  his  school,  and  even  by  Leo  the  Great,  The 
principles  of  Augustine  on  Predestination  led  almost  of  necessity  to 
this,  since  only  believers,  i. «.,  the  elect,  could  partake  of  this  heavenly 
food.  Not  unfrequently,  however,  that  Father  also  made  use  of 
language  which  savours  of  the  opposite  view.  Among  the  advocates 
of  the  realistic  interpretation,  some  took  the  dyophy^ife  (con substantia- 
tion), others  the  monophysite  (tranaubatantiation)  view  of  the  sacra- 
ment. A  decided  tendency  to  transubstuntiation  is  exhibited  in  the 
writings  of  Cyril  of  Jerus,,  of  Chrysostom,  of  Ililary  of  Pict.,  and  of 
Ambrose,  The  view  of  Gregory  of  Nyssa  was  somewhat  peculiar.  He 
held,  that  as  during  the  terrestrial  life  of  Christ  food  and  drink,  by 
assimilation,  became  the  substance  of  Ills  body,  so  the  bread  and  wine 
were,  by  an  act  of  Divine  Omnipotence,  in  the  consecration,  changed 
into  the  ghrijied  corporeity  of  Christ,  which  became  assimilated  with 
our  body  when  we  partook  of  the  Lord's  Supper.  The  divergences  on 
this  question  appeared  more  distinctly  after  the  Nestorian  Controversy, 
although  Theodoret  and  Pope  Gelasius  (ob.  496)  were  the  only  theok^ 
gians  who  fully  applied  their  general  dyophysite  views  in  reference  to 
this  sacrament.     The  former  says :  fxivn  yap  ifti  r^j  frporcpcK  ovaJas,  and 

the  latter:  Esse  non  desinit  substantia  vel  natura  panis  et  vini 

Hoc  noliis  in  ipso  Christo  Domino  sentiendum  (in  regard  to  the  Person 
of  Christ),  quod  in  ejus  imagine  (as  to  the  Lord's  Supper)  profitemur. 
But,  in  all  probability,  the  mass  of  the  people  had  long  before  learned 
to  regard  this  fura^cDj;  as  a  genuine  change  of  substance.  The  popular 
view  next  passed  into  the  prayer-books.  We  find  it  in  the  Galilean  and 
Syrian  liturgies  of  the  fifth  century,  in  language  which  cannot  be  mis- 
understood. Even  after  the  Council  of  Chalcedon  had  sanctioned 
dyophysite  views  as  orthodox,  the  tendency  to  resolve  the  human  in 
Christ  into  the  Divine  still  continued ;  and  towards  the  close  of  this 
period  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  was  generally  entertained. 

3.  The  Sacrifice  of  the  Masa.    (Comp.  J  33,  4).  —  Even  during  the 
fourth  century  the  body  of  Christ  presented  by  consecration  in  the 
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Lord's  Supper,  had  been  designated  a  sacrifice,  thongh  only  in  the 
sense  of  being  a  representation  of  the  one  sacrifice  of  Christ.    But 
gradually  this  yiew  of  a  sacramental  feist  in  remembrance  of  the 
sacrifice  of  Christ  gave  place  to  that  which  made  the  Eucharist  an  un- 
bloody, bat  real  repetition  of  this  sacrifice.    The  change  in  question 
was  much  promoted  by  the  ancient  custom  of  connecting  with  this 
Mierament  intercession  for  the  living  and  the  dead,  and  mare  especially 
by  that  of  celebrating  the  memory  of  the  latter  by  oblations  and  par- 
taking of  the  Lord's  Supper,  in  order  thus  to  express  that  communion 
in  the  Lord  lasted  beyond  death  and  the  grave  (J  35).     Such  interces^ 
MtoHs  would  naturally  appear  much  more  powerful,  if  the  sacrifice  of 
Christ,  which  alone  could  give  them  efficacy,  was  on  every  such  occa- 
sion really  repeated  and  re-enacted.    Other  causes  also  contributed  to 
this  result.     Among  them  we  reckon  the   rhetorical  figures  and  the 
language  of  preachers,  who  applied  to  the  representation  terms  which 
really  characterised  the  one  sacrifice  of  Christ  alone ;  the  notion  about 
a  regular  priesthood,  which  soon  led  to  that  of  sacrifices ;  the  spread 
of  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  and  the  tendency  to  regard  the 
sacrament  as  of  magical  efficacy.     The  idea  that  the  Lord's  Supper  was 
a  sacrifice  became  completely  established  after  the  introduction  of  the 
doctrine  of  Purgatobt  as  a  place  of  punishment — before  the  resurrec- 
tion— where  venial  sins,  which  had  not  been  atoned  for  during  life, 
might  be  expiated.     This  doctrine,  which  was  not  received  in  the  East, 
was  first  propounded  by  Augustine,  although  not  without  some  mis- 
givings, and  without  any  reference  to  the  sacrifice  of  the  Eucharist. 
But  Ccetarius  of  Aries  and  Gregory  the  Great  carried  it  to  all  its  con- 
sequences.    The  '*  oblationes  pro  defunctis,"  which  had  long  been  in 
use,  now  assumed  the  character  of  **  masses /or  their  souls  ;  "  the  object 
being  no  longer  that  the  living  should  partake  of  the  body  and  blood 
of  Christ,  and  thereby  indicate  their  communion  with  the  departed,  but 
that  the  atoning  sacrifice  should  bo  repeated  for  the  spiritual  benefit  of 
the  deceased  —  i.e.,  in  order  that,  the  sufferings  of  purgatory  might 
thereby  be  alleviated  and  abridged.     Similarly,  men  had  also  recourse 
to  the  atfming  efficacy  of  the  eucharistic  sacrifice  for  the  removal  of 
earthly  ills,  sufferings,  and  accidents,  in  so  far  as  these  were  roi^ardod 
ss  punishments  of  sin.     For  these  purposes,  it  was  deemed  sufficient  if 
the  sacrificing  priest  alone  part^>ok  of  the  Eucharist  (missa:  solitarice, 
private  mtuws).    At  last  the  fiock  ceased  to  partake  of  the  commu- 
nion at  ordinary  seasons  of  worship,  and  only  joined  in  it  at  certain 
festivals. 

4.  The  Dtn^nsaiion  of  the  Scupper.  —  After  the  general  introduction 
of  infant-baptism,  the  strict  distinction  between  the  "  missa  catechu- 
menorum"  and  the  *'missa  fidelium"  (J  33,  1)  ceased.  In  the  Eastern 
and  North  African  branches  of  the  Church,  Infant- Communion  remained 
in  use ;  in  the  West  it  was  interdicted,  in  accordance  with  1  Cor.  xi. 
38,  29.  The  "cemmunio  sub  una''  (soil,  specie)  was  regarded  as 
20 
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Manichsean  heresj.  In  Northern  Africa  it  was  in  exceptional  casai 
allowed  in  the  case  of  children,  because  a  little  girl  had,  from  dislike 
to  wine,  on  one  occasion  spit  it  out.  So  early  as  the  sixth  century,  th« 
communion  was  taken  only  once  a  year  in  the  East ;  but  in  the  West 
the  Councils  insisted,  even  in  the  fiflh  century,  that  it  should  be  taken 
every  Lord's  day,  and  that  those  who  failed  to  partake  of  it  at  least 
on  the  three  great  festivals  should  be  excommunicated.  The  elemenis 
were  still  furnished  by  the  members  of  the  Church, — the  bread  being 
that  in  common  use,  hence  generally  leavened.  This  practice  continued 
in  the  East;  it  was  otherwise  in  the  West,  where  unleavened  bread 
was  used  in  the  Eucharist.  The  colour  of  the  witte  was  regarded  as 
matter  of  indifference;  at  a  later  period  white  wine  was  preferred, 
because  the  red  left  some  colouring  matter  in  the  cup.  It  was,  how- 
ever, deemed  necessary  to  mix  the  wine  with  water,  either  in  allusion 
to  John  xix.  34,  or  to  the  two  natures  in  Christ.  Only  the  Armenian 
Monophysites  used  undiluted  wine.  The  bread  was  broken.  It  was  a 
common  practice  in  the  East  to  carry  to  the  sick  bread  dipped  in  wine, 
instead  of  bringing  the  elements  separately.  At  a  later  period,  in 
churches  also  both  elements  were  given  together  in  a  spoon.  The  con- 
secrated elements  were  called  Euhgia,  in  allusion  to  1  Cor.  x.  16. 
What  of  the  elements  remained  unu8o<l  {ftipt^oivovatu)  was  distributed 
among  the  clergy.  At  a  later  period,  only  so  much  as  was  requisite  for 
the  communion  was  consecrated,  and  what  of  the  oblations  had  been 
left,  without  being  consecrated,  was  blessed  and  divided  among  non 
communicants  (aytCbtapa).  The  old  practice  of  sending  consecrated 
elements  to  distant  churches  or  bishops,  in  token  of  church  communion, 
was  in  the  fourth  century  interdicted  by  the  Council  of  Laodicea. 

J  59.   ADMINISTRATION  OF  PUBLIC  WORSHIP. 

In  public  worship  it  was  prohibited  to  read  from  any  non- 
canonical  book  (§  34).  Until  the  fifth  century,  the  common 
practice  was  to  read  continuously  through  the  Bible  (lectio  con- 
iimia).  In  the  Latin  Church  it  was  customary  always  to  read 
two  portions  of  Scripture  —  one  from  the  Gospels,  the  other  from 
the  Apostles  or  Prophets.  The  Apostolical  Constit.  prescribed 
three  portions  (Proph.  Apost.,  Evan^.)  ;  similarly  the  Gallican 
ftnd  the  Spanish  Church;  the  Syrian  four  (Praxapostolus,  etc.). 
As  the  idea  of  an  ecclesiastical  year  was  developed,  the  lectio 
continua  gave  place  to  a  lectio  propria  —  t.  e.,  to  a  selection  of 
Leasona  adapted  to  each  festival.  These  selections  were  in  the 
West  called  Lectionaria.  Among  them,  that  termed  ^'Comes,^ 
QT  ^'  Liber  comilis^^  (of  which  tradition  assigned  the  arrange 
ment  to  Jerome),  was,  after  some  modification  and  enlargement 
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grenerallj  adopted  throughout  the  West.     In  the  East,  where 
the  lectio  continua  remained  much  longer  in  use,  the  lectionaria 
were  only  introduced  during  the  eighth  century.     Commonly 
the  Lector  read  from  the  desk  ;  but  the  Gospel  was,  by  way  c 
distinction,  frequently  read  by  the  deacon.    From  similar  motives, 
candles  were  often  lit  at  that  part  of  the  service.  —  The  text  of 
the  SERMON  was  generally  taken  from  the  section  of  the  Bible 
that  had  been  read.    Preaching  was  considered  the  special  work 
of  the  bishop,  who  might,  however,  devolve  it  upon  a  presbyter 
or  a  deacon.     Monks  were  only  allowed  to  preach  in  the  streets, 
in  market-places,  or  from  the  tops  of  roofs,  columns,  or  trees. 
The  bishop  delivered  the  sermon    from    his   episcopal   ^pow^; 
frequently,  however,  he  stood  at  the  end  of  the  chancel,  in  order 
to  make  himoelf  better  heard.     Augustine  and  Chrysostom,  for 
this  purpose,  generally  preached  from  the  reading-desk.     In  the 
East,  where  the  sermon  often  lasted  for  hours,  and  the  preacher 
strained  after  theatrical  effect,  great  prominence  was  given  to 
the   horoiletic   part   of   worship.     The   practice    of  expressing 
approbation  —  especially  in  Greece — by  waving  of  handkerchiefs 
and  clapping  of  hands  (xporoj,  acclamatio)  must  have  proved 
very  disturbing.     In  the  West,  the  sermon  consisted  commonly 
of  a  brief  and  unadorned  address.     Extempore  sermons  were 
more  acceptable  than  memorized  ones.     The  practice  of  reading 
sermons  was  of  very  rare  occurrence ;   even  the  reciting  of  a 
discourse  committed  to  memory  was  not  popular.     After  the 
example  of  Constantine,  his  successors  in  the  empire  not  unfrc- 
qoently  delivered  sermons,  although  not  in  the  churches.  —  In 
iini/ing  they  mainly  used  psalms,  hymns,  and  doxologies.     The 
Gnostics  i§  28,  9),  Arians  (§  50, 1),  Apollinarians,  and  Donatists, 
often  succeeded  in  spreading  their  opinions  by  means  of  hymns. 
•To  meet  these  insidious  attacks,  the  Church  felt  it  desirable  to 
introduce  orthodox  instead  of  these  heretical  productions.     The 
Council  of  Laodicea  (360)  indeed  interdicted  the  use  of  ^aXfioi 
ihuattxoi.  in  churches,  probably  to  prevent  the  spread  of  heterodox 
compositions.    But  this  prohibition  was  not  obeyed  in  the  West; 
dnd  when  the  rivalry  of  the  Arians  at  Constantinople  obliged 
Chrysostom  to  allow  processions  at  night,  he  introduced  hymns 
in  these  services.     The  practice  of  going  in  processions  com- 
menced av  an  earlier  period  than  that  of  Chrysostom,  and  was 
first  introduced   at  funerals  and  marriages.     Since  the  fourth 
teentury  pi  )cession8  were  also  held  at  the  installation  of  bishop? 
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or  of  relics,  at  feasts  of  thanksgiving,  and  especiallj  during 
seasons  of  public  danger  or  calamity  (rogationes,  supplicatlones, 
litaniae).  Through  the  influence  of  Mctmertus^  Bishop  of  Viennt 
(450),  and  Gregory  the  Great,  processions  became  a  regulai 
ceremony  which  recurred  at  stated  times,  when  the  Oospels, 
costly  crucifixes  and  banners,  torches  and  burning  candles,  relics, 
pictures  of  the  Virgin  and  of  saints,  were  carried  about,  and 
psalms  or  hymns  sung.  The  religious  services  on  these  occasions 
were  called  Litanies,  They  consisted  of  prayers,  and  of  the 
invocation  of  saints  and  angels,  to  which  the  people  made 
response,  "  Ora  pro  nobis  ! " 

1.  Uae  of  the  Scriptvres.  —  The  doubts  previously  entertained  about 
the  authenticity  of  certain  portions  of  the  New  Testament  ({  34,  2) 
gradually  ceased.  The  Council  of  Laodieea  omitted  from  the  canon 
only  the  Book  of  Revelation,  manifestly  from  its  dislike  to  and  dread 
of  Millenarianism  (J  40,  8).  The  Coitncil  of  Hippo  (393)  settled  the 
canon,  which  has  since  been  received,  including  the  Old  Testament 
Apocrypha  in  it. —  The  inconvenient  practice  of  "Scriptio  continua," 
hitherto  common  in  the  copies  of  the  Bible,  was  abolished  by  Enthaliu9, 
a  deacon  of  Alexandria,  who  introduced  a  new  plan,  according  to 
which  every  line  [otix^i)  contained  only  so  much  as  could — without, 
of  course,  interfering  with  the  sense  —  be  read  without  a  pause.  An 
attempt,  previously  made,  to  arrange  the  various  books  into  chapters 
had,  however,  failed  to  produce  uniformity. — At  the  request  of  Damit^ 
suSf  Bishop  of  Rome,  Jerome  emendated  the  corrupted  text  of  the 
**Ilalu"  a  34,  3),  and  then  prepared  a  Latin  translation  from  the 
Hebrew  of  the  Old  Testament,  which,  along  with  the  emendated  version 
of  the  New  Testament,  was  generally  adopted  by  the  "VTestern  Church, 
and  bears  the  name  of  the  Vulgata,  At  the  suggestion  of  F^itoxenus, 
Bish.  of  Mabur^,  Polycarp  furnishes  the  monophysite  Syrians  a  new 
but  slavishly  literal  translation  of  the  N.  T.  (508).  Bish.  i\iu/a,  of 
Tela,  added  the  0.  T.  from  the  Ixx.  (617).  The  Fathers,  more  espe- 
cially Chrysostom,  insisted  that  the  laity  should  diligently  pirusk  thx 
Scriptures.  Still  the  belief  spread,  that  study  of  the  Bible  was  mainly 
the  business  of  the  clergy  and  of  monks.  Tlie  secotvd  TrulL  Council 
(692)  denounced  severe  punishments  against  all  who  presumed  to  in* 
ierpret  the  Scriptures  otherwise  than  the  Fathers  had  done. 

2.  fft/mnology,  —  To  supplant  the  hymns  of  Harmonius  and  Barde- 
Banes,  the  Syrian  Gnostics,  which  had  in  so  many  cases  served  to  prcv* 
mote  error,  Ephraim  Syrus  (ob,  378)  composed  a  number  of  orthodox 
hymns,  which  soon  became  very  popular.  He,  Isaac  the  Great  (in  tlif 
fifth  cent.),  and  Jacob  of  Sarug  (in  the  sixth  cent.),  were  the  thret 
most  'velebrated  ^2clesiastical  poets  of  the  Syrian  Church.    Their  com- 


AI^HINISTRATION    Of    PUBLIC   WOB8HIP         28S 

IKMitions  were  allowed  to  be  used  in  public  worship.  Gregory  ofNM^ 
camw,  and  Symshu  of  Ptolemais,  wrote  orthi  dox  hymns  in  the  Oreei 
language ;  bat  the  interdict  of  the  Council  of  Laodicea  prevented  their 
introduction  into  public  worship.  Bat  the  most  effective  hymns  were 
tooee  composed  by  members  of  the  Latin  Church.  With  Hilary  of 
Pictavium  (ob.  368)  commenced  a  series  of  religious  poets  (embracing 
Ambrose^  Auguatine  Coeliiut  Sedulius  from  Ireland,  Ennodius,  Bishop  of 
Pavia,  Prudentiusy  a  Spaniard,  Forty naius  of  Pictavium,  Gregory  the 
Great),  who  have  left  a  number  of  hymns,  remarkable  alike  for  their 
beauty,  their  depth  and  devoutness,  their  power  and  simplicity. — (Comf. 
H.  A.  Daniel  tbes.  hymnolog.  4  vols.  Halle  1841,  etc. — jP.  J.  Hone,  lat. 
Hymnen.  Freib.  1863.) 

3.  Psalmody  and  ffymnody. — The  former  practice  of  congregational 
psalm-singing  (in  symphony)  gradually  ceased,  when  regular  clerical 
"Cantores"  (J  30,  1)  began  to  be  employed.     Indeed,  the  Council  of 
Laodicea  prohibited  it  entirely,  although  their  ordinance  failed  to  secure 
general  obedience.    The  practice  of  antiphonal  or    alternate  singing 
was  much  in  vogue.     Notwithstanding  the  increasing  attempts  of  the 
clergy  to  exclude  the  people  from  participating  in  the  services  of  the 
Chnrch,  the  laity  continued  for  a  long  time  the  practice  of  hypophonous 
chants,  which  consisted  of  response*  to  the  intonation,  the  reading,  and 
the  prayere  of  the  clergy,  and  of  the  so-called  Acrotelettiia,  or  responses 
to  the  psalms  sung  by  the  clergy.     The  practice  of  chanting  the 
prayers,  lessons,  and  consecrations,  dates  from  the  sixth  century.    The 
earliest  church-music  was  simple  and  inartificial.    But  the  rivalry  of 
keretice  obliged  the  Church  to  pay  greater  attention  to  the  require- 
ments of  art.     Chrysostom  already  inveighed  against  the  secular  and 
theatrical  melodies  introduced  in  churchesw    The  practice  of  instru- 
menial  aceompanintent  was  longer  and  more  tenaciously  resisted,  and 
even  singing  in  parts  was  not  allowed  at  that  period.     The  Western 
Church  bestowed  great  attention  on  the  cnltivation  of  psalmody.     Syl- 
pester.  Bishop  of  Rome,  instituted  in  330  a  school  for  the  training  of 
professional  chureb-musicians.     Ambrose  of  Milan  introduced  a  new 
kind  of  psalmody  (Cantus  Ambrosianus),  which,  for  melody,  modula- 
tion, aptness,  and  simj^ieity,  far  surpassed  any  that  had  formerly  been 
known.     Augustine  speaks  in  enthusiastic  terms  of  the  impression 
which  it  had  made  upon  him,  but  at  the  same  time  expresses  a  fear 
lest  the  sweetness  of  the  music  should  captivate  the  senses,  and  weaken 
the  influence  of  the  word  on  the  mind.    His  apprehension  proved  well- 
grounded  ;  and  in  the  sixth  century  the  "Cantus  Ambrosianus"'  had 
almost  entirely  lost  its  ecclesiastical  character.     Under  these  circum- 
fttances,  Gregory  ike  Great  introduced  a  new  style  of  church  music  (the 
Cwntus  Romanus^  firmus,  choralis),  for  which,  in  order  to  have  it  in* 
•erted  in  a  hymnrbook  (antiphonarium),  he  devised  a  special  kind  of 
notation  called  neuma:  (either  from  frvrv^  to  indicate  the  tone,  or  from 
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99VIM  to  designate  the  notation  of  tones), — a  cununs  compoand  of  poiot^ 
strokes,  and  little  hooks.  The  Gregorian  music  was  symphonious,  slow, 
and  measured,  without  rhythm  or  time.  While  in  this  respect  it  re> 
sembled  the  church  music  anciently  in  use,  the  greater  art  which  it 
displayed,  and  the  richer  modulations  it  contained,  indicate  also  cotist- 
derable  progress.  Although  destitute  of  the  liveliness  and  freshuess 
characteristic  of  the  Ambrosian,  it  introduced  in  its  place  a  style  more 
solemn  and  dignified,  and  better  adapted  for  worship.  It  was  a  more 
serious  objection  that  the  Gregorian  music  could  only  be  performeu  by 
a  well-trained  clerical  choir  (hence  cantus  choralis),  for  whose  insiruo- 
tion  Gregory  accordingly  founded  a  great  Singing  School  at  lu/me. 
Thus  the  people  were  deprived  of  the  part  they  had  formerly  taktfxi  in 
the  public  services  of  the  Church. — (Comp.  J.  N.  Forkd,  allg.  Gesou.  d. 
Musik.  2  vols.  Leipz.  1790. — /?.  O,  Kiesewettery  Gesch.  d.  abendl.  Musik. 
Leipz.  1834.  —  Fr.  Brendel,  Gesch.  d.  Musik  in  Ital.,  Deutschl.  und 
Frankr.  Leipz.  1855.  2  vols.  —  /.  E,  Hdwter,  Gesch.  d.  chr.  Kirchen 
gesangs  (Hist,  of  Chr.  Ch.  Mus.).  Qucdl.  1834. — Dr,  Bumey^  His*,  of 
Music. — D,  Antony t  Arch.  Lehrb.  d.  Greg.  K.  Ges.  Mllnster  1829.) 

4.  The  Liturgy, — All  the  numerous  liturgies  which  appeared  since 
the  fourth  century  were  framed  after  the  common  type  of  the  liturgy 
in  the  Apostolical  Constitutions  ({  33, 1).  The  following  are  the  prin- 
cipal orthodox  liturgies  of  that  period : — 1.  That  oi  JemsaJem^  ascribed 
to  the  Apostle  James ;  2.  That  of  Alexanc^ria,  assigned  to  the  Apostle 
Mark  (J  17) ;  3.  That  of  Byzaniivm,  framed  by  S.  Basil,  and  condensed 
and  recast  by  Chrysostom,  which  by  and  by  was  generally  adopted  in 
the  orthodox  churches  of  the  East.  The  following  are  the  oldest  and 
principal  liturgies  used  in  the  West:  —  1.  The  GaUican  Masses^  dating 
from  the  fifth  cent.  (edit,  by  Mone,  Frkf.  1850) ;  2.  The  Milan  Liturgy^ 
ascribed  to  Barnabas,  but  probably  introduced  by  Ambrose ;  3.  That 
of  Homey  or  of  S.  Peter,  elaborated  successively  by  Popes  Leo  the  Greai 
(ob,  461),  Gelasius  L  (o6.  490),  and  Gregory  iht  Gr,  (ob,  604),  which 
was  gradually  introduced  throughout  the  West.  It  consisted  of  the 
Sacranientarium  (or  mass-prayers),  the  Antiphonarium  (or  hymn-book), 
the  Lectionariuniy  and  the  **Ordo  Romanus"  (or  Directions  for  the 
Celebration  of  the  Mass).  These  were,  at  a  later  period,  combined 
together  in  the  Missale  Romanum,  —  In  the  Greek  Liturgyy  vespers, 
matins,  and  the  principal  worship  of  the  day,  were  intended  to  form 
three  parts  of  a  great  religious  dramas  representing  the  entire  course 
of  the  history  of  redemption,  from  the  creation  to  the  ascension  of  the 
Lord.  The  principal  events  of  this  history  were  also  symbolized  by 
the  lighting  and  extinguishing  of  tapers,  by  locking  and  opening  the 
doors  of  the  sanctuary,  by  burning  incense  and  by  other  oblations,  by 
the  successive  putting  on  of  the  various  priestly  robes,  by  processions 
and  gesture?  of  the  clergy,  by  certain  rites  in  connection  with  the 
■acramental  elements,  etc.    The  text  of  the  liturgy  (the  intonations* 
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responses,  prayers,  reading,  singing),  which  accompanied  these  cere 
monies,  was  considered  of  secondary  importance,  and  only  formed  a 
running  commentary  to  the  great  drama  enacted. — The  liturgy  of  the 
Latin  Church,  on  the  other  hand,  was  more  dogmatic  than  dramaiic  in 
its  character.    It  was  intended  rather  to  exhibit  how  the  sinner  shared 
in  the  benefits  of  salvation,  than  objectively  to  present  the  story  of 
grace.    Conscious  of  his  guilt  and  need,  the  sinner  approached  the 
altar  of  the  Lord,  where  he  sought  and  found  consolation  and  instruo- 
tion,  pardon  and  grace.     Hence,  in  the  Latin  Liturgy,  the  iror^J  consti- 
tuted the  main  part  of  the  service ;  the  symbolical  part  being  entirely 
subordinate,  and  only  designed  to  afford  an  outward  representation  of 
the  truths  conveyed.    The  liturgy  consisted  of  certain  fixed  portions 
which  recurred  whenever  mass  was  celebrated,  and  of  others  which 
were  adapted  to  the  calendar  and  to  the  peculiar  character  of  each  fes- 
tival.    The  most  important,  indeed  the  central  part  in  the  liturgy,  was 
the  Caiwn  of  the  Mass,  which  consisted  of  the  formulas  employed  in 
the  consecration  of  the  Eucharist,  and  of  the  sacrificial  prayers  con- 
nected with  it. — Among  liturgical  works,  considerable  interest  attaches 
to  the  so-called  Dipiycha  (from  6Ci  and  fttvooui,  bis  plicare),  or  writing 
tablets  covered  with  wax.     They  were  a  kind  of  official  registers  con- 
taining the  names  of  those  persons  who  were  to  be  objects  of  special 
liturgical   intercession.     They  were  divided   into  iCjttvxo'  irttaxoHm^ 
which  contained  the  names  of  the  foreign  bishops  with  whom  church- 
fellowship  was  maintained ;  dCfttvxa  luwravt  or  registers  of  the  mem- 
bers of  a  particular  church,  and  of  those  who  made  offerings ;  and 
lastly,  6tHtvxfi  Mxpwy. 

5.  Symholieal  Rites, —  During  the  whole  of  this  period  it  was  still 
the  custom  to  give  the  brotherly  kiss.  When  entering  the  church,  it 
was  the  practice  to  kiss  the  door  or  the  threshold ;  before  reading  the 
liturgy^  the  priest  kissed  the  altar,  similarly  the  lector  the  gospel. 
Relics  and  images  were  also  kissed.  When  making  confession  of  sin, 
it  was  customary  to  strike  one's  breast.  Every  ecclesiastical  rite  was 
accompanied  by  the  sign  of  the  cross,  which  was  also  frequently  made 
at  home  on  any  solemn  occasion.  The  practice  of  washing  one*s  hands, 
when  entering  church,  dates  from  a  very  early  period ;  but  sprinkling 
ttith  holy  water  was  not  introduced  till  the  ninth  century.  The  custom 
of  lighting  candles  in  churches  is  of  very  ancient  date ;  that  of  burning 
incense  originated  late  in  the  fourth  century.  Before  that  period,  it  was 
supposed  to  attract  evil  spirits  who  fed  upon  the  incense,  although 
afterwards  it  was  represented  as  the  most  potent  means  of  exorcising 
them.  The  practice  of  consecrating  churches,  and  of  holding  an  annual 
festival  in  commemoration  of  it,  is  mentioned  in  the  writings  of  Fuse- 
bius  (tyxtuvuMf  ioQtai),  At  the  time  of  Ambrose,  the  p)ssession  of 
lome  relic  was  a  necessary  condition  for  this  ceremony. 
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1 60.  PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  AXD  WORKS  OF  ART. 

CoMP.  C,  Schnaase,  Gesch.  d.  bildenden  KUnste  (Hist,  of  Art).  DQi» 
•eld  1844.  3  vols. — Fr,  Kugler,  Handb.  d.  Kunst-Gesch.  5th,  ed.  Stutt^. 
1872. — Belleitnannt  Miinter,  and  Kinkel  ({  35). — L.  Siieglitz,  Gesch.  a« 
Baukunst  (Hist,  of  Archit.).  2d  ed.  Nlirnb.  1837. — Fr,  Kuyler,  Gesch. 
d.  Baukunst.  Stuttg.  1855.—/.  Kreuter^  d.  chr.  Kirchenbau,  Bonn  185? 
2  Tols. — A,  H.  Springer,  die  Baukunst  d.  chr.  M.  A.  (Arch,  of  the  Mic 
die  Ages).  Bonn  1854. — C.  Schiller,  Ueberblickd.£Qtwickelungsgangt« 
d.  Kirchenarchit.  (Survey  of  the  Progress  of  Develop,  in  £ccl.  Arch.). 
Braunsch.  1856. — JFV.  Kugler,  Handb.  d.  Gesch.  d.  Malerei  (Mem.  of 
the  Hist. of  Paint.).  2d  ed.  Berl.  1847.— iV:  Sorg,  Gesch.  d.  chr.  Malerei, 
Regensb.  1853. — F,  Laib  u.  /.  Schwarz,  Studien  \L  d.  Gesch.  d.  christL 
Altars.    Stuttg.  1858.    4to. 

The  form  in  which  heathen  temples  —  destined  only  to  hold 
the  statues  of  the  gods  —  were  constructed,  was  in  erery  respect 
nnsuited  to  the  purposes  of  Christian  churches.  But  the  forensne 
basilica,  or  public  market,  and  judgment  hall  of  the  Romans 
afforded  an  excellent  model  for  church  architecture.  Not  only 
might  their  form  (with  some  modifications)  be  adopted,  but  even 
their  name,  provided  it  were  understood  as  applying  to  Christ, 
the  eternal  King.  In  later  church  edifices  the  Byzantine  cupola 
was  often  substituted  for  the  fiat  roofs  of  basilicas. 

1.  The  basilica  presented  the  general  appearance  of  an  elongated 
quadrangle,  running  from  east  to  west  longitudinally  divided  by  colon- 
nades into  three  spaces  or  naveSf  but  so  that  the  middle  nave  was  at 
least  twice  as  broad  as  either  of  the  side  naves.  The  central  nave  ter- 
minated in  a  semicircular  niche  (xoyxfj,  oL^iy  concha,  absida),  w^hich 
bulged  out  from  tlie  eastern  or  narrow  back  wall.  This  niche  was 
separated  from  the  central  nave  by  a  kind  of  railing  (xiyx)udc$,  can- 
celli)  and  a  curtain  (xatoftitaafiaf  velum),  and  was  also  called  /3^fia 
(from  ^vui),  because  it  was  a  few  steps  elevated  above  the  central  nave 
Since  the  fifth  century  the  pillars  of  the  nave  were  not  continued  to  the 
eastern  wall.  Thus  a  vertical  nave  was  formed,  which  was  also  raised 
and  connected  with  the  jirjtia.  This  vertical  nave,  the  central  nave, 
and  the  niche  at  the  eastern  end,  gave  to  the  ground-plan  of  the  church 
the  significant  appearance  of  a  cross.  At  the  entrance,  to  the  west, 
there  was  a  vestibule  which  ran  along  the  entire  breadth  of  the  naves. 
The  church  consisted,  therefore,  of  three  divisions.  The  Bema  wa» 
allotted  to  the  clergy.  Close  by  the  wall,  and  in  the  deepest  recess  of 
the  niche,  stood  the  elevated  seat  of  the  bishop  (^vo(,  cathedra).  On 
dither  side  of  it  were  the  lower  seats  (avv^voi)  of  the  presbyters,  while 
ihe  altar  itself  occupied  the  centre  of  the  niche  or  sto>d  immediately 
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in  fi  mi  of  it.    The  bema  was  also  called  aytot',  aJbvroy,  itparnot ,  sacrar 
rinm,  aaoctuariuiii,  from  its  being  occupied  bj  the  clergy  and  bj  the 
ftltar ; — the  name  of  Choir  appears  only  in  the  middle  ages.    The  bones 
of  martyrs  were  commonly  kept  in  a  subterranean  crypt  underneath 
the  apsis  or  bema  (the  so-called  memoria,  confessio). —  The  baptized 
laity  assembled  in  the  threefold  —  in  rare  cases,  fivefold  —  nate,  of 
wfaieh  the  name  was  partly  derived  from  its  oblong  shape,  but  chiefly 
from  the  symbolical  connection  between  a  ship  and  the  church.     The 
worshrppers  were  arranged  according  to  sex,  age,  and  rank.     In  the 
East  a  separate  and  elevated  space  along  the  naves  (v7ffpu>a)  was  allo- 
cated to  females.     In  the  central  nave  and  near  the  chancel  stood  the 
reading-desk  or  Ambon. — The  Vestibule  (jtpdwwf,  vestibulum)— called 
also  the  vap^  or  ferula,  from  its  elongated  form — was  allotted  to  cate- 
chumens or  penitents.     In  the  space  before  the  vestibule  ((u>pu>i',  a{fX^, 
atriam,  area,  which  was  not  roofed  till  a  later  period  of  history)  a 
basin  was  placed  for  washing  the  hands.     The  vestibule  and  side-naves 
rose  only  to  the  height  of  the  columns ;  they  were  shut  in  by  ceiled 
woodwork,  and  covered  with  a  simple,  sloping  roof.     But  the  central 
and  the  cross  naves  were  carried  up  by  walls  which  rested  upon  the 
columns,  and  rose  far  above  the  side-roofs.     They  were  covered  with  a 
bilateral  obtuse-angled  roof,  sloping  down  towards  the  side-naves.   The 
columns  were  joined  together  by  arches,  to  render  them  sufficiently 
strong  to  support  the  wall  resting  on  them.     The  walls  of  the  central 
and  of  the  vertical  nave,  which  rose  above  the  side-roofs,  were  pierced 
by  windows. — The  ground-plan  of  the  basilica  still  remained  the  same 
as  before;  but  above. the  central  nave  of  the  church,  upon  immense 
pillars  connected  together  by  arches,  the  principal  cupola  rose  like  a 
firmament,  often  to  a  stupendous  height, — a  number  of  smaller  or  semi- 
cupolas  being  generally  connected  with  it.     The  great  Church  of  St, 
Sophia  at  Constantinople  presented  the  most  magnificent  specimen  of 
this  style  of  architecture.     It  was  so  magnificent  that,  when  it  was 
completed  (537),  Justinian  I.  exclaimed:  'Si%>ixrixd  ae  SoXo/iMr. 

2.  Several  Side- Buildings  («5«8pat)  stood  within  the  wall  that  enclosed 
the  principal  ecclesiastical  edifice,  and  were  connected  with  it.  Of 
these  the  baptistries  (^^ri^r^puz,  ^nor^pca,  xoXvfii3)j^pa,  piscine,  John 
T.  2;  ix.  7)  were  the  most  important.  After  the  model  of  the  Roman 
baths,  they  were  built  in  the  shape  of  a  rotunda ;  the  baptismal  basin 
stood  in  the  middle,  and  was  surrounded  by  a  colonnade.  Frequently 
a  large  antechamber  was  provided,  in  which  the  catechumens  were 
wont  to  receive  religious  instruction.  When  infant-baptism  became 
general,  separate  baptistries  were  no  longer  necessary,  and  instead  of 
them  stone  fonts  were  placed  in  the  cl  urches  (towards  the  north,  at 
the  principal  entrance).  In  large  churches,  the  treasures,  vessels, 
robes,  books,  archives,  etc.,  were  kept  in  separate  buildings.  The 
irrM^orpof cuh  6p^aiof  po^ua,  yi^poKOficta,  fifn^rpo^na  (foundling  hospitals), 
9fuUk,  {frod^t*^a,  were  buildings  used  for  charitable  purposes.    The 
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buryinff-place  (xoifii7rr|pcoy,  cimeterium,  dormitorium,  area)  was  altc 
commonly  within  the  wall  enclosing  the  church.  When  bells  came  into 
use,  towers  were  reared  beside  {not  on)  the  churches,  frequently  eyen 
apart  from  them. 

3.  Ecclesiastical  Furniture. — The  principal  object  in  the  church  waa 
the  altar y  which,  since  the  fifth  century,  was  generally  constructed  of 
stone,  plated  with  silver  or  gold.    Behind  the  altar,  which  was  open 
on  all  sides,  stood  the  officiating  priest  facing  the  congregation.    In 
the  West,  the  introduction  of  "  missse  solitarisB"  rendered  it  necessary 
to  have  more  than  one  altar  in  a  church  ;  in  the  Greek  Church  thip 
was  prohibited.     Portable  altars  (for  missionaries,  during  war,  etc.) 
came  in  use,  when  it  began  to  be  deemed  necessary  to  have  the  altar 
consecrated.   For  this  purpose  the  Latins  used  a  consecrated  stone  slab, 
the  Greeks  a  consecrated  altar-cloth  (dvrt/i^ffioy).   This  altar^loth  (palla) 
was  regarded  as  essential,  and  the  '*  denudatio  altaris''  as  a  sinful 
desecration.    On  liturgical  grounds  the  **  palla"  was  removed  on  the 
Friday  and  Saturday  of  the  High  Week.     Different  from  this  cloth  was 
the  corporals  used  for  covering  the  oblations.     tJpon  the  altar  stood 
the  ciboriunif  a  canopy  resting  on  four  pillars,  to  which,  by  golden 
chainlets,  a  dove-shaped  vessel  was  attached,  which  contained  the  con- 
secrated elements  used  in  administering  the  communion  to  the  sick. 
At  a  later  period  the  "  ciborium "  was  replaced  by  the  tower-shaped 
tabernaadum.     The  ihuribulum  was  used  for  burning  incense,  the  cru- 
cifixes  (cruces,  stationarii)  and  banners  (vexilla)  in  processions.     Seats 
for  the  people  were  ranged  in  the  nave,  but  not  in  the  narthex  or  vesti- 
bule.    The  reading-desk  (pulpitum,  a^/3wv  from  dvajSoiru)  stood  in  the 
central  nave  near  the  chancel.     Tradition  designates  PaulinuSt  Bishop 
of  Nola  in  Campania  (06.  431),  or  else  Pope  Sabinianus  (ob.  605),  as 
the  inventor  of  bells  (Nolae,  campansa,  campanulae  —  so  called  because 
made  of  Campanian  brass,  which  was  considered  the  best).     Bells 
were  introduced  in  the  West  in  the  seventh,  and  in  the  East  in  the 
ninth  century.     Before  that  the  hours  of  worship  were  announced  first 
by  cur  sores  ( oyaSpofioi ),  then  by  the  sound  of  trumpets,  or  by  loud 
knocking  on  boards,  etc. 

4.  Tlie  Fine  Arts,  —  According  to  the  rules  of  the  Greek  Church, 
only  the  face,  the  hands,  and  the  feet  were  allowed  to  be  represented 
naked  ;  but  this  restriction  applied  not  to  the  West.  An  attempt  was 
made  to  compensate  by  bright  colouring,  precious  materials,  and  gor- 
geous costumes  for  the  manifest  want  of  artistic  taste.  From  the 
tlxovti  ax^i^ytoifitoi,  artists  copied  the  stereotyped  features  in  their  repre- 
sentations of  Christ,  of  the  Virgin,  and  of  the  Saints.  The  nimbus  or 
halo  (in  the  form  of  rays,  of  a  diadem,  or  of  a  circle)  was  first  intro- 
duced in  the  pictures  of  the  Saviour.  Fresco  painting  was  principally 
used  for  adorning  the  catacombs  (fourth  to  sixth  ce^t.),  Mosaic  painting 
(Musivum,  xi^f  patca)  for  decorating  the  flat  walls  of  the  basilic®. 
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tiie  cupolas  and  niches.  Liturgical  books  were  illustrated  hj  miniaiuri 
paintings.  These  different  styles  of  painting  were  stiff  and  unnatural, 
although  elevated,  majestic,  and  unimpassioned  in  their  character. — 
The  ancient  Church  regarded  statuary  as  too  heathenish  and  sensuous 
for  religious  purposes;  and  the  Greek  Church  ultimately  prohibited 
its  use  in  churches,  excluding  even  cntcifixes.  But  in  the  West  this 
objection  was  not  entertained,  although  even  there  Christian  statues 
were  of  rare  occurrence.  Less  scruple  seems  to  have  been  felt  in  regard 
to  bas-reliefs  and  haut-reliefs  (dmyXv^'),  especially  in  sarcophagi  and 
in  ecclesiastical  vessels. 

i  61.  LIFE,  DISCIPLINE,  AND  MANNERS. 
CoMP.  C.  Schmidt  (}  36). 

When  Christianity  became  the  religion  of  the  State,  a  large 
namber  of  unconverted  and  worldly  persons  made  a  profession  of 
Christianity  for  the  sake  of  the  temporal  advantages  which  it 
entailed.  This  influx  of  the  world  into  the  Church  necessarily 
exercised  a  most  detrimental  influence ;  and  the  earnestness, 
power,  devotedness,  and  purity,  by  which  the  ancient  heathen 
world  had  been  conquered,  greatly  declined  in  consequence.  The 
world  and  the  Church  became  more  assimilated  and  conformed 
to  one  another ;  discipline  became  lax  and  powerless ;  and  the 
general  decline  of  pablic  morals  made  rapid  progress.  The  hot 
discussions,  the  dissensions,  and  divisions  among  the  bishops  and 
the  clergy,  led  to  corresponding  effects  among  the  people.  Party 
spirit  and  bitterness  characterized  the  adherents  of  different 
views ;  the  demoralization  of  the  court  exercised  its  pernicioaa 
influence  on  the  capital  and  the  provinces  ;  while  the  inroads  of 
the  barbarians  increased  the  general  decay.  Even  in  the  case 
of  those  who  sought  other  than  merely  earthly  things,  work- 
righteousness  and  bigotry  too  often  took  the  place  of  genaine 
piety ;  while  the  great  mass  consoled  themselves  with  the  idea 
that  everybody  could  not  be  a  monk.  But,  despite  all  this,  the 
Gospel  still  acted  as  a  leaven  on  the  commnnity.  Already  had  its 
spirit  penetrated  not  only  public  life,  the  administration  of  justice 
and  legislation,  but  also  family  life  and  popular  customs.  The 
claims  of  humanity  and  the  rights  of  men  were  acknowledged  ; 
slavery  became  more  and  mere  restricted  ;  gladiatorial  games  or 
immoral  spectacles  ceased  ;  the  contracting  influences  of  national 
lelfishness  gave  way  to  higher  motives  and  views.  Polygamy 
was  interdicted  ;  the  sanctity  of  marriage  was  preserved ;  woman 
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came  to  occupy  her  proper  place ;  and  the  vices  of  ancient  hea- 
thenism were  at  least  no  longer  regarded  as  the  healthy  and 
natural  conditions  of  public  life.  Even  those  who,  with  the  out- 
ward profession  of  Christianity,  remained  heathen  in  mind  and 
heart,  were  obliged  to  conform  to  the  practices  and  demands  of 
the  Church,  and  to  submit  to  its  discipline  and  customs.  If  the 
more  gloomy  aspects  of  this  age  are  sufficiently  appalling,  brighter 
sides  were  not  wanting,  nor  elevated  souls,  who  with  genuine 
piety  combined  deep  moral  earnestness  and  self-deniaL 

1.  Ecclesiastical  Discipline, — (Coup.  J,  Aforinus  (Rom.  Oath.),  Oomm. 
hist,  de  disc,  in  Admin.  Sacr.  Poenit.  Paris  1651.  —  H,  KUe  (Rom. 
Gath.),  d.  Beiohte.  Hist.  krit.  Unters.  (Confession,  a  Hist,  and  Grit. 
Inq.).  Frkf.  1828. — J,  Stdudlint  Beleucht.  d.  Baches  von  Elee  (Grit,  of 
the  Works  of  Klee).  Leipz.  1830. —  G,  E,  SUiiz,  d.  H5m.  Busssacram. 
(The  Rom.  Sacr.  of  Pen.).  Frkf.  1854.)  —  Ecclesiastical  discipline,  or 
excommunication  with  its  four  stages  through  which  penitents  had  to 
pass  a  36,  2),  was  only  exercised  towards  those  who  were  guilty  of 
open  sins  which  had  occasioned  general  scandal.  To  remedy  this 
defect,  it  was,  even  in  the  third  century,  the  custom  to  appoint  a 
snecivA  priest  for  pefiance  (;tp«o3vf«poj  ini  f^;  fAfrovoco;,  presb.  poeniten- 
tiarius),  whose  duty  it  was  to  direct  the  exercises  of  penitents  guilty 
of  secret  sins,  which  they  voluntarily  confessed  to  him  under  the  seal 
of  secrecy.  But  when  (391)  a  female  penitent  of  this  class  was  seduced 
by  a  deacon  of  the  Church  of  Constantinople,  the  Patriarch  Nertariua 
abolished  the  office.  The  practice  continued,  however,  in  the  West, 
till  Leo  the  Great  introduced  such  changes  in  the  mode  of  dealing  with 
penitents,  that  in  the  Western  Church  also  the  office  of  penance-priest 
ceaned  to  be  of  importance.  He  prohibited  bishops  from  demanding 
public  confession  for  secret  sins,  and,  in  place  of  it,  introduced  private 
confession,  which  every  priest  was  entitled  to  hear.  Even  Jerome  still 
denounced  as  a  piece  of  pharisaical  arrogance  the  assumption,  that 
the  power  of  the  keys  (Matt.  xvi.  19)  implied  any  judicial  authority; 
and  although  Leo  the  Great  already  regarded  it  as  of  Divine  arrange- 
ment, •*  ut  indulgentia  Dei  nisi  supplicationihus  sacerdotum  nequeat 
obtineri,"  and  guaranteed  their  efficacy,  he  does  not  venture  to  claim 
any  judicial  power  for  the  Church.  Besides,  the  private  confession 
which  he  introduced  was  merely  designed  for  those  mortal  sins  which, 
having  been  publicly  committed,  would,  according  to  former  canons, 
have  required  public  penance. — But  the  practice  of  private  confession, 
as  a  regular  and  necessary  preparation  for  the  communion,  was  wholly 
unknown  at  that  period.  —  The  so-called  •*  libelli  pocn i ten ti ales"  indi- 
cated the  manner  of  dealing  with  penitents,  and  the  taxes  payable  in 
each  case.  The  oldest  of  these  compositions,  so  far  as  the  Greek 
Church  is  concerned,  was  compiled  by  Johannes  J^unatar,  Patriarch  of 
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Constantinople  (06.  595),  and  bore  the  title,  'Axoxov^  nmi  taiii  irtl  rwv 

2.  Chrittian  Marriage,  —  The  excessive  value  attached  to  virginity 
led  to  lovf  views  of  marriage.    These  vrere  in  some  measure  counter- 
balanoed  bj  the  notion  that,  by  priestly  consecration,  marriage  became 
a  sacrament  ({  58)  —  an  idea  which  was  fully  developed  and  obtained 
eeclesiastical  sanction  during  the  middle  ages.    The  State  regarded 
marriage  between  a  free  person  and  a  slave  as  merely  concubinage ; 
bat  the  Church  acknowledged  the  validity  of  such  unions.     Not  only 
consanguinity  and  affinity  (through  marriage),  but  adoption  into  a 
family,  and  even  the  spiritual  relationship  with  god-parents  through 
baptism  or  confirmation  (}  58,  1),  were  considered  valid  impediments 
to  marriage.    Augustine  sanctioned  the  marriage  of  cousins ;  Gregory 
(Me  Oreat  interdicted  it  on  physiological  grounds,  and  only  allowed 
marriage  in  the  third  or  fourth  degree  of  consanguinity.    Gradually 
this  prohibition  was  extended  even  to  the  seventh  degree,  till,  in  1216/ 
Innoeent  III.  again  limited  it  to  relationship  in  the  fourth  degree. 
Mixed  marriages  (with  heathens,  Jews,  heretics)  were  held  sufficient 
ground  for  penance;  the  second  Trullan  Council  (602)  entirely  pro- 
hibited them.     Second  marriages  were   not  prohibited,  though  they 
were  visited  with  penance  for  one  or  two  years ;  but  many  canonists 
regarded  a  third  or  a  fourth  marriage  as  entirely  invalid.     Adultery 
was  universally  admitted  as  forming  a  sufficient  ground  for  divorce; 
many  divines  ranked  unnatural  lusts,  murder,  and  apostasy  in  the 
same  category.    In  416  the  Council  of  Mileve  (in  Africa)  interdicted 
persons  who  had  been  divorced — even  the  innocent  party — from  again 
marrying;  and  Pope  Innocent  I.  gave  to  this  prohibition  the  character 
of  a  general  law.     Former  scruples  about  heathenish  customs  at  mar- 
riages ({  36,  1)  — such  as  the  use  of  a  marriage-ring,  the  veiling  of 
brides,  the  wearing  of  garlands,  carrying  of  torches,  having  bridesmen 
or  na^awv^i^  —  were  no  longer  entertained. 

3.  Sickness,  Death,  and  Burial.  —  The  practice  of  anointing  the 
nick  (Mark  vi.  13 ;  James  v.  14),  as  a  means  of  miraculous  bodily  cure, 
prevailed  so  late  as  the  fifth  century.  In  a  decretal  dating  from  the 
year  416,  Innocent  I.  first  represented  this  custom  as  a  sacrament 
intended  for  the  spiritual  benefit  of  the  sick.  But  centuries  intervened 
before  it  was  generally  introduced  as  the  sacrament  0/  extreme  unction 
(anctio  infirmornm,  unctio  extrema,  evx^^iov).  li  occurred  later  by 
anointing  the  eyes,  ears,  nose,  mouth,  hands,  feet  and  right  side.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  Areopagite  numbers  the  anointing  of  the  dead 
among  the  sacraments  (J  58).  Tlie  practice  of  closing  the  eyes  of 
the  dead,  was  intended  to  convey  the  idea  of  sleep  in  the  hope  of 
a  bleated  awakening.  The  fraternal  kiss  betokened  that  Christian 
flemmanioti  lasted  beyond  the  grave ;  but  the  practice  of  decoratirg 
the  corpse  with  a  goHand,  in  token  of  victory,  was  not  in  general  use 
21 
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Synods  had  repeatedly  to  prohibit  the  custom  of  poaring  the  conti^ 
crated  elements  into  the  mouth  of  dead  persons,  or  of  laying  them  in 
the  coffin  ;  violent  outbursts  of  grief,  the  rending  of  garments,  patting 
on  of  sackcloth  and  ashes,  the  employment  of  mourning  women,  th€ 
carrying  of  cypress  branches,  etc.,  were  considered  as  heathen  customs, 
implying  that  those  left  behind  had  not  learned  to  cherish  the  hope 
of  immortality.  Similarly,  burial  feasts  celebrated  at  night  were  dis- 
approved, although  it  was  customary,  by  daylighty  to  carry  torches, 
lamps,  and  palm  or  olive  branches  in  the  funeral  procession.  Julian 
and  the  Vandals  interdicted  this  practice.  During  the  fourth  and  fifth 
centuries  the  catacombs  were  the  favourite  place  of  burial;  where  these 
were  wanting,  special  cemeteries  were  set  apart,  generally  in  the 
vicinity  of  churches  ({  60,  2).  Emperors  and  bishops  alone  enjoyed 
the  privilege  of  being  buried  in  churches.  In  the  fourth  century 
agapes  and  the  Eucharist  were  still  celebrated  at  the  grave.  After- 
wards mourning  /easts  were  substituted  for  these  solemnities,  which 
were  gradually  discontinued  on  account  of  the  abuses  to  which  they 
led.  The  rites  of  burial  closed  with  the  Lord's  Prayer  and  the  priestljr 
benediction. 

J  62.  HERETICAL  REFORMERS. 

CoMP.  fValchf  Ketzerhist.  Vol.  III. ;  Dr.  Oilly,  Vigilantius  and  hia 
Times.     London  1844. 

In  the  fourth  century  a  spirit  of  opposition  to  preYailing 
ecclesiastical  views  and  tendencies  sprang  up.  This  opposition 
was  neither  general,  sustained,  lasting  in  its  consequences,  nor 
even  healthy.  While  contending  against  the  worldly  spirit  that 
bad  intruded  into  the  Church,  some  fell  into  the  opposite  extreme 
of  fanatical  severity ;  while  others,  in  their  protest  against  real  or 
supposed  superstition  and  work-righteousness,  occasionally  ended 
in  cold  rationalism.  The  former  remark  applies  more  especially 
to  the  Donafists  {^  63),  and  to  the  sect  of  the  Audians,  founded 
in  340  by  Udo  or  Audius,  a  layman  from  Syria,  who,  on  the 
ground  that  the  Church  and  its  ministers  should  return  to  apos- 
tolic poverty  and  humility,  abstained  from  all  fellowship  with  the 
members  of  the  Hojrenerate  Church.  Audius  entertained  also 
grossly  anthroponiorphistic  views,  and  shared  the  opinions  of  the 
Quartodecimani.  Another  sect  of  the  same  class,  the  Apos- 
TOLici,  in  Asia  Minor,  declared  marriage  and  property  to  be 
sinful.  In  the  opposite  class  of  more  rationalistic  opponents  to 
ecclesiastical  notions,  we  reckon  the  Antibigomarianiteb  in 
Arabia,  Helvidius  of  Rome  (380),  and  BoNOSUS,  Bishop  of 
Sardica  (390),  who  all  opposed  the  "perpetua  virginitas"  of 


80HI8M8.  S4S 

Marj  (§  57,  2).     Aeritjs,  a  presbyter  of  Sebaste  in  Armenia, 
was  the  first,  in  360,  to  protest  against  the  false  estimate  placed 
on  good  works.     He  disapproved  of  prayers  and  oblations  for 
the  dead,  controverted  the  obligation  and  the  meritoriousness  of 
fasts,  and  denied  that  bishops  were  of  superior  rank  to  presbytcr«. 
For  these  opinions  he  incurred  the  displeasure  of  EustathiuSf  his 
bishop  (§  44,  5).     Persecuted  from  place  to  place,  his  adherents 
goaght  refuge  in  caves  and  woods.     Substautially  similar  were 
the  views  of  Jovinian,  a  monk  of  Rome,  who  in  389  opposed, 
in  a  systematic    manner  and  on  dogmatic  grounds,  the  eccle- 
siastical system  of  his  time,  especially  monasticism,  asceticism, 
celibacy,  and  fasts.     Sarmaiio  and  BarhatianuSy  two  monks  of 
Milan  (about  396)  —  perhaps  pupils  of  Jovinian  —  shared  his 
views.     The  opposition  of  Vigilantius  (400)  to  the  worship  of 
relics,  the  invocation  of  saints,  miracle-mongering,  vigils,  the 
celibacy  of  priests,  and  the  prevailing  extemalism  in  religion 
generally,  was  so  violent  as  to  pass  all  bounds  of  prudence  and 
moderation.     The    Church    resisted    with    equal   violence    and 
passion.     Epiphanius  wrote  against   the  Audians,  the  Apos- 
tolici,  the  ^ntidicomarianites,  and  the  Aerians ;  Ambrose  refuted 
Bonosas  and  the  followers  of  Jovinian  ;  Jerome  poured  a  torrent 
of  the  bitterest  invective  upon  Helvidius,  Jovinian,  Vigilantius  ; 
Augustine  alone  showed  a  more  becoming  spirit  in  opposing  the 
tendencies   of  Jovinian,    which    in   their   ultimate    conclusions 
pointed  in  the  same  direction  as  his  own  views  about  the  doctrine 
of  grace. 

{63.  SCHISMS. 

The  Novaiian  and  the  Meletian  (Egyptian)  schisms  (§  38,  3,  4) 
continued  even  at  this  period.  In  connection  with  the  Arian 
controversy  three  other  schisms  occurred  in  the  orthodox  Church, 
among  which  the  Meletian  schism  in  Antioch  was  the  most  im- 
portant. But  by  far  the  most  extensive  and  dangerous  was  the 
Donatissi  schism  in  Northern  Africa.  On  the  Johnite  schism  in 
Constantinople,  comp.  §  51,  3.  During  this  period  the  frequent 
divergences  in  doctrine  (§  50,  7),  government  (§  46),  worship 
(§  55),  and  discipline  between  the  Eastern  and  the  Western 
Church,  proved  fuel  for  the  subsequent  conflagration  (§  61). 
Thus  the  imperial  device  for  bringing  about  a  union  between 
those  who  took  different  sides  in  the  Monophysite  controversy 
led  to  a  schism  between  the  East  and  the  West,  which  lasted  for 
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thirty-five  years  (§  52,  6) ;  while  want  of  firmness  on  the  part  ol 
Pope  Vigilius  divided  the  West  for  fifty  years  into  two  parties 
(§62,  6).  The  schism  between  the  East  and  the  West,  occa- 
sioned  by  the  Monothelete  nnion  (§  52,  8),  was  not  of  long  con« 
tinuance.  But  soon  afterwards  the  great  schism  between  the 
Eastern  and  Western  Churches  commenced.  The  fifth  and  the 
sixth  (Ecumenical  Councils  had  not  entered  on  questions  con- 
nected with  church  government,  worship,  or  discipline.  This 
omission  was  supplied  by  the  Second  TruUan  Council^  held  at 
Constantinople  in  692,  which  on  that  account  was  called  the  (7an- 
cilium  quinisextum.  Some  of  the  canons  of  this  Synod  laid  the 
foundation  of  the  later  incurable  and  pernicious  disruption  in  the 
Catholic  Church. 

1.  Schisms  in  Consequence  ofiheArian  Controversy,  L  The  Meletian 
Schism  at  Antioch  (361-413).  —  In  360  the  Arians  of  Antioch  chose 
Meleiius  of  Sebaste,  formerly  an  Eusebian,  but  afterwards  an  adherent 
of  the  Nicene  Confession,  their  bishop.  But  his  inaugural  discourse 
convinced  them  of  their  mistake  about  his  views,  and  they  deposed  him 
after  the  lapse  of  only  a  few  days.  Meletius  was  next  chosen  bishop 
of  the  homoousian  congregation  at  Antioch.  The  appointment  of  one 
who  had  been  an  Arian  was,  however,  resisted  by  a  part  of  the  people, 
headed  by  Paulimis,  a  presbyter.  Aihanasius  and  the  Synod  of 
Alexandria,  a.  d.  362  ({  50,  4),  used  every  influence  to  heal  this  schism. 
But  Lucifer  of  Calaris,  whom  the  Synod  for  this  purpose  deputed  to 
Antioch,  took  the  part  of  the  opposition,  and  ordained  Paulinus  counter- 
bishop.  The  schism  was  only  healed  when,  in  413,  Alexander,  the 
Meletian  bishop,  an  excellent  man,  resigned  of  his  own  accord,  in  order 
to  restore  harmony.  —  II.  On  his  return  to  Alexandria,  Lucifer  pro- 
tested against  any  recognition  of  those  Arians  and  semi-Arians  who 
had  renounced  their  errors.  He  founded  a  sect  called  the  Luciferites, 
which  entertained  the  views  about  ecclesiastical  purity  formerly  ad- 
vocated by  Novatian.  The  party  continued  till  the  fifth  century. 
(Comp.  Hieronym.  dial.  adv.  Luciferit.  —  III.).  The  schism  of  Dama- 
srs  AND  Ursinus  at  Rome  was  occasioned  by  the  unfaithfulnoM  of 
LiberiuSj  Bishop  of  Rome  (i  50,  2,  3),  in  consequence  of  whose  conduct 
a  small  number  of  steady  adherents  of  the  Nicene  Creed  at  Rome 
separated  from  the  Church.  At  the  death  of  Liberius  (366),  they  chose 
Ursinus  as  his  successor ;  while  the  other  party  elected  Danwsiis,  The 
latter  laid  siege  to  the  church  of  Ursinus,  and  137  dead  bodies  covered 
its  precincts  before  it  could  be  taken.  Valeniinian  7.  banished  Ursinus ; 
and  Graiinn  even  published  an  edict  which  constituted  Damasus  both 
%  party  and  a  judge,  in  adjudicating  upon  all  the  bishops  implicated 
in  this  schism. 
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2.  TU  DtmatiMt  Schism  (311-415).— (Coxp.  F,  Ribheek,  Donatiu  vu 
Aug.  Elberf.  1858).  —  Montanist  yiews  were  still  widely  entertained  in 
North  Africa.    Accordingly,  when  the  Diocletian  persecution  broke 
out,  many  came  forward,  needlessly  and  of  their  own  accord,  to  seek 
the  honour  of  martyrdom.   Meiisurius^  Bishop  of  Carthage,  and  CcecUi' 
anu^  his  archdeacon,  were  opposed  to  this  species  of  fanaticism.   When 
asked  to  deliver  up  the  sacred  writings,  they  had  in  their  stead  handed 
to  the  magistrates  some  heretical  tractates.    This  sufficed  for  their 
opponents  to  denounce  them  as  iradUort8.    When  Mensurius  died  in 
311,  his  party  chose  CsBcilian  his  successor,  and,  to  foil  the  intrigues 
of  their  opponents,  had  him  hurriedly  consecrated  by  FeliZt  Bishop  of 
Aptunga,    Nothing  daunted,  the  other  party,  which  was  headed  by 
Lucilla,  a  wealthy  and  bigoted  widow,  denounced  Felix  as  a  traditor, 
and  on  that  ground  declared  the  consecration   invalid,  and  elected 
}hiorinu9,  a  lector,  counter-bishop.     Soon   afterwards   (in  313)   this 
office  devolved  on  Donaius^  whom  his  adherents  have  called  the  Great, 
—  a  man  of  undoubted  energy.     From  Qarthage  the  schism  gradually 
spread  over  North  Africa.     The  peasants,  who  were  burdened  with 
excessive  taxation  and  heavy  socage,  took  the  part  of  the  Donatists 
From  the  first,  Constantine  the  Great  declared  against  the  Donatists. 
To  their  complaints  the  Emperor  replied  by  committing  the  investiga- 
tion of  this  controversy  both  to  a  clerical  commission  at  Rome  (313), 
onder  the  presidency  of  Melchiades,  Bishop  of  that  see,  and  to  the 
Synod  of  Aries  (314).    The  decision  of  these  two  bodies  was  equally 
nnfafourable  to  the  Donatists,  who  appealed  from  them  to  the  ^mperor 
personally.    The  case  was  heard  at  Milan,  after  which   Constantino 
oonErined  the  finding  of   the   Synod   (316).     These   decisions  were 
followed  by  severe  measures  (such  as  depriving  them  of  (^hurches). 
which,  however,  only  served  to  increase  their  fanaticism.   Milder  means 
proved  equally  ineffectual.     Under  the  reign  of  Constans  affairs  took  a 
more  serious  turn.     Fanatical  ascetics,  belonging  to  the  dregs  of  the 
population,  took  the  name  of  "  milites  Christi.**  **Agoni8tici,"  and  went 
begging  about  the  country  (circumcelliones),  exciting  the  peasants  to 
revolt,   preaching  liberty   and    fraternity,   and    committing   pillage, 
murder,  and  incendiarism.     The  religious  movement  had  now  assumed 
the  appearance  of  a  political  rising.     While  an  imperial  army  sup- 
pressed this  rebellion,  pecuniary  relief  from  the  imperial  treasury  was 
offered  to  those  Donatists  who  were  suffering  from  extreme  want.    But 
DonatuB  rejected  the  money  with  scorn,  and  the  rebellion  broke  out 
anew.     Very  severe  measures  were  then  adopted  against  the  rebels, 
and  every  Donatist  church  was  closed  or  taken  away.     Under  the  reign 
of  Julian,  these  churches  were  restored  to  their  former  owners,  and  the 
bishops  who  had  been  banished  were  recalled.    The  Donatists  were 
DOW  allowed  to  retaliate,  as  opportunity  offered,  upon  the  Catholics. 
But  the  successors  of  Julian  again  enacted  severe  laws  against  the 
iei?taries,   who  had  meantime    split  into  several  parties.     OptatuM, 
21* 
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Bishop  of  Mileve,  wrote  against  them,  towards  the  close  of  the  fourtK 
eentury,  a  tractate :  De  schismate  DoDatistarim.  After  a.  400,  Augu»» 
tine  was  indefatigable  in  his  eodeavours  to  heal  this  schism,  and  the 
Donatists  were  invited  to  return  into  the  Church  on  very  gentle  terms. 
The  circumstance  that  many  of  the  more  moderate  closed  with  these 
overtures,  only  increased  the  fanaticism  of  the  others.  They  refused 
the  repeated  offer  of  Augustine  to  meet  them  in  public  discussion.  At 
first  Augustine  had  maintained  that  any  constraint  in  matters  of  belief 
was  improper.  But  their  unyielding  stubbornness,  and  the  dangerous 
tendency  of  their  fanaticism,  at  last  induced  him  so  far  to  modify  his 
opinion  about  the  unlawfulness  of  constraint  in  matters  of  belief,  as  to 
declare  that  even  force  might  be  employed  to  restore  these  wanderers 
to  the  Church  and  to  salvation  (*'cogite  intrare."  Luke  ziv.  23).  A 
synod,  held  at  Carthage  in  405,  applied  to  the  Emperor  Ho7iorwi9  to 
take  measures  against  those  who  continued  their  obstinate  resistance. 
Accordingly,  fines  were  imposed,  churches  taken  away,  and  clergymen 
exiled.  As  Augustine  still  insisted  on  a  public  discussion,  the  Donatists 
were  obliged  by  the  Emperor  to  accede.  The  Collaiio  cum  DonatistU, 
held  at  Carthage  in  411,  lasted  for  three  days,  and  was  attended  by 
279  Donatist  and  286  Catholic  bishops.  It  was  chiefly  conducted  by 
Petilian  and  Primian,  who  were  opposed  by  Augustine  and  by  Aurelian 
of  Carthage.  The  imperial  commissioners  assigned  the  palm  to  the 
Catholic  party.  The  Donatists  appealed  in  vain.  In  414  the  Emperor 
deprived  them  of  their  civil  rights,  and  in  415  forbade  their  religious 
meetings  under  pain  of  death.  The  Vandals,  who  conquered  Ajrica 
in  429,  equally  persecuted  Catholics  and  Donatists.  Their  common 
sufferings  tended  to  bring  the  two  parties  again  together.  —  The  Donor 
tists  laid  it  down  as  a  fundamental  principle,  that  a  sacramental  action 
(such  as  baptism  or  ordination)  was  invalid  if  performed  by  a  person 
who  either  was,  or  deserved  to  be,  excommunicated.  Like  the  Nova- 
tians,  they  insisted  on  absolute  purity  in  the  Church,  although  they 
allowed  that  penitents  might  be  readmitted  to  the  communion  of  the 
Church.  Their  own  churches  they  regarded  as  pure^  while  they  de- 
nounced the  Catholics  as  schismatics,  who  had  no  fellowship  with 
Christ,  and  whose  sacraments  were  therefore  invalid  and  uull.  On 
this  ground,  they  rebaptized  their  proselytes.  The  part  which  the 
State  took  against  them,  and  the  prevailing  confusion  between  the 
visible  and  the  invisible  Church,  led  them  to  broach  the  view  that 
State  and  Church  —  the  kingdom  of  God  and  that  of  the  world— had 
nothing  in  common,  and  that  the  State  should  not  in  any  way  take 
notice  of  religious  questions.     (Cf.  WaUh,  V.  IV. — Hefele,  V,  I.). 

3.  As  the  Concilium  Quinviextum.  in  692  was  intended  to  be  OQcn* 
menical,  the  Pope  sent  legates  to  it,  who  signed  its  decrees.  But  the 
Greeks  had  not  forgotten  the  success  achieved  at  the  last  oecumenical 
council  by  the  see  of  Rome  (J  52,  8).  On  this  ground  six  decrees, 
diametrically  opposed  to  the  practice  of  Romt,  were  introduced,  along 
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with  a  namber  of  others  against  which  no  objection  ould  be  riised 
Thus,  1)  In  enumerating  the  authentic  sources  of  church  law,  almost 
all  the  Latin  councils  and  the  decretals  of  the  popes  were  omitted. 
The  validity  of  all  the  eighty-five  canones  apost.  was  also  acknow- 
ledged, while  the  see  of  Rome  only  admitted  that  of  the  first  fifty  ;— 
2)  The  Romish  practice  of  insisting  on  the  celibacy  of  prenbyters  and 
deacons  was  denounced  as  unwarrantable  and  inhuman.  Oomp.  J  45, 
4;  —  3)  Fasting  on  Saturdays  during  Quadragesima  was  prohibited. 
Comp.  2  56,  4. — 4)  The  28th  canon  of  the  Council  of  Chalcedon,  which 
settled  that  the  Patriarch  of  Constantinople  held  the  same  rank  with 
his  colleague  of  Rome,  was  re-enacted  (J  46) ;  —  5)  The  Levitical  pro- 
hibition of  eating  blood  and  things  strangled  was  declared  to  apply  to 
Christians  also  (contrary  to  the  views  of  the  Church  of  Rome) ;  —  6) 
All  representations  of  Christ  under  the  figure  of  a  lamb  (which  were 
quite  common  in  the  West)  were  strictly  prohibited.  —  When  Pope 
Sergius  forbade  the  promulgation  of  these  decrees  in  the  churches  of 
the  West,  the  Emperor  Jitsiinian  11.  commanded  to  seize  this  prelate, 
and  send  him  prisoner  to  Constantinople.  But  the  army  rebelled 
in  favour  of  the  Pope,  and  soon  afterwards  Justinian  himself  was 
dethroned  (695). 


VI.  THE  CHURCH  BEYOND  THE  BOUNDARIES  OF  THE 

ROMAN  EMPIRE. 

{64.  CHRISTIAN  MISSIONS  IN  THE  EAST. 

During  this  period  missionary  work  was  almost  exclusively 
carried  on  by  the  Western  Church.  Its  practical  spirit  and  aims 
specially  fitted  it  for  such  labours,  while  the  contiguity  of  the 
barbarous  nations  which  invaded  the  empire  (§76  etc.)  afforded 
ample  scope  and  opportunity  for  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
iDStances  of  regular  and  organized  missionary  activity  were  of 
rare  occurrence  in  the  East.  But  other  and  indirect  means  also 
offered  of  spreading  the  Gospel  beyond  the  limits  of  the  Roman 
Empire,  especially  by  means  of  fugitive  ChriHtians,  of  prisoners 
of  v:ar,  of  political  embassieSj  and  particularly  of  commercial 
intercourse  with  the  far  East  and  South.  The  anchorites, 
monks,  and  Stylites  who  had  settled  on  the  borders  of  the 
empire,  or  in  the  deserts  beyond  them,  frequently  produced  a 
deep  impression  on  the  barbarians  around,  who  flocked  to  see 
them,  and  listened  to  the  sermons  or  witnessed  the  deeds  of  these 
fantastic  saints. 
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1.  The  Ethiopie  Abyssinian  ChureK -^In  316  one  Mercpms  of  Tyi€^ 
and  all  his  ship's  crew,  were  murdered  while  engaged  in  exploriDg  tha 
countrtes  south  of  Egypt.  His  two  nephews,  Fntmentius  and  Aedesint^ 
alone  escaped  the  slaughter.  Having  gained  the  favour  of  the  Aby»> 
sinian  king,  they  were  entrusted  with  the  education  of  Aizanas,  the 
heir  to  the  crown.  Fntmentius  was  afterwards  consecrated  by  Atha- 
nasius.  Bishop  of  those  countries.  Aizanas  was  baptized,  and  the 
church  rapidly  extended  from  Abyssinia  to  Ethiopia  and  Nubia.  The 
Bible  was  translated  (it  is  said  by  Frumentins)  into  the  vernacular  (the 
Geez).  This  community,  like  its  mother-church  in  Egypt,  adopted 
Monophysite  views  ({  52,  7).  Many  Jewish  and  former  customs  of  the 
country  were  retained,  such  as  the  observance  of  the  Sabbath  along 
with  that  of  the  Lord's  day,  the  prohibition  of  certain  kinds  of  meat, 
and  circumcision  —  even  in  the  case  of  females. 

2.  The  Persian  Church,  —  In  Persia  the  Gospel  had  struck  root  in 
the  third  century.  During  the  fourth  century  and  after  it,  the  Church 
was  exposed  to  protracted  and  terrible  persecutions,  which  continued 
partly  through  the  intrigues  of  the  fanatical  Magi,  and  partly  in  con- 
sequence of  the  wars  between  Persia  and  the  Roman  Empire,  which, 
as  being  waged  against  a  Christian  power,  entailed  on  the  native 
Christians  suspicions  of  secret  sympathy  with  the  enemy.  The  first 
great  persecution  took  place  under  the  reign  of  Shapur  (Sapares)  II. 
in  343.  It  lasted  for  thirty-five  years,  during  which  it  is  said  no  less 
than  1G,000  priests,  monks,  and  nuns  were  executed,  while  the  number 
of  martyrs  among  the  laity  exceeded  all  computation.  This  persecu- 
tion ceased  only  a  short  time  before  the  death  of  Shapur,  when  that 
monarch  proclaimed  general  toleration.  During  a  period  of  forty  years 
rest,  the  Persian  Church  began  to  flourish  anew,  when  the  fanatical 
zeal  of  Abdas,  Bishop  of  Susa^  who  ordered  a  heathen  temple  to  be 
pulled  down  (in  418)  occasioned  a  fresh  persecution,  which  attained 
its  highest  pitch  under  the  reign  of  Behram  V,  (Yaranes),  (since  420). 
For  thirty  years  the  most  cruel  modes  of  death  wore  devised  against 
Christians.  At  last  the  generous  conduct  of  Acacius,  Bishop  of  Amida 
in  Mesopotamia,  who  disposed  of  the  property  of  his  church,  and  with 
the  money  redeemed  a  number  of  Persian  prisoners  of  war,  whom  he 
Bent  back  to  their  own  country,  induced  the  king  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
persecution.  When  the  Nestorians  were  expelled  from  the  Roman 
Empire  they  found  protection  and  toleration  in  Persia ;  but  in  465, 
under  the  reign  of  King  Fii-uz  (Pherozes),  they  instigated  another 
persecution  against  the  Catholics.  In  408  the  whole  Persian  Church 
declared  in  favour  of  Nestorianism  ({  52,  3).  From  that  period  it 
enjoyed  rest,  and  for  centuries  flourished,  giving  proof  of  its  vigour 
both  by  learned  labours  (the  School  of  Nisibis)  and  by  successful 
missionary  exertions  among  the  tribes  of  Asia.  Meantime  the  wars 
with  the  Byzantines  continued;  and  in  616  Cosr^i  U,  (Choeroes) 
penetrated  as  far  as  Chalcedon,  committing  fresh  cruelties  against  the 
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(Cath.)  Christians  who  inhabited  the  eonqoered  provinces.  At  last 
the  Emperor  Heraclius  took  courage  and  met  hie  foe.  In  628  the 
Persiane  were  totally  roated  (2  57,  5),  and  in  651  the  Khalifa  took 
of  Persia. 


3.  I%«  Armenian   Church,  —  As  early  as  the  time  of  Tertullian, 
flourishing  communities  of  Christians  existed  in  Armenia.     But  Tiri' 
dales  ni.  (since  286)  violently  persecuted  these  Christians.    Under  his 
reign  the  Apoetle  of  Armenia,  Gregorius  Illuminator,  the  son  of  a 
Parthian  prince,  carried  on  his  labours  with  much  success.     When 
only  two  years  of  age,  his  nurse  had  rescued  him  from  the  destruction 
inflicted  upon  all  his  kindred.     Subsequently  he  had  been  carried  to 
Cappadocia,  where  he  was  educated  a  Christian.   Gregory  even  gained 
the  king  himself,  and  made  the  whole  country  professedly  Christian. 
At  his  death,  the  Church  which  he  had  founded  enjoyed  a  state  of 
great  prosperity.     He  was  successively  followed  in  the  patriarchal 
office  by  his  grandson  Husig,  his  great-grandson  NerseSy  and  by  Isaac 
ike  Great,  a  still  later  descendant,  whose  administration  fell  in  troublous 
times,  when  the  Byzantine,  the  Persian,  and  other  princes  contended 
for  the   possession   of  the   country.     Si,  Mesrop,  the   colleague   and 
(from  440)  the  successor  of  Isaac,  constructed  an  Armenian  alphabet, 
a'' '    ranslated  the  Bible  into  the  vernacular.     Under  the  patriarchate 
of  his  successor  Joseph,  the  famous  religious  war  with  Persia  broke 
out,  for  the  purpose  of  obliging  the  Armenians  to  return  to  the 
religion  of  Zoroaster.   The  bloody  battle  fought  by  the  river  Dechmud, 
in  451,  terminated  in  favour  of  the  Persians.     The  Armenians,  how- 
ever, maintained  their  profession  of  Christianity,  despite  the  persecu- 
tions to  which  they  were  exposed.     In  651  this  country  also  became 
subject  to  the  rule  of  the  Khalifs.  —  The  Armenian  Church  remained 
free  from  Xestorian  errors ;  but  it  adopted  Monophysite  tenets,  which 
were  imported  from  that  portion  of  Armenia  which  was  under  Byzan- 
tine sway.     At  a  synod  held  at  Feyin  in  527,   the   Confession   of 
Ghalcedon  was  rejected. —  Gregory  had  awakened  in  Armenia  a  desire 
for  literary  and  scientific  pursuits,  and  when  Mesrop  furnished  an 
alphabet,  the  golden  age  of  Armenian  literature  commenced  (in  the 
fli^h  century).    Almost  all  the  classics  and  the  Greek  and  Syrian 
Fathers  were  translated  into  Armenian,  and  numerous  original  authors 
inaugurated  a  native  literature.     Thus  Agathangelos  wrote  the  history 
of  the  conversion  of  Armenia ;  Moses  of  Chorene,  a  history  of  his 
eountry;  Ennig,  an  able  controversial  tractate  ("the  Destruction  of 
the  Heratics")  directed  against  the  heathen,  the  Persians,  the  Mar- 
donit^^,  the  Manicheans,  etc. 

4.  The  Iberians  (who  inhabited  what  is  now  called  Georgia  and 
Orasia)  received  the  Gospel  through  the  instrumentality  of  Nunia,  an 
Armenian  femal«  slave,  by  whose  prayers  some  marvellous  cures  had 
bsen  performed.    From  Iberia  the  truth  spread  among  the  Lazians  (a 
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tribe  inhabiting  the  modern  Colchis),  and  to  their  neighbours  the  Aba* 
oiANS.  Even  in  the  East  Indies,  Tlieophilui  of  Diu  (an  island  at  tb« 
entrance  of  the  Arabian  Gulf)  found  isolated  Christian  churches  so 
early  as  the  middle  of  the  fourth  century.  Sent  by  his  fellow-citisens 
as  a  hostage  to  Constantinople,  he  was  there  educated  an  Arian  priest. 
When  afterwards  he  returned  to  his  own  country,  he  successfully  la- 
boured as  a  missionary  in  the  East  Indies.  From  Persia.  Nestorianism 
spread  in  the  Indian  Church  (2  52,  3).  In  the  sixth  century,  Cosmaa 
Indicoploustes  still  found  three  Christian  congregations  in  the  East 
Indies.  The  labours  of  Theophihis  extended  also  to  Arabia,  where, 
through  his  preaching,  the  King  of  the  Homeriies^  in  Yemen,  became  a 
convert.  But  when,  in  the  sixth  century,  Dhu-Nowas  (Dunaan),  a 
Jew,  mounted  the  throne  of  Yemen,  a  fearful  persecution  of  Christians 
immediately  commenced.  At  last  Eleesban,  King  of  Abyssinia,  inter- 
posed to  put  a  stop  to  these  cruelties ;  the  Jewish  ruler  was  killed,  and 
Christians  reigned  over  Yemen,  until  in  C16  Cosru  IT.  made  it  a  pro- 
vince of  Persia.  Anchorites,  monks,  and  Stylites  laboured  successfully 
among  the  nomadic  tribes  of  Arabia. 


J  65.  THE  MOHAMMEDAN  COUNTER-MISSIONS. 

CoMP.  G,  Weil,  Mohammed  d.  Prophet,  Leben  u.  Lehre  (Life  and 
Teach,  of  Mob.  the  Proph.).  Stuttg.  1843.—/.  ndllinger,  Moham.  Reli- 
gion nach  ihr.  innern  Entw.  u.  ihr.  Einfl.  auf  d.  Leben  d.  Yolker  (The 
Relig.  of  Moh.  in  its  Intern.  Develop,  and  External  Infl.  on  the  Na- 
tions). Regensb.  1838.  —  A.  Mbhler,  d.  Verb.  d.  Islam  zum  Christth. 
(Rel.  between  Isl.  and  Christ.)  Regensb.  1839. —  W,  Irving^  Mahomed. 
— Prideaux,  Life  of  Mahomet. — SaU,  Koran. — Forster,  Mahometanism 
Unveiled. — /.  v,  Hammer-Purgstall,  Mah.  d.  Prophet. 

In  611,  Ahul  Kasem  Mohammed  of  Mecca  laid  claim  to  the 
office  of  a  prophet,  and  instituted  a  new  religion,  composed  of 
Jewish,  of  Christian,  and  of  Arab  heathen  elements,  in  which 
sensual  happiness  and  strict  Monotheism  were  sought  to  be  com- 
bined. His  labours,  however,  only  acquired  importance  after  he 
had  been  obliged  to  flee  from  Mecca  to  Yatjreb  (Medina)  —  the 
Heirah,  15th  July  622.  In  630  he  took  Mecca,  consecrated  the 
old  heathen  Caaba  as  the  great  temple  for  the  new  religion 
(Islanif  hence  Moslem),  and  composed  the  Kordn,  consisting  of 
114  Suras,  which  Abu-Bekr^  his  father-in-law,  collected.  Before 
he  died,  all  Arabia  had  adopted  his  creed,  and  was  subject  to 
his  sway.  As  he  persuaded  his  adherents  that  the  spread  of 
their  new  religion  by  force  of  arms  was  the  most  sacred  daty, 
and  inspired  them  with  wild  enthusiasm,  his  successors  were  able 
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to  take  one  proTiDce  after  another  from  the  empire,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  in  trod  ace  Mohammedanism  in  place  of  Christianity. 
Within  a  short  period  (633-651)  Syria.  Palestine,  Egypt,  and 
Persia  were  conquered  ;  North  Africa  in  707  ;  and,  lastly,  Spain 
fo  711.  But  the  farther  progress  of  the  lufideU  was  in  the  mean 
time  arrested.  Twice  they  laid  siege  to  Constantinople  (669- 
676  and  717-718)  without  success;  while  the  victory  which 
Charles  Martell  gained  over  them  at  Tours  (in  732)  effectually 
arrested  their  march  westwards.  Their  influence  had,  however, 
operated  most  detrimentally  upon  the  Church  in  Asia,  and  the 
three  patriarchal  sees  of  Alexandria,  Antioch,  and  Jerusalem 
were  completely  subject  to  their  will.  Although  Christians  were 
allowed  to  reside  in  the  conquered  provinces  on  payment  of  a 
capitation-tax,  fear  and  the  desire  after  the  worldly  advantages 
held  out  by  a  change  of  faith,  gained  for  Islamism  a  large  nam* 
her  of  proselytes. 

1.  Rigid  Monotheism  constitutes  the  fundamental  idea  of  Islamism, 
Abraham,  Moses,  and  Jesus  were  considered  diyinely-commissioned 
prophets ;  Mohammed,  the  last  and  greatest  of  prophets,  whom  both 
Moses  and  Christ  had  predicted,  was  commissioned  to  restore  to  pristine 
purity  their  doctrine,  which  both  the  Jews  and  the  Christians  had  cor- 
mptCMi.  At  the  end  of  time,  Christ  would  return,  destroy  Antichrist, 
and  establish  Islamism  as  the  universal  religion.  The  doctrines  of  the 
Trinity  and  of  the  Incarnation  were  included  among  the  alleged  per- 
versions of  the  teaching  of  Jesus.  Special  stress  was  laid  on  the  doc- 
trine of  Divine  providence,  which  was  prominently  brought  forward, 
and  distorted  into  the  most  extreme  fatalism.  The  Moslem  required 
not  an  atonement ;  belief  jn  one  God,  and  in  Mohammed  as  His  pro- 
phet, was  sufficient  to  insure  the  Divine  favour,  while  good  works  would 
procure  an  inexhaustible  fulness  of  everlasting  happiness,  consisting  in 
the  highest  sensual  enjoyments.  In  its  constitution  Mohammedanism 
contemplated  a  kind  of  theocracy,  in  which  the  Prophet,  and  the  Kha- 
lifs,  his  successors,  were  to  act  as  the  vicegerents  of  the  Deity  upon 
eairth.  Hence  State  and  Church  were  regarded  as  absolutely  identical. 
The  rites  of  religion  consisted  of  prayers,  fasting,  and  ablutions.  Along 
with  the  Kori,n,  the  Sunna,  or  tiuditionary  sayings  of  the  Prophet,  are 
regarded  as  of  Divine  authority.  The  sect  of  the  Shiiies  differs  from 
that  of  the  SunniteSf  in  that  the  former  recognize  not  the  authority  of 
the  first  three  Khalifs  and  of  the  traditional  sayings  of  the  Prophet 
handed  down  by  them.  The  Ssuji's  are  a  mystical  sect  which  origin- 
ated at  a  later  period.  The  Wechahitea  (a  sect  dating  from  the  twelfth 
century)  form,  so  to  speak,  the  Puritans  of  Islamism. 
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2.  Service  performed  by  Mohammedanism  in  the  PnmidenGe  of  Ood,-^ 
ObTiously  Islamism  was  the  instrument  of  judgment  upon  the  degene- 
rate polity  and  Church  of  the  East.  But  it  also  served  some  positiro 
purpose,  which  appears  from  its  relation  to  heathenism.  It  was  the 
special  mission  of  Mohammedanism  to  put  an  end  to  idolatry  (Polythe* 
tsm).  Neither  the  Prophet  nor  his  successors  tolerated  heathenism. 
Accordingly,  a  great  number  of  wild  tribes  in  Asia  and  Africa  were 
oonTerted  from  the  most  degrading  and  demoralising  idolatry  to  the 
worship  of  one  God,  and  raised  to  a  certain  stage  of  civilisation  and 
morality,  which  they  would  have  been  unable  to  attain  if  left  to  them- 
selves. As  they  were  thereby  brought  nearer  to  Christianity,  Moham- 
medanism proved,  in  its  own  way,  '*  a  schoolmaster  to  Christ."  Per- 
haps its  rigid  Monotheism  may  also  have  been  intended  to  form  a  kind 
of  breakwater  against  both  African  Fetish-worship  and  Asiatic  Pan- 
theism. But  Islamism  contains  the  germs  of  its  own  destruction.  Its 
confusion  of  religion  and  politics,  of  State  and  Church,  tends  to  fetter 
both,  and  thus  to  render  them  incapable  of  development,  renoyation, 
or  transformation.  Herein  lay  the  strength,  herein  lite  alio  the  weak* 
iieas  of  Islamism. 
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IK  ITS  ANCIENT  AND  CLASSICAL  FORM. 

FROM  THK  TEAR  00^1463. 

L  MOVEMENTS  IN  THE  EASTERN  CHURCH  IN  CONJUNCTION  WITH 
SIMILAR  DEVELOPMENTS  IN  THE  WESTERN  CHURCH. 

i  66.  ICONOCLASTIC  CONTROVERSY  IN  THE  EAST  (726-842) 

Coxp.  J,  Maimbourg  (a  Jesuit),  histoire  de  I'h^resie  des  loonoclastoB. 
Par.  1679.  2  Voll.  12.  —  Fr.  Schlossert  Oesch.  der  bilderstUrmendeB 
KaUer  (Hist,  of  the  Iconocl.  Emper.).  Frkf.  1812.  —  /.  Marx  (Rom. 
Cath.),  der  Bilderetreit  der  byzant.  Kaiser  (The  loonocl.  Contr.  of  the 
Byi.  Emp.).  Trier  1839. 

At  the  commencement  of  the  eighth  century,  imac^e-worship 
(§  57,  4)  had  attained  its  acme  in  the  JSasL  But  even  its  most 
zealous  advocates  were  obliged  to  admit  that  certain  abuses  were 
connected  with  it  Thus,  for  example,  images  were  selected  to 
be  god-parents ;  part  of  the  colouring  with  which  they  had  been 
painted  was  scratched  off  and  mixed  with  the  sacramental  wine ; 
the  consecrated  bread  was  first  laid  upon  images,  that  so  the 
faithful  might  receive  from  the  hands  of  these  saints  the  body 
of  the  Lord,  etc.  Under  these  circumstances,  3  vigorous  empe- 
ror, whom  both  persona]  feelings  and  political  considerations 
disposed  against  this  kind  of  worship,  resolved  to  employ  all  the 
resources  which  a  strong  will  placed  at  his  disposal  to  put  a  stop 
to  this  widely-spread  idolatry.  The  contest  between  the  two 
opposing  parties  (the  timovoxxdato*  and  the  «(Koyoxarpcu)  lasted  for 
more  than  a  century,  and  was  chiefly  carried  on  by  the  emperors 
and  the  army  on  the  one  side,  and  by  the  monks  and  the  people 
S2  (253) 
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on  the  other.  On  two  occasions  the  worship  of  images  wai 
almost  entirely  and  forever  abolished ;  but  both  times  was  it 
restored  by  an  empress. — The  Church  of  Bovie  had  in  this  re- 
spect not  gone  so  far  as  that  of  the  East,  at  least  in  practice  ; 
but  in  theory  it  entertained  the  same  opinions,  and  in  the  contest 
between  the  two  parties  Rome  lent  the  whole  weight  of  its 
Authority  to  those  who  upheld  image-worship.  On  the  views  of 
the  Frankish  Church  on  this  question,  comp.  §  92. 

5 .  itf^**^*'*'*'^  1.  Leo  Ill.t  the  Isanrian  (717-741),  one  of  the  most  vigorous  of  Byzan- 
tine emperors,  having  in  718  repelled  the  attack  of  the  Saracens  upon 
Constantinople,  deemed  it  necessary  to  adopt  further  measures  to  arrest 
the  spread  of  Mohammedanism.  The  worship  of  images,  which  Jews 
and  Moslems  equally  abhorred,  and  to  which  himself  was  opposed,  ap- 
peared to  him  one  of  the  principal  obstacles  to  the  conversion  of  the 
infidels.  Accordingly  he  issued  in  726  an  edict,  which,  in  the  first 
place,  only  ordained  that  the  images  should  be  placed  higher  up  on  the 
walls  of  churches,  in  order  to  prevent  the  people  from  kissing  them. 
But  all  peaceable  measures  against  this  favourite  mode  of  worship  were 
frustrated  by  the  determined  resistance  which  the  aged  Get-maim,  Pa- 
triarch of  Constantinople,  the  populace  and  the  monks  offered.  In 
Palestine,  where,  under  the  protection  of  the  Saracens,  he  could  defy 
the  vengeance  of  the  Emperor,  Johannes  Damasceuus,  the  ablest  theolo- 
gian of  that  age,  published  three  tractates,  in  which  he  defended  in 
enthusiastic  terms  the  worship  of  images.  Amidst  the  popular  excite- 
ment caused  by  this  controversy,  one  Cosmos  got  himself  proclaimed 
Emperor,  and  advanced  with  a  fleet  against  Constantinople.  '  But  Leo 
defeated  and  executed  his  rival ;  and  in  a  second  edict  (of  date  730) 
ordered  the  entire  removal  of  images  from  every  church.  The  military 
who  were  charged  with  the  execution  of  this  ordinance  were  guilty  of 
many  fanatical  excesses,  and  the  popular  tumults  excited  by  these 
measures  were  not  quelled  without  much  bloodshed.  At  Rome,  how- 
ever, the  Emperor  was  powerless.  In  his  letters.  Pope  Gregory  IL  spoke 
of  him  as  if  he  had  been  a  silly  school-boy ;  while,  in  a  synod  held 
at  Rome  in  732,  Gregory  III.  pronounced  an  anathema  against  all  oppo- 
nents of  image-worship.  The  fleet  which  the  Emperor  had  collected, 
with  a  view  of  chastising  the  bold  prelate,  was  destroyed  by  a  storm. 
Leo  avenged  himself  by  depriving  the  Pope  of  the  revenues  which  he 
derived  from  Lower  Italy,  and  by  taking  Illyria  from  the  see  of  Rome 
and  assigning  it  to  that  of  Constantinople. 

j^/^*  2.  Constantinus  V,  (741-775),  the  son  and  successor  of  Leo,  whom 

the  monks  in  their  hatred  nicknamed  Copronymus  and  CabaUinus,  a 
ruler  and  general  as  distinguished  as  his  father,  was,  if  possible,  even 
more  firmly  resolved  to  put  down  the  worship  of  images.  He  defeated 
Atiabasdus,  his  brother-in-law,  who,  with  the  assistance  of  the  partgr 
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of  imAge-worahippers,  had  raised  the  standard  of  revolt,  sc  \reroly  chas- 
tised  and  depriyed  him  of  his  eyes.  As  the  popular  tumults  still  con- 
tinaed,  an  oecumenical  St/nod  was  summoned  to  give  ecclesiastical  sanc- 
tion to  the  principles  of  the  Emperor.  Accordingly,  about  350  bishops 
assembled  at  Constantinople  (754).  But  this  Synod  was  not  attended 
bj  a  single  patriarch,  since  the  see  of  Constantinople  happened  to  be 
vacant  at  the  time,  and  Rome,  which  had  anathematized  all  opponents 
of  images,  refused  to  send  legates ;  while  Alexandria,  Antioch,  and  Je- 
rusalem were  under  the  domination  of  the  Saracens.  The  Council 
excommunicated  those  who  made  any  image  of  Christ,  declaring  that 
the  Eucharist  was  the  only  true  image  of  Christ,  and  pronounced  the 
most  sweeping  condemnation  against  every  kind  of  reverence  paid  to 
images.  These  decrees  were  mercilessly  enforced,  and  deeds  of  the  most 
crael  violence  enacted.  Thousands  of  monks  were  scourged,  incarce- 
rated, transported,  driven  round  the  circus  for  the  amusement  of  the 
populace  with  nuns  in  their  arms,  or  obliged  to  marry ;  many  had  their 
eyes  pat  out,  their  ears  or  noses  cut  off,  and  monasteries  were  converted 
into  barracks  or  stables.  Images  of  sain  ts  were  not  even  tolerated  in  private 
houses.  Stephen  IL  of  Rome  protested  against  the  decrees  of  the  Council, 
and  Stephen  111,  issued  a  dreadful  anathema  against  all  opponents  of 
images  (in  a  Lateran  synod,  a.  d.  769).  But  in  the  Byzantine  £mpire 
both  monasticism  and  image- worship  were  almost  extirpated. 

3.  Leo  IV,  Chazanis  (775-780),  the  son  of  Constantino,  shared  the 
views  of  his  father,  but  wanted  his  energy.  His  consort  Irene  was, 
however,  a  zealous  image-worshipper.  When  Leo  discovered  this,  he 
would  have  taken  energetic  measures,  but  a  sudden  death  arrested  his 
interference.  Irene  now  made  full  use  of  the  opportunity  afforded  by 
the  minority  of  Constantine  VL,  her  son,  to  restore  image-worship. 
She  convoked  another  Council  at  Constantinople  (786),  which  was 
attended  by  deputies  from  Pope  Hadrian  I,  (the  other  patriarchs,  who 
were  under  Saracen  dominion,  ventured  not  to  take  part  in  its  delibera- 
tions). But  the  Imperial  Guard  broke  into  their  place  of  meeting,  and 
dispersed  the  Council.  The  following  year  (787),  Irene  convoked  at 
Nice  another,  the  Seventh  OBcumenical  Council.  Its  eighth  and  last 
meeting  was  held  in  the  Imperial  Palace  at  Constantinople,  —  the  Im- 
perial Guard  having,  in  the  meantime,  been  removed  from  the  capital. 
The  Council  annulled  the  decrees  of  754,  sanctioned  reverence  to  im- 
ages, inasmuch  as  prostration  or  inclination  before  pictures  was  to  be 
regarded  as  a  token  of  love  and  respect  due  to  the  original,  and  not  to 
be  confounded  with  that  adoration  Ckaroeia)  which  was  due  to  God 
alone. 

4  The  emperors  who  now  succeeded  shared  these  views.  But  as 
fictory  attended  not  their  arms,  the  army,  which  still  held  opposite 
■entimentt.  proclaimed  their  general  Leo  V.,  the  Armenian  (813-820), 
Emperor.   Thia  ruler,  though  a  decided  enemy  of  image-worship,  would 
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still  have  adopted  moderate  and  cautious  measures,  but  was  bsfflefl  hj 
the  soldiers,  who  gave  full  reins  to  their  fanaticism.  The  partj  whMi 
advocated  image-worship  was  led  bj  Theodortu  SiudUat  Abbot  of  the 
Monastery  of  Studion,  a  man  of  unfeigned  piety  and  invincible  firmness, 
the  ablest  and  most  ingenious  defender  of  these  sentiments,  who  even 
in  exilt  was  indefatigable  in  promoting  the  cause  he  had  at  heart  (ob. 
82G).  Leo  was  kiUed  by  conspirators.  Michael  IL  BaOms  (820-^29), 
his  successor,  at  least  allowed  the  worship  of  images  in  private.  But 
Theophilus,  his  son  (829-842),  made  it  the  aim  of  his  life  wholly  t# 
extirpate  all  such  practices.  Once  more  a  woman,  Theodora,  the 
Dowager  Empress,  who,  after  the  death  of  Theophilus,  and  during  the 
minority  of  his  son,  administered  the  government,  convoked  a  tynod  at 
Consfantitiople  (842),  which  agiun  introduced  the  worship  of  images 
into  churches.  Since  that  period,  opposition  to  this  practice  gradually 
ceased  in  the  Eastern  Church,  and  the  day  on  which  the  Synod  of  84ffi 
had  enacted  the  decree  in  its  favour  (the  19th  Feb.)  has  since  been 
celebrated  as  the  '*  Feast  of  Orthodoxy  J* 

J  67.    SCHISM    BETWEEN    THE    GREEK  AND  THE  ROMAN 
CHURCH,  AND  ATTEMPTS  AT  UNION  (857-1435). 

Com  p.  Tjeo  Allaiius,  de  eccl.  occid.  ot  orient,  perpetua  consensione. 
Colon.  1699.  4to.  (The  author,  who  was  a  Greek  convert  to  the  Romish 
Church,  died  1669.)  —  L.  Maimbourg  (a  Jesuit),  Hist,  du  schisme  dee 
Grecs.  Par.  1677.  4to.  —  /.  0,  Pitzipioa,  T^gl.  Orientale,  expose  hisL 
de  sa  separation  et  de  sa  reunion  aveccclle  deRome.  4  Voll.  Par.  1855. 

At  the  second  TruUan  Council  in  692  the  first  steps  had  been 
taken  towards  the  Great  Schism,  which  divided  the  Ghristiaii 
world  into  two  parties  (§  63,  3)  ;  in  867  Pholius  gave  it  a  dog- 
matic basis  by  coudemning  certain  doctrines  promnlgated  at  Rome, 
while  in  1053  Mich aelCerularius completed  the  separation  betweei 
the  two  churches.  The  difficulties  and  dangers  which  increas- 
ingly beset  the  By74nntine  rulers  induced  them  to  make  frequent 
attempts  to  bring  about  a  union.  But  the  negotiations  which 
ensued  either  were  unsuccessful,  or  the  proposed  union,  though 
ntrrecd  upon  in  words,  was  not  carried  into  execution.  These 
fruitless  endeavours  only  ceased  when  the  Byzantine  Empire  fell 
not  to  rise  again  (a.d.  1453).  The  obstacles  in  the  way  of  heal- 
ing this  schism  consisted  not  in  any  importance  attaching  to 
diversity  of  ceremonial  observances,  which  might,  as  at  previous 
periods,  have  continued  without  interrupting  ecclesiastical  fellow 
ship,  nor  even  in  differences  of  doctrine  (with  regard  to  the 
expression  "filioqae,"  §  50,  6)|  which  might  eamly  hare  boon 
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renioTed.  The  real  difficulty  lay  in  the  claim  to  primacy  in 
the  Church,  set  up  by  the  see  of  Rome,  and  which  the  Greeks 
could  only  resist  by  separating  from  all  fellowship  with  the 
Papacy. 

1.  Oumtnencemeni  of  the  Schism  (867.) — (IT.  Lammery  P.  Nikol.  I.  u 
d.  byxant.  Staatskirche  sr.  Zeit.  Berl.  1857.)  —  During  the  minority  of 
JffcAae/  ///.,  surnamed  the  Drunkard,  the  son  of  Tlieodora  (§  96,  4), 
the  gorernment  was  administered  by  Bardas^  the  uncle  of  that  prince 
(and  brother  of  the  Empress).  Ignatius,  who  at  the  time  was  Patriarch 
of  Constantinople,  and  himself  a  descendant  of  the  imperial  family,  had 
sharply  censured  the  dissoluteness  of  the  court,  and  in  857  even  refused 
to  admit  to  the  communion  the  all-powerful  Bardas,  who  lived  in  inoes- 
taous  anion  with  his  daughter-in-law.  For  this  offence  the  prelate  was 
deposed  and  exiled.  Phoiitis,  the  most  learned  man  of  his  age,  and 
hitherto  Prefect  of  the  Imperial  Guard,  was  named  his  successor,  to  the 
intense  disgust  of  the  friends  of  Ignatius,  who  rejected  with  scorn  all 
advances  and  proposals  of  peace.  Photius  now  convened  (in  859)  a 
synod,  which  confirmed  the  deposition  of  Ignatius,  and  even  excommu- 
nicated him.  But  no  consideration  could  induce  this  prelate  to  forego 
his  claims.  Anxious  to  procure  in  his  own  favour  the  influential  ver- 
dict, Photius  gave  to  Pope  Nicholas  I.  a  false  representation  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  at  the  same  time  intimating  his  accession,  and 
requesting  fraternal  acknowledgment  and  intercession.  The  pontiff 
replied  that  he  must  first  investigate  the  case  ;  and  for  this  purpose 
deputed  two  legates,  Rhodoald  of  Porto,  and  Zacharius  of  Anagni. 
Gained  by  bribes,  the  representatives  of  Rome  pjave,  at  a  council  at  Con- 
siantinopie  (861),  their  consent  to  the  deposition  of  Ignatius.  But 
when  more  impartial  witnesses  informed  Nicholas  of  the  real  state  of 
matters,  he  excommunicated  his  own  legates,  and  declared  Ignatius 
rightful  Patriarch  of  Constantinople.  The  opposition  thus  excited 
against  Rome  in  Constantinople  became  intense,  when  shortly  after- 
wards Bulgaria  renounced  allegiance  to  the  Byzantine  Church,  and 
owned  that  of  the  Pope  ({  72,  3).  Photius  sent  an  encyclical  letter  (in 
867)  inviting  the  patriarchs  of  the  East  to  a  council,  and  accusing  the 
Church  of  Rome  of  various  heresies :  such  as  its  ordinance  of  fasting 
on  Saturdays ;  its  permission  of  the  use  of  milk,  of  butter,  and  of  cheese 
daring  the  week  of  Quadragesima ;  its  injunction  of  clerical  celibacy; 
its  refusal  to  acknowledge  the  validity  of  the  chrisma  if  administered 
by  presbyters;  and  its  introduction  of  the  expression  "  filioquc  "  (?  ')0, 6), 
which  implied  the  existenc^^  of  two  supreme  principles,  and  hence  a 
dualism.  These  heresies,  it  was  asserted,  the  Pope  now  intended  to 
introduce  into  Bulgaria.  The  Council  convened  in  867.  Three  monks, 
who  were  prompted  by  Photius,  figured  as  the  representatives  of  iho 
patriarchs  whose  sees  were  in  Saracen  countries.  The  Pope  was  excom- 
municated and  deposed,  and  this  sentence  intimated  to  the  Western 
22* 
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churches.  Such  measures  were  far  from  indifferent  to  the  Pope,  wlio 
vindicated  himself  hefore  the  Frankish  clergy,  and  called  upon  them 
to  rebut  the  charges  of  the  Greeks.  They  readily  complied.  Among 
the  tractates  written  on  that  side  of  the  question,  that  of  Ratramnu^^ 
a  monk  at  Corbey,  was  by  far  the  ablest.  But  the  aspect  of  affairs 
soon  changed.  The  same  year  in  which  the  synod  had  met  (867)  the 
Emperor  Michael  was  assassinated,  and  Basil  the  Macedonian^  his  mur- 
derer and  successor,  joined  the  party  of  Ignatius,  and  requested  Pope 
Hadrian  II.  to  institute  a  new  inquiry.  A  synod  held  at  Constantinople 
in  869  (called  by  the  Latins  the  eif/hfh  (Ecumenical  Council)  condemned 
Photius  and  restored  Ignatius.  The  council  itself  pronounced  no  deci- 
sion about  Bulgaria,  but  submitted  the  claims  of  the  rival  sees  to  the 
pretended  representatives  of  the  Saracen  Patriarchs  as  impartial  arbiters. 
They  of  course  decided  in  favour  of  the  Byzantine  Patriarch,  and  all 
remonstrances  on  the  part  of  the  Popes  proved  fruitless.  In  his  adver- 
sity Phoiius  comported  himself  in  a  manner  which  commanded  general 
respect.  For  several  years  he  was  imprisoned  in  a  monastery,  deprived 
of  all  intercourse  with  others,  and  even  of  his  books.  Still  he  made 
his  peace  with  Ignatius.  Basil  entrusted  him  with  the  education  of 
his  children,  and  after  the  death  of  Ignatius  in  877  again  elevated  him 
to  the  see  of  Constantinople.  But  the  anathema  of  an  oecumenical 
council,  which  still  rested  upon  him,  could  only  be  removed  by  another 
oecumenical  council,  to  which  Pope  John  VIII.  accedeil  on  obtaining 
promise  of  having  Bulgaria  restored  to  his  see.  But  at  the  Council  of 
Constantinople  in  879  (called  by  the  Greeks  the  eighth  (Ecumenical)  the 
legates  of  the  Pope  were  completely  deceived.  The  question  about 
Bulgaria  was  not  even  mooted,  the  council  of  869  was  anathematized, 
and  a  ban  pronounced  against  those  who  should  venture  to  make  any 
addition  to  the  creed.  The  Pope  revenged  himself  by  anathematizing 
the  Patriarch,  his  council,  and  all  his  adherents.  Although  Leo  the 
PhiloifopheTy  the  successor  of  Basil,  in  886  deposed  Photius,  it  was  only 
in  order  to  give  the  sec  to  an  imperial  prince.  Photius  was  confined 
to  a  monastery,  where  died  in  891, 

2.  The  Emperor,  ^Leo  the  Philosopher^  had  been  thrice  married,  with- 
out having  any  issue.  His  fourth  wife  he  only  wedded  after  he  had 
convinced  himself  that  the  same  objection  attached  not  to  her.  The 
Patriarch,  Nicholas  Mystictis,  who  refused  to  consecrate  this  marriage 
(J  61,  2),  was  deposed.  A  synod  held  at  Constantinople  in  906,  con- 
ducted under  the  direction  of  the  legates  of  Pope  Sergius  III,,  approved 
both  of  tlie  Emperor's  marriage  and  of  the  deposition  of  the  Patriarch. 
But,  on  his  death-bed,  Leo  repented  this  arbitrary  measure;  Alexander, 
his  brother  and  successor,  restored  the  Patriarch  Nicholas ;  and  Pope 
John  X.  consented  to  be  represented  at  a  synod  held  in  ConstatUinopU 
in  920,  when  the  resolutions  of  the  Council  of  906  were  condemned, 
and  a  fourth  marriage  declared  to  be  unlawful.  But,  in  rc.urn  for  thife 
fompliance,  the  synod  did  not  make  any  concessions  to  the  Pupe^ 
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fiinperor  Basil  11.  entered  upon  fresh  negotiations.  Fop  n  immense 
nam  of  money,  Pope  John  XIX,  agreed,  in  1024,  to  acknowledge  the 
Bishop  of  Constantinople  as  oecumenical  Patriarch  of  the  East,  and  to 
^ield  every  claim  of  the  Cathe<lra  Petri  upon  supremacy  over  the  East- 
ern Church.  But  the  transaction  became  known  before  it  wa«  com- 
pleted ;  the  West  resounded  with  denunciations  of  this  second  Judas 
of  Rome,  and  the  Pope  was  obliged  to  break  off  the  treaty. 

3.  CompUtian  of  the  Schism  in  1054. — However  frequent  the  anathe- 
mas which  Rome  and  Byzantium  had  fulminated  against  each  other, 
they  had  only  been  directed  against  patriarchs,  popes,  bishops,  or  their 
adherents  as  individuals,  not  against  the  churches  which  they  repre- 
sented. But  matters  now  assumed  a  different  appearance.  At  that 
time,  the  Emperor  Constaatine  Monomachusy  bent  on  certain  warlike 
undertakings,  anxiously  sought  the  friendship  of  the  Pope.  Ilis  en- 
deavours were  frustrated  by  the  interference  of  Michael  Cerularius, 
Patriarch  of  Constantinople,  and  Zeo  of  Achrida,  the  metropolitan  of 
Bulgaria,  who,  in  1053,  addressed  a  letter  to  John^  Bishop  of  Trani  in 
Apulia,  in  which  they  charged  the  Latins  with  the  most  grievous  here- 
sies, and  conjured  the  Western  bishops  to  renounce  their  errors.  To 
the  accusations  formerly  brought  by  Photius,  others  were  now  added, 
such  as  that  the  Western  Church  allowed  the  use  of  bl^od,  and  of 
things  strangled;  that  it  prohibited  singing  the  Hallelujah  in  Lent; 
above  all,  that  it  used  unleavened  bread  in  the  Eucharist  (§  58,-4)  —  a 
heresy  to  which  the  name  of  Azymite  was  given.  This  letter  fell  intc 
the  hands  of  Cardinal  Humbert,  who  translated  and  laid  it  before 
Pope  Leo  IX,  A  bitter  epistolary  altercation  ensued.  The  Emperor 
ma<ie  every  effort  to  restore  peace.  At  his  request,  the  Pope  sent  three 
legated  (among  them  the  disputatious  Humbert)  to  Constantinople. 
These  envoys  only  fanned  instead  of  extinguishing  the  flame.  The 
Emperor  obliged,  indeed,  the  Abbot  of  Studium,  Nicholas  Pectoratus, 
to  burn,  in  presence  of  the  legates,  a  controversial  tractate  which  he 
had  written  ;  but  neither  threats  nor  force  could  induce  the  patriarch 
to  yield,  supported  as  he  was  both  by  the  people  and  the  clergy.  At 
last,  the  legates  placed  on  the  altar  of  the  Church  of  Sophia  a  formal 
writ  of  excommunication,  to  which  Michael  and  the  other  Eastern 
Patriarchs  in  1054  replied  in  a  similar  strain. 

4.  Attempts  at  Reunion.  —  The  Crusades^  instead  of  removing,  only 
increased  the  estrangement  between  the  two  churches.  Repeated 
negotiations  proved  unavailing.  At  a  synod  held  at  Bari  (in  the  Nea- 
politan territory)  in  1098,  Anselm  of  Canterhury,  who  at  the  time  lived 
an  exile  in  Italy,  convinced  the  Greeks  who  were  present,  that  tlie 
Latin  view  about  the  procession  of  the  Holy  Ghost  was  correct.  For 
the  same  purpose,  Peter  Chri/solauvs,  Archbisliop  of  Milan,  dolivcred. 
in  1113,  along  oration  before  the  Emper(»r  at  Constantinople ;  while, 
in  1135,  Anselm  of  Havelberg  held  a  disputation  on  this  subject  with 
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Nicefas  of  Nicomedia.  The  aversion  and  dislike  of  the  Greeks  waM 
greatly  deepened  by  the  founding  of  a  Latin  Empire  at  Constanti: /Dpi* 
(1024-1061).  Michael  PALiFX)LOGUs,  who  drove  the  Latins  from  Con- 
stantinople, sought,  from  political  motives,  to  put  an  end  to  the  schism. 
But  in  these  efforts  he  was  opposed  by  Joseph^  the  Patriarch  of  Con- 
stantinople, and  by  his  librarian,  the  learned  John  Becccs.  While 
languishing  in  prison,  Bcccus  became,  however,  convinced  that  the 
differences  between  the  two  churches  were  unimportant,  and  that  a 
reconciliation  would  be  possible.  This  change  of  views  procured  his 
elevation  to  the  patriarchate.  Meantime,  the  negotiations  had  so  far 
advanced,  that  a  General  Cmincil  (called  by  the  Latins  the  fourteenth) 
was  summoned  to  meet  at  Ltoxs  in  1274.  The  imperial  legates  ac- 
knowledged the  primacy  of  the  Pope,  and  subscribed  to  a  Romish  Con- 
fession of  Faith.  In  return,  the  Eastern  Church  was  allowed  to  con- 
tinue its  use  of  the  Nicene  Creed  without  any  addition  thereto,  and  the 
peculiar  ecclesiastical  forms  which  it  had  hitherto  observed.  Beccus 
wrote  several  tractates  in  defence  of  this  union.  But  the  accession  of 
another  Emperor  led  to  his  removal ;  Joseph  was  restored,  and  the 
anion  of  Lyons  entirely  forgotten. 

5.  The  continual  advances  of  the  Tnrks  naturally  impressed  the 
Eastern  Emperors  with  the  necessity  of  securing  the  sympathy  and 
assistance  of  the  West,  through  reconciliation  and  unicm  with  the 
papacy.  But  these  efforts  were  frustrated  by  the  powerful  opposition 
of  the  monks,  supported  as  it  was  by  the  popular  clamour.  The  Patri- 
archs of  Alexandria,  Jerusalem,  and  Antioch,  were  also  hostile  to  such 
measures,  not  only  from  ancient  jealousy  of  the  pretensions  of  the  see 
of  Rome,  but  because  the  political  schemes  of  their  Saracen  masters 
obliged  them  to  oppose  the  wishes  of  the  Greek  Emperors.  At  last  the 
Emperor  Andronicus  III.  pAL.fxiLOGUS  gained  over  the  Abbot  Bar- 
la  am,  who  had  hitherto  been  the  leader  of  the  Anti-Romish  party.  At 
the  head  of  an  Imperial  Embassy,  Barlaam  went  to  Avignon,  where  at 
that  time  Pope  Benedict  XIL  resided  (1339).  But  the  negotiations  led 
to  no  result,  as  the  Pope  insisted  on  absolute  submission,  both  in  respect 
of  doctrine  and  government,  and  would  not  even  consent  to  order  a  new 
inquiry,  though  it  were  only  for  the  sake  of  appearances.  Barlaam 
joined  the  Latin  Church  (comp.  §  69,  1),  and  died  as  Bishop  of  Gieraece 
in  1348. — But  as  the  difficulties  of  the  Byzantine  Emperors  continually 
increased,  John  V.  Pal^.oloous  made  fresh  advances.  lie  joined  the 
Latin  Church  in  1369,  but  neither  did  he  prevail  on  his  subjects  to 
follow  his  example,  nor  the  Pope  on  the  Western  rulers  i<^  send  assist- 
ance against  the  Turks. 

6.  Apparently  greater  success  attended  the  attempt  to  bring  abcut  a 
inion  made  by  the  Emperor  John  VII.  PALi«x)L0GUs.  He  had  gained 
for  his  views  MetrophaneSy  Patriarch  of  Constantinople,  and  Bessariox, 
Archishop  of  Nice,  a  mas  of  great  adroitness  and  learning,  but  a  tbo 
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toogh  infidel.  Accompanied  by  this  prelate  and  by  many  other  bishops, 
the  Emperor  appeared  in  person  at  the  papal  Council  of  Ferrara  in 
1438.  Pope  Eugen  IV,,  afraid  lest  the.  Greeks  might  join  the  reform- 
atory Council  at  Bash,  seemed  willing  to  make  concessions.  When  the 
pestilence  broke  out  at  Ferrara,  the  Council  was  transferred  to  Flo- 
rence, where  in  1439  the  union  of  the  two  churches  was  really  accom- 
plished. The  supremacy  of  the  Pope  was  acknowledged;  existing 
differences  in  the  rites  of  the  two  churches  were  to  be  mutually  tole- 
rated ;  dogmatic  divergences  were  accounted  for  on  the  ground  of  mis- 
understanding;  and  both  churches  solemnly  declared  to  be  orthodox. 
But  another  doctrinal  diflSculty,  besides  that  about  the  procession  of 
the  Iloly  Ghost,  had  meantime  sprung  up.  While  the  Greeks  admitted 
that  there  was  a  purgatory  in  which  venial  sins  were  expiated,  and 
from  which  souls  might  be  delivered  by  masses,  intercessions,  alms, 
and  good  works  (J  58,  3),  they  objected  to  the  idea  of  material  flames 
in  purgatory.  Besides,  while  the  Latins  held  that  those  who  died 
anbaptized,  or  under  mortal  sin,  were  immediately  consigned  to  eternal 
perdition,  and  that  the  pious  (after  the  expiation  of  venial  sins)  imme- 
diately entered  paradise,  the  Greeks  maintained  that  both  eternal  pun- 
ishment and  eternal  bliss  only  commenced  after  the  final  judgment. 
On  this  point  the  Greeks  now  yielded,  and  the  reunion  was  concluded 
amid  embraces  and  hymns  of  joy.  In  reality,  matters,  however,  con- 
tinued as  they  had  been.  A  powerful  party,  headed  by  Evgenicus, 
Archbishop  of  Ephesus,  had  been  merely  outvoted  at  Florence ;  it  now 
commenced  an  agitation  throughout  the  East  against  a  union  which 
existed  only  on  paper.  Meirophanes  was  nicknamed  Mi^rpo^vo; ;  and 
in  1443  the  other  three  patriarchs  of  the  East  held  a  Synod  at  Jerusa- 
lenif  in  which  they  anathematized  all  who  adhered  to  this  union.  Best- 
sarion  joined  the  Church  of  Rome,  became  Cardinal  and  Bishop  of 
Tuscoli,  and  was  twice  on  the  point  of  being  made  Pope.  He  died  in 
1472.  —  But  the  period  had  arrived  when  the  Christian  Empire  of  the 
East  should  fall.  On  the  29th  May  1453,  Constantinople  was  taken  by 
the  Turks.  The  last  Emperor,  Constantine  XL,  fell  while  vainly  de 
fending  his  throne  against  tremendous  odds.^ 
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CoMP.  Heeren,  Gesch.  d.  class.  Liter,  im  M.  A.  2  vols.  Gott.  1822. — 
W.  Giiss,  BeitrUge  zur  kirchl.  Literatur  u.  Dogmcugesch.  d.  grioch.  M. 
A.  (Contrib.  to  the  Eccles.  Liter,  and  to  the  Hist,  of  Dogm.  in  the  Gr. 
Ch.  during  the  Middle  Ages).  2  vols.  Bresl.  1844,  1849.     Comp.  al^: 
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History  of  the  Byzantine  and  Greek  Empires,  by  G.  Firday,  LL  D,^ 
Edinb.  and  London. — Smith's  Biographical  Diet.,  and  Whaiion's  Ap* 
pend.  to  Cave. 

Iconoclasm  (T 26-842)  was  combined  with  hostility  to  science 
and  art  generally.  Ilence,  during  that  part  of  the  middle  ages, 
the  Greek  Church  numbered  fewer  learned  men  and  writers  than 
at  any  other  period.  But,  about  the  middle  of  the  ninth 
century,  the  Byzantine  Church  seemed  suddenly  to  rouse  itself 
to  new  activity,  and  attained  a  stage  which  at  one  time  it  had 
appeared  incapable  of  again  reaching.  It  is  even  more  remarka- 
ble that  it  not  only  maintained  this  high  position  uninterruptedly 
during  six  centuries,  but  that  the  ardour  for  theological  study 
seemed  to  increase  in  proportion  as  political  prospects  became 
moie  dark  and  threatening.  A  special  characteristic  of  the 
literary  activity  of  that  period  is  the  revival  of  classical  studies, 
which  had  been  wellnigh  wholly  neglected  since  the  fifth  century. 
All  at  once  those  Greeks,  who  were  at  the  eve  of  intellectual  as 
well  as  of  political  decay,  seem  to  have  remembered  the  rich 
heiiloora  which  their  heathen  ancestors  had  left  them.  These 
treasures  were  now  brought  forth  from  musty  libraries  where 
they  had  lain  concealed,  and  studied  with  a  diligence,  enthu- 
siasm, and  consciousness  of  their  value,  which  commands  admira- 
tion. The  Greeks  had,  however,  long  before,  lost  the  capacity 
of  producing  original  works ;  their  energy  was  therefore  expended 
on  reproducing,  annotating,  or  explaining.  But  even  thus  the 
revival  of  classical  lore  exercised  comparatively  little  influence 
on  a  theology,  which  had  become  ossified  amid  traditionalism 
and  Aristotelian  formulas.  Where  these  bonds  were  broken, 
classical  studies  only  reintroduced  the  ancient  heathen  views  of 
men  and  matters. 

1.  It  appears  that  the  patronage  which  the  Khalifs,  since  the  close 
of  the  oiorhth  centurv,  bestowed  on  the  study  of  the  ancient  literature 
of  Groece,  fired  the  zeal  of  the  Eastern  literati,  and  led  to  the  revival 
OF  CLASSICAL  STUDIES.  Of  coursc,  if  a  trace  of  national  feeling  were 
left  in  the  Byzantine  rulers,  thoy  could  not  lag  ]>ohind  their  Moslem 
rivals.  This  circumstance,  however,  does  not  entirelv  account  for  the 
altered  state  of  niattors.  No  doubt  Providence  itself  designed  it,  that 
these,  the  noblest  fruits  of  ancient  heathenism,  which  had  already 
served  such  good  purpose  in  training  and  preparing  the  Christian 
Fathers  for  their  task  should  now  l>ecome  the  basis  of  modern  literature 
and  science.  —  To  Bardasj  the  guardian  and  colleague  of  Michael  III. 
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(1 67,  1),  hiwever  iDfamous  his  conduct  had  been  in  otht.' respect^ 
belongs  the  merit  of  founding  schools,  and  employing  teachers  for  the 
prosecution  of  classical  studies.  Basil  the  Macedonian,  although  him- 
self destitute  of  learning,  respected  and  promoted  scientific  culture. 
PhUius  was  chosen  tutor  to  the  children  of  that  Emperor,  and  imbued 
them  with  a  zeal  for  study,  which  in  turn  was  transmitted  to  their  de- 
scendants. Jjeo  the  PhHosopher,  the  son,  and  Coiistantinvs  Porphij- 
rogentteta,  the  grandson  of  Basil,  were  both  distinguished  for  their 
Attainments.  When  the  dynasty  of  the  Macedonians  was  succeeded  by 
that  of  the  Comnenes  (since  1057),  scientific  pursuits  were  prosecuted 
with  even  greater  ardour.  Even  the  princesses  of  that  race  (such  as 
Eudocia  and  Anna  Comnena)  distinguished  themselves  in  literature. 
PteUus  proved  to  this  family  what  Photius  had  been  to  that  of  the 
Macedonians.  Thessalonica  became  a  second  Athens,  and  rivalled 
Constantinople  in  the  pursuit  of  classical  study.  During  the  sixty 
years  when  Byzantium  was  the  seat  of  a  Latin  Empire,  the  barljnrism 
and  ignorance  of  the  Crusaders  threatened  to  destroy  the  civilization 
fostered  by  the  Comnenes ;  but  when,  in  1261,  the  Paheoloyi  again  as- 
cended the  throne  of  the  East,  the  learned  studies  were  resumed  with 
renewed  ardour.  In  1453,  Constantinople  was  taken  by  the  Turks, 
when  a  large  numljer  of  Greek  literati  sought  refuge  in  Italy,  trans- 
ferring to  the  West  the  treasures  they  had  guarded  with  such  care. 

2.  Aristotle  and  Plato.  —  With  the  revival  of  classical  studies,  the 
treatises  of  Plato,  which  were  regarded  as  more  classical,  or  at  least  as 
more  purely  Grecian  than  those  of  Arisioile,  came  again  into  high 
repute.  But  as  Aristotle  was  still  considered  the  great  authority  in 
the  church  (|47.  0)  —  a  position  assigned  to  him  chiefly  through  the 
efforts  of  John  Damascenus —  Platonism  continued  an  object  of  some 
distrust  to  theologians,  a  feeling  increased  by  the  circumstance  that  so 
many  admirers  of  classical  literature  had  lapsed  into  practical  heathen- 
ism. The  controversy  which  now  ensued  attained  its  highest  pitch 
during  the  fifteenth  century,  when  Gemistus  Pletho  used  every  effort 
to  dethrone  Aristotle  from  the  place  which  till  then  he  had  occupied  in 
the  esteem  of  the  learned.  He  insisted  that  all  should  acknowledge 
the  supremacy  of  "  the  divine  Plato,"  and  confidently  predicted  that 
speedily  the  time  would  come  when  both  Christianity  and  Mahom- 
medanism  would  give  place  to  the  universal  sway  of  a  **  religion  of 
pore  humanity.'*  These  views  were  shared  by  his  numerous  pupils, 
among  whom  Bessarion  (J  67,  6)  was  the  most  distinguished.  On  the 
other  hand,  George  of  Trehizond  and  his  pupils  were  criually  enthu- 
siastic in  their  a<lmiration  of  Aristotle.  Numerous  representatives  of 
these  two  schools  settled  in  Italy,  where  they  continued  their  con- 
troversies with  increased  bitterness  (J  120,  1). 

3.  Scholasticism  and  Mysticism.  —  The  application  of  the  Aristotelian 
methvxl  to  the  study  of  dogmatics,  which  John  Phlloponus  first  in- 
trodaced,  and  John  Damascenus  brought  into  general  vogue,  gave  rise 
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to  a  peculiar  mode  of  treating  tliis  science,  which,  though  wanting  in 
the  depth,  variety,  and  acuteness  that  characterized  the  scholasticism 
of  the  middle  ages,  resembled  it  in  many  respects.  But  at  the  6am€ 
time  another  and  very  difTerent  tendency  made  its  appearance.  Mysti* 
cism,  of  which  the  traces  are  already  found  in  the  writings  of  the 
pseudo-Areopagite  (J  48,  5),  was  peculiarly  adapted  to  the  discipline 
and  retirement  of  the  monasteries.  Among  its  numerous  representa- 
tives, Nicholas  Cabasilas  was  the  most  distinguished.  Those  mystics 
op|X)8cd  neither  the  teaching  nor  the  rites  of  the  Church.  On  the  con- 
trary, they  delighted  in  dwelling  on  all  that  had  a  symbolical  bearing, 
and  connecting  it  with  the  idea  of  a  sacrament.  No  ground,  therefore, 
existed  for  collision  between  the  Dialecticians  and  the  Mystics. 

4.  Theological  Sciences. — John  Damascenus  had,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  period,  grouped  into  a  system  according  to  the  dialectic 
forms  of  Aristotle,  the  conclusions  of  former  doctrinal  disquisitions. 
His  "  Eodosis"  is  the  first  and  only  complete  work  on  Dogmatics  that 
emanated  from  the  ancient  Greek  Church.  Despite  the  failure  of 
attempts  at  union  with  the  Latin  Church,  which  indeed  only  issued  in 
wider  estrangement  on  controverted  points,  the  frequent  contact  with 
the  Latin  was  not  without  its  beneficial  influence  on  the  Greek  Church. 
The  Eastern  divines  profited  by  the  scholasticism  of  their  brethren  in 
the  West  so  far  as  to  apply  this  more  full  and  scientific  method  to  the 
treatment  of  doctrines  on  which  the  two  churches  were  agreed.  Con^ 
iroversy  was  still  kept  up  with  the  Nestorians,  the  Monophysites,  and 
the  Monothelites,  while  the  pen  of  polemics  found  fresh  employment 
against  the  Gnostic  and  Manichcan  sects,  which  at  this  period  again 
made  their  appearance,  as  also  against  the  schismatics  of  the  West, 
and  those  who  advocated  a  reunion  with  them.  The  altered  circum- 
stances of  the  times  also  led  to  a  revival  of  the  study  of  Apologetics. 
Not  only  was  hlamism  making  rapid  strides,  but  the  protection 
accorded  by  the  Saracens  to  the  synagoffue  rendered  it  necessary  to 
defend  Christianity  against  the  attacks  of  the  Jews.  But  the  prevailing 
scholastic  and  traditional  theology  proved  incapable  of  coping  with  the 
storms  which  the  judicial  providence  of  God  had  allowed  to  rise. 
Lastly,  the  revival  of  classical  study,  and  the  reappearance  in  its  train 
of  heathen  ideas,  obliged  theologians  to  be  again  on  their  guard 
against  ancient  superstitions  [Nicholas  of  Methane),  Independent  exe- 
GETicAL  researches  were  now  no  longer  prosecuted ;  but  the  ''Catenae" 
of  (EcumeuiuSy  of  Theojihylact,  and  Euthymiiis  Zygadenns,  are  valuable. 
The  study  of  Ecclesi apical  History  was  entirely  neglected.  Nice- 
pJionis  Callisti  was  the  only  writer  who  devoted  his  attention  to  this 
study  (in  the  fourteenth  century).  But  his  Eccl.  Hist.,  written  without 
taste  or  ability,  adds  nothing  to  our  knowledge  of  the  subject  Of 
much  greater  value,  even  in  regard  of  Eccl.  Hist.,  are  the  numerous 
•*  Scriptores  historioe  Byzantina)."  To  this  list  we  add  the  name  of 
Simevn  Metraphrasies,  celebrated  in  his  day  as  a  writer  of  legeudu. 
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5.  John  Damatcenus  was  by  far  the  ablest  theologian  of  the  eighth 
eenturj.     For  a  considerable  time  he  was  employod  in  the  service  of 
the  Saracens,  and  died  in  760  as  Abbot  of  the  Monastery  of  S.  Sabas 
at  Jerusalem.     His  admirers  gave  him  the  title  of  Chryaon-hoas ;  the 
Iconoclasts,  who  at  the  Council  of  Constantinople  in  754  pronounced  a 
threefold  anathema  upon  him,  the  Saracen  by-name  of  Mnnsur.     His 
principal  work,  the  HiTyiJ  yin^fwj,  procured  him  an  imperishable  fame, 
and  has  been  regarded  as  an  authority  in  the  Greek  Church.    Section  I. 
(xf^oXca  ^cxooo^txa)  forms  a  dialectic,  and  Section  II.  [rtf^i  acpfoccot')  a 
historical  introduction  to  Part  III.  ("Exfiootj  dxpt3i;j  t^j  6p^6(4ou  ^ttarfwj), 
in  which  the  various  dogmas  as  propounded  by  the  Councils  and  the 
Fathers — especially  the  three  great  Cappaftocians — are  syHtematically 
arranged  and  presented.     The  tcpa  rta,pd%XffkOn  by  the  same  author, 
consist  of  a  collection  of  "  loci  classici,"  taken  from  the  writings  of  the 
Fathers  on  doctrinal  and  ethical  subjects,  and  arranged  in  alphabetical 
order.     He  also  wrote  controversial  tractates  against  various  heretics, 
and  composed  a  number  of  hymns  (best  ed.  by  It  Quien.  Pur.  1712.  2 
vols,  fol.). —  Among  the  numerous  works  of  Puotius  (?  07,  1),  the 
"  Bibliotheca  "  (Mi>pto3t3xt<»)  ip  the  most  valuable.    It  contains  notices 
of,  and  extracts  from,  279  Christian  and  heathen  works,  of  which  the 
greater  part  have  not  otherwise  been  preserved  (best  ed.  by  Im.  liecker, 
Berol.  1824.  2  vols.  4).     Besides  his  controversial  tractates  against  the 
Latins  and  the  Paulicians,  the  Amphilochia  (or  replies  to  above  300 
theological  questions  submitted  to  him  by  Bishop  Amphilochius)  also 
deserve  notice,  and  his  Nomocanon  (§  43,  3),  which  has  ever  since 
formed  the  basis  of  the  canon  law  of  the  Greek  Church.     The  series 
of  distinguished  writers  who  flourished  under  the   Comnene  dynasty 
commenced  with  Michael   Constantius   Psellus,  teacher  of  philoso- 
phy at  Constantinople  (6b,  1106),  a  man  whose  acquirements  were 
equally  varied  and  deep.   Some  of  his  numerous  tractates  were  devoted 
to  theological  subjects,  though  he  acquired  not  fame  in  that  depart- 
ment.    His  cotemporary,  Theophylact,  Archbishop  of  Achrida,  in  Bul- 
garia,   has  left  us  very   able   commentaries,   or   rather   '*  Catenaj." 
EuTHVMius  Zygadenus,  a  monk  of  Constantinople,  at  the  commence 
ment  of  the  twelfth  century,  composed,  by  request  of  the  Emperor 
Alexius  Comnenus,  a  work  intended  to  refute  all  heresies  (''Dogmatic 
Panoply  of  the  Orthodox  Faith,"  in  twenty-four  books).     Although 
highly  praised  at  the  time,  it  is  a  mere  compilation,  whose  sole  merit 
lies  in  its  refutation  of  the  heretics  of  that  particular  period.     The 
exegetical  compilations  by  the  same  author  are  more  valuable.   Elsta- 
THics,  Archbishop  of  Thessalonica  (oh.  1104),  was  the  most  prominent 
divine  of  the  twelfth  century.     lie  has  long  been  famed  as  the  com- 
mentator of  Homer  and  Pindar ;  but  the  recent  edition  of  his  theological 
OpuMcula  (ed.  Tafel.  Frcf.  1839,  4),  proves  that  he  deserves  even  higher 
acknowledgment  as  a  Christian,  a  divine,  a  prelate,  and  a  reformer  of 
the  ecclesiastical  and  monkish  abuses  of  his  time  (2  70.  4).    At  the  same 
23 
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period  flourished  Nicholas,  Bishop  of  Methone  in  Messenia,  vfht 
replied  to  the  attacks  of  Prixjlus  the  Neo-Platonist,  in  a  tractate  which 
forms  one  of  the  ablest  theological  works  of  that  age.  His  views  on 
the  doctrine  of  redemption  deserve  special  mention  as  resembling  those 
of  Anselm  of  Canterbury.  Nicetas  Acominatcs  or  Choniqtesy  a  states- 
man [ob.  1204),  was  another  distinguished  writer  of  that  period.  Hia 
•*  Treasury  of  Orthodoxy,"  in  twenty-seven  books,  contains  a  vindica- 
tion of  orthodox  doctrine,  and  a  refutation  of  heretics,  much  more  able 
and  original  than  the  work  of  Euthymius  on  the  same  subject.  (Covp. 
(Jllmann^  **Nic.  of  Methone,  Euthym.  Zygabenus  and  Nicetas  Cho- 
niates,"  in  the  "Studien  u.  Krit."  for  1833,  P.  III.)  — During  the 
reign  of  the  Palceologi  (1250-1450).  theologians  were  chiefly  engaged 
in  advocating  or  opposing  the  attempts  made  at  reunion  with  the 
Latin  Church.  Nicholas  Cabasilas,  Archbishop  of  Thessalonica,  in 
the  fourteenth  century,  one  of  the  most  eminent  mystics  in  the  Church, 
deserves  special  mention.  His  principal  work,  n*p4  f  jjj  iv  Xptatift  ?w^j, 
has  only  lately  been  rescued  from  oblivion  by  W.  Gass  ut  supra,  vol.  II. 
His  mysticism,  which  is  remarkable  for  its  depth  and  fervour,  breathes 
a  spirit  of  antagonism  to  the  prevailing  tendency  towards  work- 
righteousness.  Still,  his  **Expo8itio  Missae"  proves  that  he  shared  the 
predilection  of  Greek  Mystics  for  the  Liturgy.  At  a  somewhat  later 
period  (about  1400)  flourished  Simeox,  Archbishop  of  Thessalonica,  a 
prelate  equally  famed  for  classical  and  patristic  lore,  and  for  the 
manner  in  which  he  administered  the  aflairs  of  the  Church.  His  great 
work,  "  Be  fide,  ritibus  et  mysteriis  ecclesiasticis,"  is  of  great  import- 
ance for  the  study  of  Greek  Mediacvalism.  Lastly,  we  may  mention 
Gregorius  Scholarivs^  who  as  monk  bore  the  name  of  Gennadius,  the 
first  Patriarch  of  Constantinople  after  the  capture  of  tliat  city  by  the 
Turks.  At  the  Council  of  Florence  he  objected  to  the  proposed  union; 
in  the  philosophical  controversy  then  raging,  he  advocated  the  tradi- 
tional claims  of  Aristotle  against  Plato.  At  the  request  of  Sultan 
Mohammed  IL,  ho  composed  and  handed  to  that  monarch  a  **  Professio 
Fidei."     (Comp.  Gass  ut  supra,  vol.  !.)• 

2  69.  DOGMATIC  CONTROVERSIES  DURING  THE  TWELFTH 

AND  FOURTEENTH  CENTURIES. 

With  the  taste  for  intellectual  pursuits,  that  for  theological 
Bpeculations  and  discussions  also  revived.  During  the  reign  of 
Manuel  Comnenus,  1148-1180,  the  question  was  raised,  whether 
Christ  had  offered  Himself  a  sacrifice  for  the  sins  of  the  world 
to  the  Father  and  to  the  Holy  Ghost  only,  or  also  to  the  Lo^os, 
t.  6.,  to  Himself.  At  a  synod  held  at  Constantinople  in  1156, 
the  latter  view  was  declared  to  be  the  orthodox.  Ten  years 
later,  a  controversy  arose  as  to  whether  the  saying  of  Christ, 
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*•  My  Father  is  greater  than  I,"  referred  to  His  Divine  nature, 
to  His  human,  or  to  the  union  of  these  two  natures.  The  ques- 
tion was  discussed  by  persons  of  all  classes,  and  that  with  an 
earnestness  and  ardour  which  recalls  the  kindred  controversies  iu 
the  fourth  century  (§  50,  2).  At  last  the  view  of  the  Emperor, 
that  the  expression  referred  to  the  God-man,  carried  at  the 
Synod  of  Constantinople  in  1166.  Those  who  refused  to  sub- 
mit, had  their  property  confiscated  or  were  exiled.  A  third 
controversy  sprung  up  when  the  Emperor  Manuel  objected  to  the 
formula  of  solemn  abjuration,  *'o/  the  God  of  Mohammed,''^ 
which  was  exacted  from  Moslem  converts.  In  vain  the  bishops 
proved  that  the  God  of  Mohammed  was  not  the  true  God  ;  the 
formula  had  to  be  altered. — Two  centuries  later,  the  Hesychtistic 
controversy  broke  out,  which  bore  on  the  existence  and  reality 
of  an  uncreated  Divine  Light. 

The  Hesychastic  Controversy  (1341-1351). — The  monks  who  inhabited 
the  cloisters  on  Mount  Athos  in  Thessalia  were  deeply  imbued  with 
the  Areopagite  mysticism.  Following  the  directions  given  three  cen- 
turies before  by  Simeon,  Abbot  of  the  Mamas  monastery  at  Constanti- 
nople, these  monks  used  artificial  means  to  bring  themselves  into  a 
fltate  of  ecstatic  vision,  which  the  Areopagite  had  recommended  as  the 
highest  stage  of  genuine  mysticism.  For  this  purpose,  each  cowered 
alone  in  a  comer  of  his  cell,  his  chiii  pressed  against  his  chest,  his 
eyes  immovably  fixed  on  the  pit  of  his  stomach,  and  restraining  his 
hreath  as  much  as  possible.  By  and  by  they  fell  into  a  state  of  melan- 
choly, and  their  sight  became  dim  ;  but  by  persisting,  these  sensations 
gave  place  to  ineffable  delight,  till  at  last  each  saw  himself  wrapped  iD 
a  bright  halo  of  glory.  They  called  themselves  *'Quietists*'  (v^avxa^ov- 
fff),  and  maintained  that  the  halo  which  shone  around  them  was  the 
same  uncreated  Divine  Light  that  on  Mount  Tabor  had  surrounded  the 
person  of  the  Saviour.  Barlaam  (J  67,  5),  who  had  just  returned  from 
his  unsuccessful  attempt  at  bringing  about  a  union  with  the  Latin 
Church,  designated  these  monks  as  ''navel-souls"  {6fipax6'^x^'')y  ^^^d 
charged  them  and  their  defender  Gregory  Palamas,  afterwards  Arch- 
bishop of  Thessalonica,  with  Ditheism.  But  at  a  Council  held  at  Con' 
itantinopU  (in  1341),  the  members  of  which  were  hostile  to  the  efforts 
made  by  Barlaam  for  a  union  with  the  West,  the  doctrine  of  an  uncre- 
ated Divine  Light  was  approved,  and  a  distinction  made  botwoon  this 
Divine  ivipytuik  and  the  Divine  ovaCa.  To  escape  being  anatheniatiz<.ML 
Barlaam  made  recantation;  soon  afterwards  he  fled  to  Italy  and  joined 
the  Latin  Church.  But  Gregory  Acindynos,  a  pupil  of  Barlaam,  and 
Nicephorus  GregoraSf  the  historian,  continued  the  contr  )ver8y  with  the 
H*3sycbast8.  Three  other  synods  (up  to  a.  d.  1351)  pronounced  in 
favoor  of  these  monks. 
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i  70.  GOVERNMENT,  WORSHIP,  AND  LIFE. 

The  Byzantine  emperors  bad  always  insisted  on  imposing  Iheif 
own  views  or  desires  as  the  law  according  to  which  even  the  in« 
ternal  affairs  of  the  Church  were  to  be  settled.  Being  anointed 
with  the  holy  Myron,  they  bore  the  character  of  priests  and  the 
title  of  ayto^.  Besides,  since  the  time  of  Leo  the  Philosopher 
(§  68,  1),  most  of  the  emperors  had  been  more  or  less  versed  in 
theology.  Still,  the  office  of  Patriarch,  when  held  by  a  man  of 
character,  was,  despite  frequent  and  arbitrary  depositions  of 
those  who  occupied  the  See  of  Constantinople,  a  power  which 
even  the  despots  of  the  East  were  obliged  to  respect.  The  nume- 
rous monks  —  and  through  them  the  people  —  formed  a  mighty 
bulwark  around  the  Episcopal  Chair.  In  consequence  of  the 
iconoclastic  controversies,  Theodoras  Studita  (§  66,  4)  had  or 
ganized  the  strict  churchmen  into  a  party,  which  strenuously 
resisted,  on  principle,  every  interference  of  the  State  in  ecclesi- 
astical affairs,  and,  among  others,  the  filling  up  of  ecclesiastical 
offices  by  the  secular  power.  But  these  efforts  were  only  at- 
tended with  partial  success.  The  monastic  institutions  had  been 
almost  entirely  annihilated  under  the  reign  of  the  Isaurian 
dynasty.  When  again  restored,  they  developed,  indeed,  and 
spread  in  proportion  to  their  former  decline,  but  rapidly  degene- 
rated in  every  sense  of  the  word.  The  Eastern  monks,  who  had 
not  the  great  mission,  devolving  on  their  brethren  in  the  West, 
of  Christianizing  and  civilizing  barbarous  nations,  wanted  the 
opportunities  of  revival,  of  strength,  and  of  purification,  which 
this  great  work  afforded  to  the  monks  of  the  Latin  Church. 
Still,  if  in  those  degenerate  times  we  were  to  look  for  instances 
of  stedfast  conviction,  of  firmness,  of  boldness,  and  of  moral 
earnestness,  we  should  in  all  likelihood  find  them,  if  anywhere, 
among  these  recluses.  The  modifications  which,  during  that 
period,  took  place  in  public  worship  were  unimportant,  although 
both  in  theory  and  practice  slight  alterations,  or  rather  amplifi- 
cations, were  introduced. 

1.  The  Arsenian  Schism  (12G2-1312).— After  the  death  of  the  Em- 
peror Theodore  Lascaris  in  1259,  Michael  Palceologits  usurped  the 
guardianship  of  John,  the  imperial  Prince,  a  child  only  six  years  old, 
had  himself  crowned  co-Emperor,  and,  to  render  the  Prince  incapabltt 
%f  reignlag,  caused  his  eyes  to  be  put  out.     For  these  orlmes,  the 
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Patriarch  Arsenius  exomcaunicated  the  Rogont ;  but  was  in  turn  d© 
posed  and  banished  (1202).  The  numerous  adherents  of  Arsenius 
refused  to  acknowledge  Joseph  (J  67,  4)  as  his  successor  in  the  See  of 
Constantinople.  They  separated  from  the  State  Church,  and  gradually 
their  admiration  of  the  exiled  patriarch  changed  into  violent  hatre<l  of 
the  prelate  who  occupied  his  place.  When  Joseph  died  (in  1283),  it 
was  agreed  to  submit  the  question  in  dispute  to  the  test  of  a  solemn 
ordeal.  £ach  of  the  two  parties  threw  a  document,  which  embodied  a 
defence  of  their  views,  into  the  fire.  Of  course,  both  documents  were 
consumed  by  the  flames.  At  the  sight  of  this,  the  Arscnians,  who  had 
expected  a  miracle,  seemed  taken  aback,  and  proposed  to  fall  in  with 
the  opposite  party.  But  on  the  day  following,  they  revoked  their  con- 
cessions ;  and  the  schism  continued  until  in  1312,  when  the  Patriarch 
luphon  solemnly  buried  the  bones  of  Arsenius  in  the  Church  of  St. 
Sophia,  and  suspended  for  forty  days  all  those  clerics  who  formerly 
had  declared  themselves  opposed  to  him. 

2.  Public  Worship,  —  In  the  Greek  Church  the  sermon  still  formed 
the  principal  part  in  the  public  services;  but  the  homiletic  productions 
of  that  period  are  not  of  a  character  to  deserve  special  notice.  In  the 
service  of  song,  a  revulsion  of  feeling  took  place ;  and  gradually  unin- 
spired hymns,  especially  those  in  honour  of  the  Virgin  and  of  the 
saints,  were  introduced  into  the  Church  services.  The  best  specimens 
of  this  kind  of  composition  date  from  the  eighth  century.  John  Damas- 
eenuSi  Cosmcu  of  Jenisalem^  and  Theophanes  oj'  Kice,  were  regarded  as 
the  three  great  otyuM  fuX^oC,  The  number  of  the  sacraments  and  their 
import  had  not  yet  been  accurately  defined.  An  enumeration  of  seven 
sacraments — the  same  as  that  adopted  by  the  Latin  Church  during  the 
middle  ages — occurs  first  in  the  anti-protestant  '*  Confessio  Orthodoxa" 
of  Petnis  Mogilas,  dating  from  a.  d.  1043.  In  contradistinction  to  the 
Western  Church,  the  Greeks  insisted  on  the  nccesHity  of  submersion  in 
baptism,  of  the  chrisma  in  baptism,  of  the  use  of  leavened  bread  in 
the  Eucharist,  and  of  giving  both  elements  to  the  laity.  John  Damas- 
cenus  still  defended  the  doctrine  of  consubstantiation  in  the  Eucharist, 
but  later  divines  adopted  that  of  transubstantiation.  Extreme  unction 
was  administered  in  the  Greek  Church  ;  but,  unlike  the  practice  in  the 
Church  of  Rome,  not  merely  to  those  who  were  in  articnlo  mortis^  but 
even  to  persons  who  were  not  dangerously  ill,  while,  in  case  of  a  re- 
lapse, the  rite  was  repeated. 

3.  Jionastirism.  —  The  most  renowned  monasteries  were  those  on 
Mf^unt  Aihos  in  Thcssalia,  which  was  literally  covereil  with  cloisters 
and  cells  of  hermits,  and  which  to  this  dav  is  venerated  bv  the  Greek 
Church  as  a  holy  mountain  and  place  of  pilgrimage.  The  monastery 
of  Studion  was  also  (J  44,  4)  still  in  high  repute.  —  But  the  Eastern 
monks  were  not  free  from  extravagances.  There  wore  innumerable 
fiiyliies  who  spent  their  lives  on  the  top  of  trees  (i«»'6ptt(u)  in  clo8e 
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cages  built  upon  high  scaffoldings,  or  in  subterranean  caves.  Some 
took  a  vow  of  perpetual  silence,  while  many  wore  constantly  a  coat  of 
iron  ((yt5i7pov^fi;o*),  etc.  A  curious  species  of  religicus  exercises  wai 
that  in  which  the  Ecetes  (t»«rcu)  of  the  twelfth  century  indulged. 
These  monks  engaged,  along  with  nuns  who  held  similar  views,  in 
solemn  dances,  and  singing  of  hymns  to  the  praise  of  God,  in  imitation 
of  Ex.  XV.  20,  21.  They  were  sound  in  doctrine,  nor  do  they  appear 
to  have  been  charged  with  immorality ;  still,  Kicetas  Acominatui 
com  batted  them  as  heretics. 

4.  Reformatory  Efforts. — At  the  commencement  of  the  twelfth  cent., 
Constantiniis  Chrysomalxis,  a  pious  monk  of  Constantinople,  and  ten 
years  afterwards  another  monk  called  l^iphon^  combated  the  prevail- 
ing tendency  towards  externalism  and  work-righteousness.  Both  be- 
came the  leaders  of  wide-spread  associations  of  clerics  and  laymen,  who, 
under  their  spiritual  direction,  cultivated,  as  mystics,  the  inner  reli- 
gious life,  but  set  lightly  by  outward  ecclesiastical  forms.  The  two 
monks  were  excommunicated.  The  Patriarch  Cosmos^  who  would  not 
admit  that  Niphon  was  a  heretic,  and  indeed  asked  him  to  share  his 
palace  and  table,  was  likewise  deposed  (in  1150).  The  reformatory 
efforts  made  by  Eustathius^  the  distinguished  Archbishop  of  Thessalo* 
nica  (J  68,  5),  were  entirely  free  from  direct  opposition  to  the  prevail- 
ing ecclesiastical  system,  and  hence  offered  no  ground  of  attack  to  his 
enemies.  lie  inveighed  unsparingly  against  the  moral  and  religious 
decay  prevalent  among  the  people,  and  especially  against  the  hypo- 
crisy, the  vulgarity,  coarseness,  spiritual  pride,  and  ascetic  extrava- 
gances of  the  monks,  and  that  although  himself  was  enthusiastically 
devoted  to  Monasticism.  Two  centuries  after  him,  Nicholas  Cabasilas 
{i  G8,  5),  a  man  of  like  spirit,  insisted  even  more  energetically  that 
the  state  of  the  heart  and  mind  was  the  test,  and  love  the  root,  of  all 
virtue. 

{71.  GNOSTIC  AND  MANICHiEAN  HERETICS. 

CoMP.  Giesehr,  Unters.  'i.  d.  Gesch.  d.  Paulicianer  (Inquiry  into  the 
Hist,  of  the  Paulic),  in  the  *'  Stud.  u.  Krit."  for  1827,  P.  l.  —  Engd- 
hardt,  d.  Bogomilen,  in  that  author's  "  Kirchengesch.  Abhandl."     Er 

lang.  1832. 

• 
So  late  as  the  seventh  century  traces  of  the  Gnostic  and  Mani* 

chaean  heresies  seem  to  have  lingered  in  Armenia  and  Syria, 
where  such  views  were  fostered  by  contiguity  to  the  Parsees. 
These  embers  were  in  657  fanned  afresh  by  Consiantinus  of  Ma^ 
nanalis  near  Samosata,  whose  doctrinal  views  were  almost  iden- 
tical with  those  of  Marcion  (§  28,  10).  The  Catholics,  whom 
thJe  sect  called  "  Romans,"  gave  them  the  name  of  Paulioian^ 
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because  they  only  acknowledged  the  apostolic  authority  of  Paul. 
Bat  they  designated  themselves    "Christians,"  and  gave  their 
leaders  and  congregations  the  titles  of  the  companions  of  Paul, 
and  of  the  places  where  he  had  laboured.     Their  system  was  a 
mixture  of  Mysticism,  which  aimed  after  the  cultivation  of  the 
"  inner  life,"  with  Dualism,  Demiurgisra,  and  Docetisra.     They 
Insisted  on  strict,  though  not  on  excessive  asceticism,  opposed 
fasts,  and  allowed  marriage.     Their  form  of  worship  was  very 
simple,  and   their  church    government   modelled   after  that  of 
apostolic   times.     They   specially   protested   against   the  many 
ceremonies  of  the  Catholic  Church,  and   against  the  religious 
honour  paid  to  images,  relics,  and  saints.     They  also  enjoined 
diligent  study  of  the  Scriptures,  but  rejected  what  they  called  the 
Jiidaeo-Christ'an  Gospels  and  Epistles  of  the  N.  T. — Even  before 
the  Paulicians,  another  sect,  called  the  '*  Children  of  the  Sun," 
had  appeared  in  Armenia,  which  sought  to  combine  the  worship 
ofOrmuzd  with  certain  Christian  elements.     Reorganized  during 
the  ninth  and  tenth  cents.,  this  sect  acquired  fresh  influence. 
Like  the  Paulicians,  they  protested  against  the  abuses  in  the 
Catholic  Church.  —  The  same  remark  applies  also  to  the  Eu- 
chites,  a  sect  in  Thracia  (during  the  eleventh  cent.),  which,  like 
their  older  namesakes  (§  44, 5),  derived  their  name  from  engaging 
continuously  in  prayer,  a  practice  which  they  extolled  as  the 
indication  of  highest  perfection.     Their  Dualistic  and  Gnostic 
views  were  adopted   and  further  developed  by  the  Bogomii.es 
(lovers  of  God,  friends  of  God),  a  sect  in  Bulgaria  (in  the  twelfth 
cent.\     The  latter  maintained  that  two  principles  —  Satanael, 
the  elder,  and  Chriat,  the  younger  Son  of  God  —  had  emanated 
from  the  Supreme  God.     Originally,  Satanael  had  also  been  a 
good  jEon  ;  but  having  revolted,  he  had  created  the  terrestrial 
world  and  man.     In  mercy  the  Supreme  God  had  breathed  into 
man  the  breath   of  his  own   Divine   life,  and  sent  Christ,  the 
younger  ^on,  for  the  purpose  of  completely  redeeming    him. 
The  sect  prohibited  marriage,  rejected  the  use  of  images  and  the 
sign  of  the  cross,  but  attached  great  importance  to  fasting.    T!ie 
only  portions  of  the  Old  Test,  which  they  received,  were  tiie 
writings  of  the  Prophets  and  the  Book  of  Psalms.     The  Gosj)el 
of  John  they  regarded  as  the  highest   revelation.     In  room  of 
the  water-baptism  they  substituted  that  of  the  Spirit,  and  also 
rejected  the  celebration  of  Eucharist ;  and  in  plac('  of  these  rites, 
laid  great  stress  on  prayer,  especially  on  the  Lord's  Prayer. — 
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All  these  sects  were  charged  by  their  Catholic  opponents  witk 
holding  Antinoinian  principles,  and  with  indulging  in  orgiei 
and  unnatural  vices. 

1.  The  Paulicians  (657-1115). — The  Catholic  controversial  writers  of 
the  ninth  cent,  traced  the  sect  of  the  Paulicians,  and  even  their  name 
(=s=i  TlavXoiudvpoi),  to  a  Manichsean  family  of  the  fourth  cent., — CaUinicit 
a  widow,  and  her  two  sous,  Pixul  and  John.    But  later  investigations 
have  failed  to  discover  any  traces  of  Manicluean  tenets  in  their  system ; 
and  the  only  historical  fact  established  is,  that  the  sect  was  founded  by 
Constaniinus  of  Mananalis,  who  took  the  name  of  Syhamia  (the  com* 
panion  of  Paul).   Their  first  community,  which  he  called  "  Macedonia," 
was  established  at  Cibossa  in  Armenia.     From  that  place  Constantinus 
undertook  missionary  journeys  in  all  directions.   The  Emperor  Constant 
iimis  Poyonnalus  (008-685)  commenced  a  bloody  persecution  of  the 
Paulicians.     But  the  enthusiasm  with  which  Sylvanus  met  death  by 
stoning  made  so  deep  an  impression  on  St/meoUy  the  imperial  represen- 
tative, that  he  also  joined  the  sect,  and  taking  the  name  of  TiitUy  be- 
came its  leader.     In  090  he  mounted  the  stake  with  the  same  enthusi- 
asm as  Sylvanus.     Geynesiusy  his  successor  (surnamed  Timoiheiis)^  was 
summoned   to  Constantinople   under  the   reign  of  Leo  the  Isaftn'an. 
Subjected  to  an  examination  by  the  Patriarch,  he  succeeded  in  obtain- 
ing from  him  a  certificate  of  orthodoxy,  and  was  also  furnished  by  the 
Emperor  (who  sympathized  in  his  hostility  to  images)  with  a  letter  of 
protection.     The  sect,  however,  became  .divided.     Baanes,  one  of  their 
leaders,  was,  on  account  of  his  Antinomian  practices,  styled  "the  filthy" 
(&  fjv^Topof).     But  about  801  a  new  reformer  arose  in  the  person  of  Ser^ 
gifts  Ti/rhints,  who  late  in  life  was  converted  by  the  instrumentality  of 
a  pious  Pnnlician  female,  who  directed  his  attention  to  the  Bible.     Leo 
the  Armenian  (813-820)  organized  an  expedition  for  their  so-called  con- 
version.    Those  who  recanted,  were  a^^ain  received  into  the  Church, 
those  who  resisted  were  executed.     A  number  of  Paulicians  now  com- 
bined against  their  persecutors,  killed  them,  and  sought  refuge  in  Sa- 
racen territory,  where  they  founded  a  military  colony  at  Argavn  (Co- 
losse).     Thence  they  made  continual  incursions  into  the  Byzantine 
territory,  for  the  double  purpose  of  pillape  and  of  avenging  their  wrongs. 
The  sect  was  most  numerous  in  Asia  Minor.     Under  the  reign  of  the 
Empress  Theodora  (J  CO,  4),  another  fearful  persecution  broke  out. 
Thousands  of  Paulicians  were  executed  ;  among  others,  an  officer  high 
in  command.     TTis  son  CarJteas,  who  had  also  been  an  officer,  now  col- 
lected about  r)000  Paulicians.  by  whose  aid  he  hoped  to  avenge  the 
death  of  his  parent,  retired  with  them  to  Ar^aun,  and  acted  as  the 
military  chief  of  the  party.     Their  number  daily  increased   by  thi 
accession  of  other  fupjitivos,  and  the  Khalifs  assigned  to  them  some  for* 
tified  towns  on  the  frontier.     At  the  head  of  a  well-organized  army, 
Carbeas  carried   fire  and   sword   into  the  Byzantine  territory,  and 
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repeatedly  put  imperial  annies  to  flight.  At  last,  after  two  campaigns, 
Batil  (he  Macedonian  annihilated  the  Paulician  army  in  a  narrow 
defile  (871).  The  political  power  of  the  sect  was  indeed  broken,  but 
it  continued  to  spread  both  in  Syria  and  Asia  Minor.  A  century  later 
(in  970),  the  Emperor  John  Tzimiscts  transported  a  large  number  of 
Uiem  to  Utracia  to  guard  its  boundaries,  where  Philippopolis  became 
their  Zion.  Their  tenets  rapidly  spread  through  that  country.  Alexius 
Comnenus  again  addressed  himself  ty  the  task  of  converting  them  to 
Catholic  Tiews.  He  went  in  person  lo  Philippopolis,  disputed  for  days 
with  their  leaders,  and  by  promises,  threats,  rewards,  or  punishments, 
as  each  case  required,  carried  his  purpose  (1115).  After  that,  the  sect 
teems  to  have  become  extinct.  Those  who  continued  to  entertain  their 
▼iews  probably  joined  the  Euchites  or  the  Bogomiles.  —  The  principal 
authority  for  the  history  of  the  Paulicians  is  the  "  Hist.  Manichaeorum" 
of  Pdrus  CiculuSj  who,  as  imperial  ambassador,  had  lived  for  some  time 
among  the  Paulicians  of  Armenia. 

2.  The  so-called  **  Children  of  {he  Sun^''  or  ArevurdPs,  an  Armenian 
sect,  originated  in  the  ninth  cent,  with  Semhaiy  a  Paulician.  They  also 
bore  the  name  of  Thontrakians^  from  the  village  of  Thontrake,  where 
their  church  was  formed.  In  1002  no  less  a  personage  than  the  Metro- 
politan, Jacob  of  Harkhy  joined  them.  lie  gave  a  more  distinctively 
Christian  cast  to  their  tenets,  journeyed  through  the  country  preaching 
repentance  and  inveighing  against  work-righteousness,  and  made  nu- 
merous converts  both  among  the  clergy  and  laity.  The  Catholics  of 
tiie  Armenian  Church  had  him  branded  and  imprisoned.  He  escaped, 
bat  was  ultimately  killed  by  his  opponents. 

3.  At  the  commencement  of  the  eleventh  cent,  the  Euchites  (Messa^ 
UanSt  Enthusiasts)  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Government,  their 
opinions  having  widely  spread  in  Thracia.  Their  tenets  about  two 
Sons  of  God,  Satanael  and  Christ,  are  in  some  respects  akin  to  that 
form  of  Parsee  Dualism  which  represents  the  two  antagonistic  princi- 
ples, Ormuzd  and  Ahriman,  as  proceeding  from  Zeruane  Akcrenc,  the 
one  Supreme  and  Eternal  Source.  The  seeds  of  this  heresy  may  have 
been  brought  to  Thracia  when  the  Emperor  Tzimisces  transported  the 
Paulicians  to  that  province.  The  Byzantine  Government  sent  a  deputy 
to  arrest  the  progress  of  this  heresy  (perhaps  Michael  Pselhis  [I  68,  5), 
whose  JMXoyof  ^f pi  ivi^tifxi  Satfiovcav  —  Ed.  Nuremberg  1838  —  is  our 
only  authority  about  this  sect).  But  a  century  ailcrwards,  the  same 
tenets  were  again  broached  in  Bulgaria  by  the  Bogomiles  (^fo^icxot), 
only  more  fully  developed,  and  assuming  the  form  of  more  direct  oppo- 
sition to  the  Catholic  Church.  The  Emperor  Alexius  Comnenus  had 
Bagil,  the  chief  of  the  party,  brought  to  Confitantinople,  and,  under 
pretext  of  intending  to  join  the  sect,  induced  him  to  communioato  its 
tenets.  But  while  Basil  unreservedly  opened  his  mind  to  the  monarch, 
18  he  thought  in  strict  confidence,  a  conclave  of  inquisitors  sat  cod- 
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cealed  behind  a  curtain,  and  noted  down  his  every  statement.  Tbia 
first  scene  of  the  comedy  was  followed  by  another.  All  the  adherents 
of  Basil,  on  whom  the  Government  could  lay  hands,  were  condemned 
to  death.  Two  stakes  were  lighted,  to  one  of  which  a  cross  was  affixed. 
The  Emperor  now  entreated  them  at  least  to  die  as  Christians,  and  in 
sign  of  it  to  choose  the  stake  at  which  the  cross  had  been  erected. 
Those  who  complied  were  pardoned,  the  others  condemned  to  imprison- 
ment for  life.  Basil  alone  was  burnt  (1119).  Still  the  sect  was  not 
annihilated.  Many  of  the  Bogomiles  sought  refuge  in  monasteries, 
where  they  propagated  their  views  in  secret. — ^Indeed,  long  after  that, 
adherents  of  Manichaean  views  were  found  in  Bulgaria,  whence  they 
spread  their  views  in  the  West.  Our  principal  source  of  information 
about  the  Bogomiles  is  the  Panoplia  of  £uthymiu8  (|  68,  5). 

i  72.  THE  ORTHODOX  SCLAVONIC-QREEK  CHURCHES. 

CoMP.  /.  Ph.  FaUmerayeTf  Gesch.  d.  Halbinsel  Morea  im  M.  A.  (Hist 
of  the  Penins.  of  Morea  during  the  M.  A.).  Stuttg.  1830.  Vol.  I. — P,J. 
Schafarikj  slav.  Alterthlimer  (Slav.  Antiq.).  Vol.  II.  Leipz.  1844;  that 
author's  kurze  Uebers.  d.  altest.  kirchenslav.  Liter.  (Brief  Survey  of 
the  Old  Slav.  Eccl.  Liter.).  Leipz.  1848.  —  Nes1or*s  Annalen,  transL 
by  Schlbzer,  G5tt.  1802.  5  vols.  —  Karamsin*s  russ.  Gesch.,  transl.  by 
Hanem^child,  Riga  1820.  11  vols. — Ph.  Strahl^  Gesch.  d.  russ.  K.  Halle 
1830.  Vol.  I.  (incompl.).  —  H,  J,  Schmitt  (Rom.  Cath.),  krit.  Gesch.  d. 
neugriech.  u.  russ.  K.  Mayence  1840.  —  Hefeh^  d.  russ.  K.,  in  the  Tu- 
bing. Quarterly,  1853.  P.  III.  —  3roMrari;«,  in  Hist,  of  the  Ch.  of  Russia, 
transl.  by  lilackmoie.  Oxford  1842. — /.  Dobrowsky,  Cyrill  u.  Methodius. 
Prague  1823.— PAiVare/,  Cyrill  u.  Methodius.  Mitau  1847.—/.^.  Ginzel, 
Gesch.  d.  Slavenap.  Cyrill  u.  Method,  u.  d.  slav.  Liturgie.  Leitm.  1857. 

Among  the  various  races  set  in  motion  when  the  Western 
Empire  was  broken  up,  the  Ger^mans  and  Slavonians  were  des- 
tined to  become  the  principal  actors  in  the  history  of  the  world. 
The  Germanic  tribes  joined  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ;  and 
at  first  it  seemed  as  if  the  Slavonic  race  generally  would  equally 
connect  itself  with  the  orthodox  Byzantine  Church.  Ultimately, 
however,  only  the  Eastern  Slavonic  countries  continued  in  their 
adherence  to  this  communion.  Most  of  them  were,  about  the 
game  period  as  the  Byzantine  Church,  brought  under  the  yoke 
of  Turkish  dominion.  This  remark  applies  especially  to  the 
Church  of  Bulgaria,  which  at  one  time  enjoyed  so  bright  pros- 
pects. In  proportion  to  these  losses,  was  the  accession  made  to 
the  Greek  Church  by  the  conversion  of  the  Eussian  nation.  The 
political  importance  attaching  to  that  empire,  which,  after  having 
for  two  centuries  (1 223-1481 J  groaned  under  the  yoke  of  the 
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Mongols,  rapidly  grew  both  in  extent  and  power,  proved  of  great 
^vantage  to  the  Greek  Church.  It  is  due  to  the  Russians  that 
at  this  moment  the  orthodox  Greek  almost  equals  in  num!)ers  and 
iDfluenee  the  Romish  Church. 

1.  Not  long  after  the  time  of  Justinian,  Slavonic  tribes  made  irrup- 
tions into  Macdionia,  Thessaliu,  Hellas ^  and  the  I^elojjonnesus,  The 
ancient  Hellenic  population  of  those  countries  was  almost  entirely 
exterminated;  and  Greek  nationality  and  the  profession  of  Christianity 
Continued  to  exist  only  in  the  fortified  towns,  especially  in  those  along 
the  sea-coast  and  on  the  islands.  The  Empress  Irene  was  the  first  suc- 
cessfully to  attempt  making  those  new  inhabitants  of  Greece  subject 
both  to  Christianity  and  to  the  Byzantine  Empire.  Basil  the  Mace- 
donian (867-88G)  completed  this  effort,  and  that  so  effectually,  that 
even  tlie  ancient  heathen  Mainots  (J  42,  3)  in  the  Peloponnesus  sub- 
mitted. Mount  Athos,  with  its  hermits  and  monasteries  (§  70,  3), 
became  the  Zion  of  the  new  Church. 

2.  About  850  the  Chazars  in  the  Crimea  sent  to  Constantinople  for 
Christian  missionaries.  The  Court  readily  complied  ;  and  dispatched 
on  this  errand  ConstanHnus^  sumamcd  the  philosopher,  but  better 
known  by  the  name  of  Cvrillus,  which  he  bore  as  a  monk.  He  was  a 
native  of  Thessalonica,  and  perhaps  himself  of  Slavonic  descent :  at 
any  rate,  he  knew  the  Slavonic  language.  In  the  course  of  a  few  years 
he  succeeded  in  converting  the  great  majority  of  the  people.  In  iniO 
the  empire  of  the  Chazars  was  swept  away  by  the  Russians. 

3.  The  Bulgarians  of  Thracia  and  Mocsia  luul  obtained  their  firr,t 
knowledge  of  Christianity  through  some  Greek  captives;  but  the  first 
germs  of  a  Christian  Church  were  suppressed  in  a  bloody  persecution 
Not  long  afterwards,  however,  a  sister  of  Bogoris,  King  of  Bulgaria, 
was  baptized  at  Constantinople  during  her  captivity  in  that  city.  After 
her  liberation,  she  sought,  with  the  assistance  of  the  Byzantine  monk 
METnoDidS,  a  brother  of  Cyrill,  to  convert  her  brother  to  the  Christian 
faith.  The  providential  occurrence  of  a  famine,  and  a  representation 
of  the  Last  Judgment  painted  by  Methodius,  made  a  deep  impression 
on  the  mind  of  Bogoris.  He  was  baptized,  and  o])li;x^d  his  subjects  to 
follow  his  example  (801).  Soon  after  this,  both  Methodius  and  Cyrill 
were  called  to  another  field  of  labour  (to  Moravia,  2  70),  and  in  800 
theCzar  of  Bulgaria  joined  from  political  motives  the  Western  Church. 
At  his  request.  Pope  Nicholas  I.  sent  bisliops  an<l  priests  to  Bulgaria, 
ti  organize  the  Church  of  that  country  in  conformity  with  Romish 
usages.  However,  Byzantine  dipb»macy  recalled  the  Bulgarians  to 
their  first  allegiance;  and  at  the  Council  of  Constantinople  (SOO)  their 
representatives  were  readily  convinced  that,  both  a«^oording  t>  the  law 
vf  God  and  of  man,  the  Chu\?h  (f  Bulgaria  was  sulyect  to  the  eccle8> 
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asticui  jurisdiction  of  the  Patriarch  of  Constuntinople  (J  C7,  1).  Since 
that  time  the  Bulgarians  remained  attached  to  the  Greek  Church 
ly^eantirae  Cyrill  and  Methodius,  the  two  apostles  of  the  SlaTonians, 
had  invented  a  Slavonian  alphabet,  and  translated  both  the  Bible  and 
the  Liturgy  into  the  vernacular ;  thus  laying  the  foundation  for  an 
ecclesiastical  literature  in  that  tongue,  which  rapidly  sprung  up,  espe- 
cially in  Bulgaria,  under  the  fostering  care  of  the  noble  Czar  St/meon 
(888-927).  The  tenth  century  formed  the  golden  age  of  the  Bulgarian 
Church  ;  though  at  that  period  the  Bogomile  heresy  (J  71,  3)  made  sad 
havoc.     In  1018  Basil  11.  conquered  Bulgaria. 

4.  The  conversion  of  the  Russians  to  Christianity  is  mentioned  even 
by  Photius.  Under  the  reign  of  the  Grand  Duke  Igor^  Kiev  seems  to 
have  had  a  cathedral.  Olga^  the  widow  of  Igor,  undertook  a  journey 
to  Constantinople,  where  she  was  baptized  in  955,  and  took  the  name 
of  JJeJena.  But  Svceioslav,  her  son,  refused  to  follow  her  example. 
According  to  the  statement  of  German  chroniclers,  the  aged  princess 
ultimately  requested  the  Emperor  Otto  I,  to  send  German  missionaries 
to  KuKsia.  Adalbert  of  Treves,  afterwards  Archbishop  of  Magdeburg, 
followed  this  call ;  but  returned  without  having  achieved  any  result^ 
his  companions  having  been  murdered  by  the  way.  It  waa  reserved 
for  Vladimir  the  Apostolic,  the  grandson  of  Olga,  to  eradicate  the  hea- 
thenism still  rampant  among  his  people.  According  to  a  somewhat 
romantic  legend,  that  monarch  had  dispatched  ten  Boiars  in  order  to 
examine  the  rites  of  the  various  churches.  The  envoys  seem  to  have 
been  captivated  with  the  splendid  rites  which  they  witnessed  in  the 
Church  of  St.  Sophia  at  Constantinople.  In  988  Vladimir  was  baptized 
in  the  ancient  Christian  commercial  city  of  Cherson,  which  the  Russians 
had  lately  taken.  He  took  in  baptism  the  name  of  Basilj  and  was  at 
the  same  time  married  to  the  imperial  Princess  Anna,  In  every  place 
the  idols  were  now  broken  in  pieces  and  burnt ;  the  great  image  of 
Peroon  was  tied  to  the  tail  of  a  horse,  dragged  through  the  streets, 
broken  with  clubs,  and  thrown  into  the  Dnieper.  Soon  afterwards  the 
inhabitants  of  Kiev  were  ordered  to  assemble  on  the  bank  of  the 
Dnieper  in  order  to  be  baptized.  Vladimir  was  on  his  knees  by  the 
river-side  praying  and  thanking  God,  while  the  clergy,  standing  on 
floats,  administered  the  sacred  rite  to  the  people.  Anna  proved  very 
useful  in  encouraging  and  directing  the  organization  of  the  Russian 
Church.  Vladimir  died  in  1015.  Ilis  son  Jaroslav  proved  in  Russia 
another  Justinian.  He  erected  many  churches,  monasteries,  and  schools 
throughout  the  country;  introduced  improvements  in  the  mode  of  cele- 
brating pu])lic  worship,  especially  in  church  music ;  awakened  a  taste 
for  art,  ahd  zealously  promoted  scientific  pursuits.  Russian  national 
literature  was  first  cultivated  in  the  monastery  of  Kiev,  where  a  native 
•*,lergy  was  also  trained.  There,  at  the  close  of  the  eleventh  century, 
KestoT  composed  bis  "  Annals''  in  the  Russian  language.   The  spiritual 
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niperintendence  of  the  Church  was  committed  to  the  Metropolitan  of 
Kiev,  who  ia  turn  was  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Patriarch  of  Con- 
•tantmople.  In  1328  both  the  metropolitan  see  and  the  scat  of  govern- 
ment were  transferred  to  Moscow.  But  when  Kiev  became  subject  to 
Lithuanian  princes,  and  the  latter  joined  the  Latin  Church  (Jagello 
1386),  Kiev  was  elevated  to  the  rank  of  a  metropolitan  see  for  the  pro- 
Tinces  of  Southern  Russia,  independent  of  the  See  of  Moscow  (1415). 
By  dint  of  Polish  and  Jesuit  intrigues,  a  union  was  brought  about 
between  thai  Church  and  the  Papal  See  at  the  Synod  of  Brzesc  in 
1594.  —  hidore,  the  Metropolitan  of  Moscow,  also  attended  the  Synod 
held  at  Florence  in  1439,  where  a  union  with  Rome  was  agreed  upon 
(oomp.  2  67,  6),  and  acceded  to  the  resolutions  of  that  assembly.  lie 
returned  as  Cardinal  and  Papal  Legate.  But  at  a  council  held  in  Mos- 
cow the  union  was  disavowed ;  Isidore  was  imprisoned,  but  escaped 
and  died  at  Rome  in  1463.  After  that,  the  Metropolitan  of  Moscow 
continued  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  See  of  Constantinople  till 
1580,  when,  during  a  visit  to  Moscow,  the  Patriarch  Jeremiah  11.  was 
induced  to  declare  the  Russian  Church  independent,  and  to  set  apart 
Job,  at  that  time  Metropolitan  of  Moscow,  to  be  its  first  Patriarch. 


2  73.  THE  HERETICAL  CHURCHES  OF  THE  EAST. 

The  Nestorian  and  Monophysite  churches  of  the  East  main- 
tained their  independence  chiefly  through  the  protection  and 
favour  accorded  them  by  the  Moslem  rulers.  At  the  period  of 
which  we  write,  the  Persian  and  Syrian  Nestorians,  but  especially 
the  Armenian  Monophysites,  displayed  considerable  literary  acti- 
vity and  zeal  in  the  prosecution  of  theological  and  other  studies. 
They  initiated  the  Sara<!ens  in  classical,  philosophical,  and  medi- 
cal lore,  and  made  many  contributions  to  theological  literature. 
For  a  long  time  the  Nestorians  continued  also  their  missionary 
efforts.  The  decay  of  these  churches,  however,  commenced 
when  the  rule  of  the  Khalifa,  who  had  encouraged  intellectual 
pursuits,  gave  place  to  Mongol  and  Turkish  barbarism.  The 
period  of  learning  and  brilliancy  was  followed  by  that  dulness 
and  deadness  which  has  ever  since  prevailed.  To  coni])letc  the 
reunion  with  the  East,  inaugurated  at  the  Synod  of  Florence, 
Rome  soon  afterwards  proclaimed  that  all  the  heterodox  churches 
of  the  East  had  likewise  returned  to  their  allegiance  to  tiie  Chair 
of  St.  Peter.  But  this  union  proved  in  the  end  either  a  delusion 
or  a  deception.  Pretended  delegates  from  these  churches  so- 
lemnly applied  for  readmission  into  the  bosom  of  the  Church  — 
%  request  which  was  accorded  with  due  pomp  and  formality. 
24 
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1.  The  PersiaD  Nesiorians  (2  04,  2)  always  continued  on  excellent 
terms  with  their  Khalif  rulers  —  a  circumstance  chiefly  due  to  their 
opposition  to  the  notion  of  a  "  mother  of  God,"  and  to  their  rejection 
of  the  worship  of  saints,  images  and  relics,  and  of  priestly  celibacy. 
Accordingly,  the  Khalifs  regarded  theirs  as  a  kind  of  rational  Chris- 
tianity which  approximated  the  Moslem  ideal.     The  Nestorian  schools 
of  Edessa,  Nisibis,  Scleucia,  etc.,  were  in  a  very  flourishing  state.   But 
the  extensive  literature  which  issued  from  these  seats  of  learning  has 
not  been  handed  down,  and  only  fragments  of  it  have  been  preser\*ed 
in  the  work  of  Ansemanits   (Bibl.   Orientalis).      Of  later  Nestorian 
authors  the  best  known  is  Eled-Jesu^  the  Metropolitan  of  Nisibis  {ob. 
1318).     His  writings  treat  of  every  department  in  theology.     The 
missionary  labours  of  the  Nestorians  continued  unabated  till  the  thir- 
teenth century.     China  and  India  were  the  fields  to  which  their  ener- 
gies were  principally  directed.     In  the  eleventh  century  they  induced 
the  Chief  of  the  Keratt,  a  Tartar  tribe,  and  most  of  his  subjects  to 
embrace  Christianity.     As  vassal  of  the  great  Chinese  Empire,  that 
prince  bore  the  title  of   Ocang-Khan.     Tidings   of  this   conversion, 
adorned  with  the  most  romantic  details,  reached  the  West,  where  won* 
derful  stories  about  the  power  and  glory  of  the  supposed  **  Priest-Kiug 
John'*  were  circulated.     The  mistake  may  have  arisen  from  confound- 
ing  the  title  Khan  with  the  Chaldee  Kahanah  (a  priest),  and  the  name 
Ovang  with  Johannes. — When  Chinghis-Khan^  the  Mongol,  put  an  end 
to  the  rule  of  the  Khalifs  (1202),  the  Nestorian  Church  also  declined. 
For  a  time,  indeed,  the  Nestorians  were  allowed  to  carry  on  missionary 
labours  among  the  Mongols,  and  not  without  success.    But  Tamerlane^ 
that  scourge  of  Asia  (1300-1405),  confined  them  within  the  inaccessi- 
ble mountains  and  glens  of  the  province  of  Kurdistan. 

2.  The  most  influential  and  important  among  the  Monophysiie  churches 
was  that  of  Armenia  (J  04,  3).  This  country  enjoyed,  at  least  for  a 
period,  political  independence,  under  the  rule  of  native  monarchs. 
Since  the  twelfth  century,  the  Armenian  Patriarch  resided  in  the 
monastery  of  Kflgemiadzin,  at  the  foot  of  Mount  Ararat.  That  church 
attained  its  highest  sta^ije  of  literary  eminence  —  both  in  the  way  of 
furnishing  translations  of  the  classics  and  the  Fathers,  and  of  producing 
original  works — durinji;  the  eightli,  and  again  during  the  twelfth 
centuries.  The  former  of  those  periods  was  adorned  by  writers  such 
as  the  Patriarch  Jo// ;i  Oznien^s'i.s  and  the  Metropolitan  Stephen  of  Sunir, 
In  tlie  twelfth  century  flourished  men  of  even  greater  distinction,  such 
as  the  Patriarch  Xer,ses  Clajensis  (whose  epos,  •*  Jesus  the  Son,"  was 
celebrated  as  the  finest  spei^imen  of  Armenian  poetry),  and  his  nephew 
the  Metropolitan  Xerses  of  TAimpron.  The  two  latter  would  have 
readily  acceded  to  a  union,  with  the  Byzantine  Church;  but  the  pro- 
•)osal  could  not  be  carried  out  on  account  of  the  political  troubles  of 
the  time.  Advances  towards  a  union  with  the  Latin  Church  wer« 
frequently  made  8iii:e  *iie  thirteenth  century,  but  failed,  from  the 


THE  HEBXTIOAL  CHURCHES  OF  THE  EA8T.     27it 

ATeraion  towards  the  Romish  ritual  entertained  by  the  Armenians.— 
At  one  time  the  JikcoBiTE-SrRiAN  Church  (2  52,  7)  also  was  zealously 
engaged  in  prosecuting  theological  studies.  The  most  distinguished 
ornament  of  that  Church  was  Gregory  AbuJJarndsch,  the  son  of  a 
Jewish  couTert — hence  commonly  called  Barhehrceiis — who  first  occu- 
pied the  See  of  Guba,  and  afterwards  became  Maphrian  of  Mosul  (oh, 
1286).  Uis  generous  philanthropy,  his  high  mental  endowments,  his 
extraordinary  learning,  and  his  medical  skill,  made  him  equally 
respected  by  Christians,  Mohammedans,  and  Jews.  The  most  im- 
portant and  the  best  known  of  his  writings  is  the  "Chronicon  Syria' 
cum.'*  —  The  Jacobite  Church  of  Egypt  stood  probably  loweHt  among 
Christian  communities.  The  treason  of  the  Copts,  by  which  the 
Saracens  were  put  in  possession  of  that  flourishing  country,  met  with  a 
terrible  retribution.  Even  the  Fatimide  Khalifs  (since  1254)  oppressed 
them,  and  their  position  was  considerably  aggravated  under  Mameluke 
domination.  The  Copts  wholly  disappeared  from  the  towns,  and  even 
in  villages  the  sect  dragged  on  a  miserable  existence.  Ecclesiastically, 
they  sunk  into  a  state  of  entire  deadncss. —  Though  Abtssixia  Proper 
continued  to  be  ruled  by  native  princes,  the  Church  in  that  country 
gradually  declined  to  a  very  low  level  ({  64,  1). 

3.  During  the  Crusades,  the  Maronites  (J  52,  8)  joined,  in  1182,  the 
Church  of  Rome.  They  abjured  their  monotheleto  errors,  acknowledged 
the  supremacy  of  the  Pope,  but  were  allowed  to  retain  their  ancient 
rites.  This  union  was  confirmed  in  1445  (in  consequence  of  the  movo- 
ment  in  connection  with  the  Council  of  Florence).  At  a  later  period, 
they  also  adopted  the  decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent.  The  united  Ar- 
menians recognized  the  primacy  of  the  Pope  and  the  Catholic  dogma, 
Imt  reserved  their  own  constitution  and  liturgy. 
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{74.  CHARACTER  AND  EXTENT  OF  THIS  PHASE  OF 

DEVELOPxMENT. 

A  new  stage  in  the  development  both  of  the  Gharch  and  the 
world  commenced  with  the  appearance  of  the  Germanic  nations 
on  the  scene  of  history.  In  its  influence  on  the  character  and 
direction  of  general  history,  and  on  the  agencies  bronght  to  bear 
upon  its  course,  the  migration  of  nations  is  a  unique  event. 
Without  ignoring  the  special  influence  exerted  by  the  various 
Slavonic  races,  which  made  their  appearance  at  a  somewhat  later 
period,  it  cannot  be  denied  that  they  were  soon  drawn  in  the 
same  or  in  an  analogous  direction  with  that  of  the  Germanic 
tribes.  This  event  must  therefore  be  regarded  as  forming  the 
boundary  line  between  the  ancient  and  the  modern  world.  But 
the  separation  between  the  past  and  the  coming  development 
was  not  at  once  complete  ;  tendencies  at  work  in  the  old  world 
continued  for  centuries  to  make  themselves  felt  along  with,  and 
by  the  side  of,  those  which  characterized  the  commencement  of  a 
new  era.  Hence,  though  in  part  beyond  the  sphere  of  the 
history  which  now  commenced,  they  cannot  be  left  unnoticed, 
since  —  for  good  or  for  evil  —  they  exercised  an  important 
influence. 

As  the  general  history  of  the  Church  and  world,  so  that  of 
the  Germanic  nations,  may  be  divided  into  ancient  and  modem, 
bounded  and  separated  by  the  great  Reformation  of  the  six- 
teenth century.  The  former  of  these  periods  may  not  inaptly 
be  likened  to  the  figure  of  Janus  —  one  face  being  directed 
towards  the  ancient,  the  other  towards  the  modern  world.  We 
account  for  this  from  the  circumstance,  that  the  mental  develop- 
ment of  Germanic  and  Slavonic  nations  was  not  the  slow  and 
painful  result  of  personal  and  unaided  labour.  They  inherited 
what  had  been  acquired  by  the  ancient  world,  and  were  thus 
enabled  more  rapidly  and  surely  to  attain  their  own  peculiar 
and  independent  position  and  culture.  As  the  ancient  Romau 
Chunh  (and,  so  far  as  ofie  important  branch  o(  the  Slavouio 
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tribes  was  concenied,  the  ancient  Byzantine  also)  was  the  medium 
through  which  this  inheritance  was  conveyed,  it  became  the 
teacher  and  schoolmaster  of  the  world.  Bat  this  tutelage  could 
not  be  permanent.  Having  attained  and  being  conscious  of  his 
maturity,  the  pupil  broke  these  leading-strings.  At  the  Reforma- 
tion the  Germanic  spirit  attained  its  majority  and  became  eman- 
cipated.—  Thus,  taking  a  general  and  broad  view  of  it,  this  first 
stage  in  German  ecclesiastical  and  secular  history  occupies  a 
sort  of  intermediate  position,  and  is  therefore  rightly  designated 
as  that  of  the  Middle  Ages. 

1.  The  ecclesiastical  history  of  the  Middle  Ages  forms,  afl  even  its 
name  indicates,  a  period  of  transition  from  the  old  to  the  new.     Chris- 
tianity had  fully  passed  through  the  stages  of  culture  peculiar  to  the 
ancient  Greek  and  Roman  world,  and  made  them  its  own.    It  was  now 
destined  to  pervade  the  forms  of  life  and  culture  characteristic  of  those 
modem  nations  whom  the  migration  of  nations  had  brought  to  the 
foreground  of  history.     But  in  order  to  attain  the  stage  of  culture  for 
which  they  were  fitted  and  designed,  these  peoples  had  first  to  be 
brought  under  the  influence  of  the  ancient  culture.     Thus  a  period 
intervened  which,  while  forming  a  link  of  connection  between  the 
ancient  and  modem  world,  brought  the  stages  of  culture  characteristic 
of  each  into  conflict.    Throughout  the  Middle  Ages  this  conflict  led  to 
continual  action  and  reaction,  or  rather  to  inccssfint  Jormation,  deformo' 
iion^  and  reformation^  which,  however,  in  every  instance  appeared  not 
separately  and  distinctly,  but  mixed  together  and  confused.     Some  of 
the  most  important  events   and   movements   (such   as   the   Papacy, 
Monasticism,  Scholasticism,  Mysticism,  etc.]  took  their  rise  in  the 
Middle  Ages.    But  as  in  each  and  -all  these  movements  the  three 
phases  to  which  we  have  alluded  continued  to  struggle  for  the  mastery, 
neither  of  them  attained  full  maturity,  and  each  in  turn  degenerated. 
It  was  only  in  the  sixteenth  century  that  the  reformatory  clement 
attained  sufficient  maturity  and  force  to  appear  pure  and  unmixed  with 
other  tendencies.     Its  victory  marks  the  close  of  the  Middle  Ages  and 
the  commencement  of  modem  history. 

2.  The  ecclesiastical  history  of  Germany  previous  to  the  Reforma- 
tion embraces  twelve  centuries,  and  details  very  varied  movements. 
The  first  period  closes  with  the  extinction  of  the  German  Carlovingian 
dynasty  (Oil).  Up  to  that  time  the  general  movement  in  ecclesiastical 
matters  progressed  uninterruptedly,  rising  before  the  time  of  Charle- 
magne, attaining  its  climax  during  his  reign,  and  then  declining.  This 
may  be  designated  the  distinctively  Germanic  j7erio«i  of  history.  AIJ 
the  princes  of  the  Carlovingian  dynasty,  even  to  its  weakest  repre- 
sentatives, were  inspired  by  the  great  idea  of  uniting  the  various 
Germanic  and  k'udred  (Romanic  or  Slavonic)  tribes  into  one  Germanio 
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Empire.   This  idea  only  died  with  the  last  of  the  Carlovingians.   Af  set 
that  the  tendency  towards   separation  into  independent  and  distinct 
German,  Romanic,  and  Slavonic  States,  which  had  already  appeared 
in  the  ninth  century,  gradually  gained  ground.     The  Carlovingian 
period,  to  which  we  hare  referred,  had  a  civilization  of  its  own,  which 
decayed  with  it.     Even  the  Papacy,  to  whose  intrigues  that  dynasty 
succumljcd,  felt  the  consequences  of  it*  treachery,  and  sank  into  impo- 
tence and  ruin.     To  whatever  point  we  direct  our  attention,  we  descry 
at  the  commencement  of  the  tenth  century  a  fearful  decay,  both  in 
Church  and  State,  in  science,  in  culture,  and  in  art.     The  glorious 
achievements  of  Charlemagne  gave  place  to  a  seculum  obscwnnn.   Still, 
even  in  the  confusion  and  the  troubles  of  that  century  we  can  discern 
the  conditions  and  the  germs  of  a  new  and  better  age.  —  The  time  of 
Pope  Boniface  VI  11.^  or  the  commencement  of  the  fourteenth  century, 
marks  another  and  not  less  important  period.  Before  that  time  Germany 
led  and  gave  the  tone  both  in  secular  and  ecclesiastical  matters.     But 
the  unsnccesssful  contest  between  Boniface  and  Philip  the  Fair  of  France 
gave  an  immense  preponderance  to  France,  which  henceforth  led  the 
way  in  all  ecclesiastical  movements.     During  this  period  the  internal 
development  of  the  Church  progressed  very  rapidly.     The  Papacy, 
Monasticism,  and  Scholasticism  —  the  most  important  elements  in  the 
history  of  the  mediieval  Church  —  attained  their  highest  point  before^ 
and  declined  afier^  the  time  of  Boniface.    Again,  the  desire  for  reforms, 
which  manifested  itself  throughout  the  Middle  Ages,  was  quite  different 
in  these  two  periods.     Before  the  time  of  Boniface,  the  representativea 
of  the  Church  (Popes,  Monastic  Orders,  and  Schoolmen)  seemed  gene- 
rally desirous  for  a  certain  mcavSure  of  reform,  though  perhaps  not  of  a 
comprehensive  or  entirely  spiritual  character.    On  the  other  hand,  the 
instances  in  which  a  genuine  and  evangelical  desire  after  reform  was 
associated  with  opposition  to  tUo  prevailing  ecclesiasticism,  were  few 
and  isolated,  while  frequently  it  appeared  in  combination  with  errors 
and  herosios  almost  unparalleled  in  history.    Towards  the  close  of  this 
period,  ho\^«ver,  this  state  of  matters  was  completely  reversed.     Not 
only  had  the  Papacy,  the  Monastic  Orders,  and  the  Schoolmen  degene- 
rated themselves  —  they  had  become  the  main  abettors  of  ecclesiastical 
degeuera<ry.     Opposition  to  the  Church,  as  then  constituted,  no  longer 
appeared  in  the  wake  of  heretical  tendencies.     The  reformatory  move- 
ment,  though  not  entirely  free  from   admijcture  of  errors,  l>ecame 
evangelical  in  its  spirit,  and  rapidly  grew  in  strength  and  influence. 
This  phase  of  development,  then,  embraces  three  periods:  that  between 
the  fourtli  and  the  ninth  centuries,  that  between  the  tenth  and  the 
thirteenth  centuries,  and  that  which  compiised  the  fourteenth  and 
Sfteentli  centuries 
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L  ESTABLISHMENT,   SPREAD,  AND   LIMITATIONS  OF  THE 

GERMAN  CHURCH. 

2  75.  CHRISTIANITY  AND  THE  GERMANS. 

Before  the  Germans  appeared  on  the  stage  of  history,  Europe 
was  chiefly  peopled  by  Celtic  races.  In  Britain,  Spain,  and 
Oaal,  these  tribes  were  conquered  by  the  Romans,  and  became 
amalgamated  with  them ;  while  in  the  north,  the  east,  and  the 
centre  of  Europe  they  were  expelled,  exterminated,  or  absorbed 
by  the  Germans.  When  Christianity  extended  over  the  face  of 
Europe,  the  Celtic  race  existed  as  a  distinct  nationality  only  in 
Ireland  and  Scotland,  as  even  among  the  neighbouring  Britons 
It  bad  already  become  mixed  with  Roman  elements.  Hence 
but  a  very  narrow  territory  was  left  on  which  Chri.'^tianity  might 
assume  the  peculiar  Celtic  form  of  development     Our  knowledge 
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of  this  phase  of  ecclesiastical  life  is  derived  from  the  few  noticen 
left  us  of  Irish  monasteries,  and  of  the  resistance  offered  to  the 
introduction  of  the  Romish  Confession  (§  77). 

But  even'before  the  time  of  Christ,  the  Oermanic  races  had 
followed  the  Celts,  and  mi^zp-ated  from  the  East  into  Europe. 
They  were  in  turn  succeeded  by  the  Huns,  by  the  Slavonic  and 
Magyar,  and  other  tribes.  So  early  as  the  latter  half  of  the 
third  century,  the  Germans  were  brought  into  cont&ct  with 
Christianity.  Only  one  century  elapsed  when  a  number  of 
powerful  peoples  of  Germanic  descent  professed  the  GospeL 
Since  that  period  each  century,  till  late  ki  the  Middle  Ages, 
witnessed  fresh  national  additions  to  the  Church  from  among 
that  race.  These  great  results  have  sometimes,  though  erro- 
neously, been  traced  to  a  peculiar  natural  and  national  predis- 
position for  Christianity.  But  while  we  gladly  admit  its  exist- 
ence—  at  least  in  some  measure,  we  deny  that  the  Germans 
were  in  consequence  of  it  attracted  to  Christianity,  as  at  that 
time  it  was  preached.  In  oirr  opinion,  it  manifested  itself  chiefly 
after  Christianity  had  by  other  instrumentality  gained  an  entrance, 
and  only  appeared  fully  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation.  For 
this  p»*edisposition  had  reference  to  the  profoundest  bearings  of 
Christianity,  which  were  neglected  and  ignored  in  the  ecclesiasti- 
cal externalism  of  earlier  days.  It  was  the  task  of  the  Germanic 
Church  to  develop  and  to  bring  prominently  forward  these 
aspects  of  the  Gospel. 

1.  Much  of  what  has  boon  vaunted  about  the  sTpecisl  predisposition 
of  the  Germans  towards  Christianity,  is  either  exaggeration  or  mis- 
apprehension. Admitting  that  in  German  Mytholotjy  many  deep 
thoughts,  concealed  under  the  garb  of  poetic  legends,  bear  evidence  of 
the  high  religious  aspirations,  the  intellectual  endowments,  and  the 
remarkable  spiritual  anticipations  of  the  Germanic  race,  and  as  such 
may  have  formed  a  preparation  for  Christian  truth,  it  will  scarcely  be 
maintained  that  these  characteristics  apply  to  it  in  greater  measure 
than  to  the  myths,  speculations,  or  mysteries  of  ancient  Greece.  To 
our  mind,  the  predisposition  should  rather  bo  traced  to  the  peculiar 
character  of  German  national  life.  There  we  notice  the  devotedness 
and  attachment  of  vassals  towards  their  lord,  which  formed  so  marked 
a  peculiarity  of  the  German  mind,  and  which,  when  applied  to  Christ 
as  the  Heavenly  King,  con;titiitcs  the  very  essence  of  Christianity  — 
even  personal  surrender  to  the  Saviour,  a  close  and  affectionate  relation* 
ship  towards  Ilim,  and  dependence  on  Ilim  for  justification  by  faith 
alone,    which    even    Augustine,  that  Paul  among  the  Fathers, 
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■nalle  to  comprehend  in  all  its  breadth  and  fulness.  In  conijection 
▼ith  this  sentiment,  we  also  note  the  native  readiness  to  combat  and 
to  persevere  in  their  struggles  for  their  rightful  lord,  which,  when 
directed  towards  the  Gospel,  constitutes  the  main  characteristic  of 
practical  Christianity — the  pressing  forward  through  contests  to 
victi>ry.  Again,  the  German  love  of  freedom  offered,  when  sanctified 
by  Christianity,  a  fitting  form  and  expression  for  the  glorious  liberty 
of  the  children  of  God  ;  while  even  Tacitus  speaks  of  the  sjnritvalify  of 
those  religious  rites  which  predisposed  them  to  the  worship  of  God  "  in 
spirit  and  in  truth  (nee  cohibere  parietibus  Deos,  neque  in  uUam 
human!  oris  speciem  adsimulare,  ex  magnitudiue  coclostium  arbi- 
trantur)-" 

2.  The  circumstance,  that  so  many  Germanic  tribes  adopted  Chris- 
tianity without  offering  almost  any  resistance,  is  most  readily  explained 
by  the  untenable  character  of  the  Pagan  superstitions  prevailing  at  the 
time.  In  general,  heathenism  can  only  thrive  on  its  own  native  soil. 
Transplanted  to  Europe,  the  superstitions  of  those  tribes  did  not  strike 
root  during  the  turmoil  and  the  movements  of  the  period  which  followed 
their  importation.  But  if  centuries  were  allowed  to  elapse  before  the 
Gospel  was  introduced — as  in  the  case  of  the  Frisians,  the  Saxons,  the 
Danes,  etc.  —  the  opposition  to  its  doctrines  was  much  stronger.  An- 
other element  which  either  materially  aided  or  else  impeded  the  spread 
of  Christianity,  was  the  presence  or  the  want  of  Christian  institutions 
dating  from  the  times  of  Roman  domination.  In  districts  where  hea- 
thenism had  reigned  wholly  undisturbed,  the  superstitions  imported  by 
the  Germans  soon  found  a  firm  lodgment.  But  where  Christianity  had 
once  gained  admittance,  the  elevated  culture,  and  superior  intellectual 
power  associated  with  it,  rendered  the  full  and  free  development  of 
heathenism  impossible,  even  though  the  Gospel  was  for  a  time  sup- 
pressed in  the  district.  Besides,  in  many  instances  the  alliances  of 
heathen  rulers  with  Christian  princesses  led  to  the  conversion  of  the 
former,  and  with  them  of  all  their  subjects.  No  doubt  the  same  causes 
most  also  frequently  have  operated  in  the  more  narrow  circle  of  the 
family  or  the  clan.  Such  influences  \\ere  peculiarly  characteristic  of 
the  Saxon  tribes,  who  alone  assigned  so  high  a  place  to  woman :  Inesse 
quin  etiam  (says  Tacitus)  sanctum  aliquid  et  providum  putant,  nee  aut 
ooDsilia  earum  adspernantur,  aut  responsa  negligunt. 

3.  Judging  from  the  ordinary  praetice  of  the  Church  (and  not  U 
speak  of  the  wholesale  conversions  accomplished  by  Christian  princes 
through  fire  and  sword),  both  baptism  and  conversion  must  have  been 
generally  regarded  as  an  opus  operatum  ;  and  wliule  heathen  tribes 
were  baptized  without  having  previously  obtained  a  proper  knowledge 
of  salvation,  or  undergone  a  change  of  heart  or  mind.  This  can,  of 
wurse,  be  neither  approved  nor  commended.  At  the  same  time,  it 
most  be  admitted  that  only  in  this  manner  considerable  and  ra^  id 
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results  could  have  been  obtained  ;  nay,  that  in  the  infant  state  of  the 
German  races,  something  may  be  said  in  favour  of  this  practice.  A 
8ur\'ey  of  the  past  would  direct  tlie  Church,  in  its  contest  with  German 
Paganism,  to  use  other  weapons  than  those  which  had  been  employed 
in  the  conflict  with  the  heathenism  of  Greece  and  of  Rme.  In  the 
latter  case,  Christianity  was  brought  to  bear  on  society  in  its  highest 
state  of  cultivation,  —  on  a  world  which,  so  to  speak,  had  grown  old, 
and  come  to  despair  of  its  powers  and  capabilities,  and  where  the  expe- 
rience and  history  of  the  preceding  ten  centuries  served  as  a  "  school- 
master to  Christ."  It  was  far  otherwise  with  the  Germanic  races. 
If,  therefore,  Roman  society  might  be  compared  to  a  proselyte  who  in 
riper  ytars,  and  after  having  passed  through  many  experiences,  is  ad- 
mitted into  the  Church,  the  conversion  of  the  Germans  may  be  likened 
to  a  baptism  administered  during  infancy. 

i   76.  VICTORY  OF  CATHOLICISM  OXEB,  ARIANISM. 

CoMP.  W,  Kraffl,  K.  G.  d.  germ.  Volke.  Vol.  I.  —  Ch,  WaitZy  U.  d. 
Leben  u.  d.  Lehre  d.  Ulfila  (The  Life  and  Teaching  of  Ulf.).  Ilann. 
1840.  4to.— -/.  Aschhach,  Gesch.  d.  Westgothen.  Frcf.  1827.— -P.  W. 
Lembke^  Gesch.  v.  Spanien  (Hist,  of  Spain).  Vol.  I.  Ilamb.  1831. — 
F,  Papencordtj  Gesch.  d.  vand.  ITerrsch.  in  Afr.  (Ilist.  of  Vandal  Domin. 
in  Afr.).  Berl.  1837. — J.  C.  F,  Manso,  Gesch.  d.  ostgoth.  Reiches  in 
Ital.  Bresl.  1824. — /.  E.  v.  Koch- FUemf eld,  d.  Reich  d.  Langob.  in  ItaL 
Mun.  1830. — //.  Leo,  Gesch.  d.  italien.  Staaten.  Vol.  I.  Ilamb.  1829.—^ 
/.  W,  Loebellj  Gregor  v.  Tours  u.  seine  Zeit.  Leipz.  1839. — A,  Thierry^ 
Rccit  des  temps  M6rovingieus.     Par.  1842.    2  Vols. 

When  Christianity  made  its  first  great  conquests  in  Germany, 
Arianism  was  at  the  height  of  its  power  in  the  Iloman  Empire. 
Internal  dissensions  and  external  dangers  obliged  a  portion  of 
the  O'ffhs,  during  the  latter  half  of  the  fourth  century,  to  seek  alli- 
ances with  the  Eastern  Empire,  and  to  purchase  its  protection 
by  making  a  profession  of  Arianism.  Within  a  short  time,  the 
missionary  labours  of  a  number  of  native  priests,  directed  by  Bishop 
Ulfilas,  led  to  the  spread  of  Arianism  among  numerons  other 
Germanic  races,  though  we  are  unable  to  trace  its  exact  pro- 
gress. About  the  end  of  the  fifth  century,  more  than  half  the 
German  race — the  Ostrogoths  and  Visigoths,  the  Vandals,  Suevi, 
Burgundians,  Lombards,  Hcrulians,  Rugians,  Gepidie,  and  others 
—professed  that  creed.  But  as  the  friendly  relations  subsisting 
between  these  tribes  and  the  Roman  Empire  had  prepared  the 
way  for  the  spread  of  Arianism,  so  the  hostilities  which  ensued 
after  Rome  had  again  adopted  the  Catholic  faith,  were  partlj 
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the  c.iuse  of  their  tenacious  and  even  fanatical  adherence  to  that 
heresy.  Ariauism  had,  indeed,  become  wellnigh  the  national 
creed  of  Germany ;  and  it  almost  seemed  destined  to  obtain  pos- 
session of  all  Germany,  and  with  it  of  future  history.  But  these 
prospects  were  speedily  annihilated  by  the  conversion  of  one  of 
the  most  powerful  Germanic  tribes  to  Catholicism.  From  the 
first  the  policy  of  the  Franks  had  been  directed  against  their 
strong  kindred  around  them,  rather  than  against  the  Roman 
domination,  which  was  rapidly  nearing  its  end.  The  same  policy 
also  dictated  their  adoption  of  Catholicism.  Relying  on  the 
protection  of  Him  whom  Catholic  Christendom  worshipped,  and 
on  the  sympathies  of  the  Western  Catholics,  the  Prankish  rulers 
undertook  the  double  mission  of  suppressing  heresy  and  of  con- 
quering heretical  countries.  It  was,  therefore,  their  policy  to 
renounce  the  former,  in  order  to  find  occasion  for  the  attainment 
of  the  latter  object 

1.  The  Goihs  in  Vie  Countries  along  the  Danube.  —  Christianity  had 
been  introduced  among  the  Goths  about  the  middle  of  the  third  century 
by  Roman  captives.  Theophilun,  a  Gothic  Ijishop,  is  mentioned  as  one 
of  the  members  of  the  Council  of  Nice  in  325.  The  zeal  and  success 
of  Bishop  Ulfilas,  a  descendant  of  a  captive  Christian  family  from 
Cappadocia,  who  since  348  preached  to  the  Visigoths  (or  Thervingians), 
and  was  even  then  an  adherent  to  the  Arian  confession,  excited 
the  enmity  of  the  heathen,  which  broke  out  in  a  bloody  persecution 
(355).  Accompanied  by  a  large  number  of  his  Gothic  converts,  Ulfilas 
fled  across  the  Danube,  where  tlie  Emperor  Constantius,  who  regarded 
the  Bishop  as  a  second  Moses,  gave  them  a  residence  in  Mt.  Haemus. 
Ulfilas  continued  his  successful  labours  for  thirty-three  years.  To  giv© 
his  people  access  to  the  sacred  oracles,  he  translated  the  Bible  into  the 
Gothic  language,  for  which  he  had  constructed  an  alphabet  [oh.  388). 
Full  details  of  his  life  and  teaching  are  given  by  Anxentms,  Bishop  of 
Dorostorus  (Silistria),  a  pupil  of  Ulfilas,  in  a  short  biography  of  the 
Apf)8tle  of  the  Goths,  which  Waiiz  has  lately  discovered  (see  above). — 
But  all  the  Gothic  converts  had  not  left  their  country  with  Ulfilas. 
Those  who  remained  behind  proved  a  leaven  to  the  heathen  around. 
Accordingly,  about  370,  Athanan'ch,  King  of  the  Thervingians,  raised 
another  persecution.  Soon  afterwards,  a  rebellion  broke  out  among 
the  Thervingians.  Frithigem^  the  leader  of  the  discontented,  was  indeed 
worsted,  but  obtained  assistance  from  the  Emperor  Valens,  and,  in 
gratitude  for  this  aid,  along  with  his  adherents,  adopted  Arianism. 
This  was  the  first  instance  in  which  the  Goths  embraced  Christianity 
in  considerable  numbers.  Soon  afterwards  (in  375),  the  victories  of 
the  Huns  swept  away  the  empire  of  the  Ostrogoths.    A  portion  of  that 
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people  wa«  obliged  to  join  their  conquerors,  while  another  pari 
in  thoir  flight  invaded  the  country  of  the  Thcrvingians  (or  Viai- 
goths).  The  latter  retreated  ;  and  under  the  leadership  of  Frithigem 
and  AiaviVf  crossed  the  Danube,  where  Valens  assigned  them  a  terri- 
tory  on  condition  of  their  conversion  to  Arianism  (in  376).  But  this 
good  understanding  was  of  short  duration,  and  in  378  Valens  fell  in  a 
war  against  them.  Theodosius,  who  restored  the  Catholic  faith  in  the 
Empire,  concluded  peace  with  them.  The  Thcrvingians  continued  in 
their  adherence  to  the  Arian  creed,  which  —  by  means  not  yet  ascer- 
tained— spread  to  the  Ostrogoths,  and  to  other  cognate  tribes.  St.  Chiy- 
sostom  despatched  Catholic  evangelists  among  them ;  but  the  mission 
was  discontinued  after  his  death. 

2.  TM  Visigoths  in  Gaul  atid  Spain.  —  The  death  of  Theodosius  (in 
395),  and  the  partition  of  his  empire,  was  the  signal  for  the  Visigoths 
to  enlarge  their  borders.  AtaHc  laid  waste  Greece,  penetrated  into  Italy 
in  quest  of  booty,  and  plundered  Rome.     Ataulf,  his  successor,  settled 
in  Southern  Gaul ;  and  Wnllia  founded  the  empire  of  which  Tovlouse 
was  the  capital,  and  which  attained  its  highest  prosperity  under  the 
reign  of  Euric  (oh.  483).     Euric  enlarged  his  territory  in  Gaul,  and  in 
475  c(mquered  the  greater  part  of  Spain.  It  was  his  desire  to  strengthen 
his  government  by  introducing  political  and  religious  uniformity  in  his 
dominions.     But  his  zeal  for  the  spread  of  Arianism  met  with  unex- 
pected and  stubborn  resistance,  which  violent  persecutions  failed  to 
remove.     The  Romanic  part  of  the  population  and  the  Catholic  bishops 
longed  for  a  Catholic  ruler.     Nor  were  their  hopes  to  be  disappointed. 
Clovis,  King  (►f  the  Franks,  who  had  recently  been  converted  (49G), 
became  the  avenger  and  deliverer  of  the  Catholics  in  Southern  Gaul. 
The  battle  of  Vougl^,  near  Poictiers  (in  507),  put  an  end  to  the  rule 
of  the  Visigoths  on  this  side  of  the  Pyrenees.     But  they  maintained 
themselves  in  Spain,  where  their  hostility  to  the  Catholics  led  to  fresh 
troubles.     A  fearful  persecution  raged,  in  585,  under  the  reign  of  Leo- 
vigitd.     I^ecared,  his  son  and  successor,  at  last  perceived  the  folly  and 
danger  of  this  policy.    At  the  third  Sgnod  of  Toledo  in  589,  he  adopted 
the  Catholic  faith ;  and,  aided  by  Leander,  the  excellent  metropolitan 
of  Seviiiey  he  speedily  rendered  it  the  dominant  creed  all  over  Spain, 
But  under  the  succeeding  monarchs  the  power  of  the  Visigoths  gradu- 
ally declined,  through  treason,  murders,  and  the  rebellions  excited  by 
hostile  factions.     In  711,  lioderic,  their  last  king,  succumbed  in  the 
battle  of  Xeres  de  la  Frontera  to  the  Saracens,  who  from  Africa  invaded 
Spain. — {Principal  Sources:  Proropivs  (about  540)  de  bello  Goth. ;  Jor^ 
nandes  (about  550)  de  rebus  Gcticis;  Idatii  Chronicon  ;  Isidori  Hispal. 
hist.  Goth.) 

3.  The  Vandals  in  Spain  and  AfHca. —  At  the  comm3ncement  of  the 
fifth  century  the  VandnlSy  who  at  that  period  already  professed  Arian- 
ism, massed,  in  company  with  the  Alani  and  Suevif  froiL  Pannonia  into 
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Gaul  (in  406),  and  thence  into  Spain  (in  409),  laying  waste  thai 
flourishing  country.  In  428  Boniface^  tlie  Roman  Governor  of  Africa, 
unjustly  outlawed  as  a  traitor,  in  self-defence  called  in  the  aid  of  the 
Vandals.  Genaeric,  their  king,  marched  to  liis  succour  at  the  head  of 
50,000  men  (in  429).  In  vain  Boniface,  who  in  the  interval  had  made 
his  peace  with  the  Court,  now  used  every  effort  to  induce  the  barbarians 
to  withdraw.  Genseric  conquered  Northern  Africa,  where  he  founded 
a  strong  empire ;  in  455  he  appeared  in  Rome,  when,  for  fourteen  days, 
the  city  was  plundered  by  his  wild  hordes.  To  put  an  end  to  all 
sympathy  between  Africa  and  the  Roman  Empire,  he  resolved  on 
forcing  the  Arian  creed  upon  his  subjects, — a  plan  which,  during  fifty 
years  of  his  reign,  he  prosecuted  with  most  consifitent  and  unparalleled 
cruelty  [ob,  477).  But  the  Catholics  of  Africa  endured  these  persecu- 
tions with  a  stedfastness  worthy  of  the  martyrs  of  the  second  and  third 
cent.  HuiieriCf  his  son  and  successor,  gave  the  Catholics  only  a  short 
period  of  reprieve.  In  483  the  persecution  recommenced  (oh.  484). 
Under  the  reign  of  GuiUhaniund  (o6. 400)  the  Catholics  enjoyed  peace ; 
hut  Thrajfamvful  (ob.  523)  again  resorted  to  the  former  bl(X>dy  measures. 
Hilderic  [ob.  530),  a  mild  ruler,  and  the  son  of  a  Catholic  mother,  openly 
favoured  the  persecuted.  This  excited  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  Arians, 
who  rose  in  rebellion  under  the  leadership  of  Gelhner,  a  great-grandson 
of  Genseric.  ITiWcric  was  taken  prisoner  and  executed.  But  before 
the  new  ruler  had  time  to  carry  into  execution  his  bloody  purposes, 
Bdisarius,  the  general  of  Justinian,  appeared  in  Africa,  and  in  the 
battle  of  Tricamcron  (533)  destroyed  both  the  Vandal  army  and  em- 
pire.— (Sources:  Victoris,  Ep.  Vitensia  (about  487)  hist,  persecut.  Van- 
dal.  —  Pi'ocopius  de  hello  Vandal.  —  Isidori  Ilispal.  hist.  Vandal,  et 
Suevorum.) 

4.  The  Sued  were  still  Pagans  when  in  400  they  entered  Spain  in 
eompany  with  the  Vandals.  Under  the  reign  of  Rechiar  they  now 
adopted  the  Catholic  faith.  But  in  465  Remismnnd  and  his  whole 
people  adopted  Arianism  to  please  the  Visigoths.  Charran'c,  whose 
son  was  miraculously  healed  by  the  relics  of  St.  Martin  of  Tours, 
again  returned  to  the  Catholic  Church  (in  550).  With  the  aid  of 
Si.  Marfin,  Bishop  of  Duma,  he  succeeded  in  inducing  his  people  to 
follow  his  example — a  work  which  was  completed  at  a  national  Synod 
held  at  Braga  (in  563),  under  the  reign  of  Theodemir  I.  In  585  the 
Visigoths  under  Leovigild  put  an  end  to  the  rule  of  the  Suevi. 

5.  The  Btirgundians,  whom  in  406  the  Vandals,  Suevi,  and  Alani 
had  in  their  march  drawn  awav  from  their  former  settlements  on  the 
banks  of  the  Maine  and  the  Neckar  (whore  they  had  professed  the 
Catholic  faith),  founded  an  independent  state  in  the  district  of  the 
Jura.  Brought  into  3ontact  with  the  Visigoths,  most  of  them  adopted 
the  Arian  creed.  Of  the  four  princes  who  parted  among  them  the 
kingdom  of  Gutidne,  their  father,  only  one,  Chilperic  11.^  the  fathoi 
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of  Clotilda, .  continued  a  Catholic.  Giindohald,  hij  brother,  having 
murdered  his  kindred,  possessed  himself  of  their  dominions.  But  the 
seal  and  labours  of  Avitus,  Bishop  of  Vienne,  prevented  the  spread  of 
Arianism,  and  both  Sigismond,  the  son  of  Gundobald,  and  his  subjects 
returned  into  the  Catholic  Church  at  the  Diet  of  Epaon  in  517.  Bui 
in  the  eyes  of  Clotilda,  the  wife  of  Clovis,  King  of  the  Franks,  even 
this  conversion  could  not  atone  for  the  guilt  of  Sigismond's  father. 
Iler  sons  avenged  their  maternal  grandfather,  and  put  an  end  to  the 
Burgundian  monarchy  in  534. — [Pt-incipal  Source:  Gregorii  Turon.  hist 
Fraucorum.) 

C.  In  conjunction  with  the  Ileruli,  the  Schyri,  and  the  Turcelingi, 
the  Bug  fans  had  founded  an  independent  state  (in  what  now  consti- 
tutes Lower  Austria),  and  called  it  liugiland.  Their  religion  consisted 
of  a  mixture  of  heathen  practices  with  Arianism,  which  had  spread 
among  them  from  their  Gothic  neighbours.  The  Catholic  Romans 
whom  they  found  in  the  country  were  much  oppressed  by  them.  But 
since  454  St,  Severimis  (ob.  482)  lal>oured  in  that  district,  a  messenger 
truly  sent  from  on  high  to  cheer  and  uphold  these  persecuted  people. 
Even  the  barbarians  were  constrained  to  pay  him  reverence ;  and  his 
influence  over  both  heathen  and  Arians  was  almost  unlimited.  He  is 
said  to  have  announced  the  future  greatness  of  Odoacer.  That  prince 
put  an  end  to  the  Western  Empire,  and  for  seventeen  years  ruled  over 
Italy  with  equal  firmness  and  wisdom.  Odoacer  abolished  (in  487) 
Ilugian  rule,  and  with  it  Arian  persecution,  in  Rugiland.  But  soon 
afterwards  Theoden'c,  the  Ostrogoth,  invaded  Italy,  took  Ravenna  after 
a  siege  of  three  years,  made  Odoacer  prisoner,  and  treacherously  killed 
him  at  a  banquet  (493). 

7.  The  Ostrogoths  had  become  converts  to  Arianism  long  before  they 
conquered  Italy,  but  they  were  free  from  the  fanaticism  which  charac- 
terizeil  that  religious  party  in  almost  every  part  of  Germany.  Theo^ 
deric  afforded  protection  to  the  Catholic  Church;  he  valued  and  fostered 
Roman  culture  —  acts  of  which  the  credit  is  certainly  due  in  part  to 
CaasiodoruSf  the  excellent  counsellor  of  the  Ostrogoth  monarch  (|  47, 
6).  This  large-spirited  toleration  was  the  more  readily  accorded,  since, 
from  the  protracted  schism  (lasting  for  35  years,  ^52,  5),  no  dangerous 
political  combination  between  the  Catholics  of  the  East  and  the  West 
was  to  be  apprehondod.  Accordingly,  when  this  schism  ceased  in 
519,  Theoden'c  began  to  take  a  more  lively  interest  in  the  progress  of 
the  Arian  Church,  and  to  view  the  Catholics  with  some  measure  of 
suspicion.  He  died  in  52G.  The  Emperor  Justinian  availed  himself 
of  the  confusion  consequent  on  the  death  of  Theodoric  to  regain  Italy. 
At  the  close  of  a  war  which  lasted  for  twenty  years,  Karses,  the 
Byzantine  general,  had  swept  away  the  last  traces  of  Ostrogoth  domi- 
nation. On  its  ruins  the  Byzantine  rule  was  again  raised,  under  the 
name  of  an  Exarchate,  and  with  Ravenna  as  its  capital.     During  that 
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perioQ  the  rule  of  Arianism  in  Italy  was  of  course  at  an  end. — ( Prinf 
cipal  Sources :  ProcopiuSy  de  bello  Goth. —  Jvrnandes^  de  reb.  GctieU  — 
Cassiodori  Varia  et  Chronic.) 

8.  The  Lombards  in  Italy.  —  In  568  the  Lombards  left  their  homes 
by  the  banks  of  the  Danube,  under  the  leadership  of  Alboin  invaded 
Italy,  and  conquered  that  portion  called,  after  them,  Lombardy,  with 
Tieinum  (Pavia)  its  capital.  The  successors  of  Alboin  extended  their 
conquests  till  only  the  southern  extremity  of  Italy,  the  districts  along 
the  soa-shore,  and  a  number  of  fortified  towns  in  the  interior,  remained 
under  Byzantine  rule.  Incited  by  love  of  plunder  and  suspiciousness, 
the  Lombards,  who  professed  Arianism,  for  twenty  years  waged  equal 
warfare  against  Koman  civilization  and  Roman  Catholicism.  But  after 
the  first  storm  of  persecution  had  passed,  religious  indifierentism  again 
prevailed,  and  the  spiritual  impotence  of  the  Arian  clergy  proved 
unequal  in  the  contest  with  Catholicism.  Pope  Gretjory  the  Great 
(590-004)  —  a  prelate  equally  wise  and  energetic  —  gave  himself  with 
untiring  zeal  to  missionary  laVxmrs.  He  found  a  powerful  auxiliary 
in  Queen  Theodelinda^  a  Bavarian  princess,  and  a  devote<l  Catholic. 
So  enthusiastic  were  the  Lombards  in  their  admiration  of  their  ]»eau- 
tiful  and  amiable  queen,  that  when  Avthariy  her  husband,  was  killed 
the  first  year  after  her  marriage,  they  allowed  her  to  select  among  the 
Lombard  dukes  one  to  whom  she  would  give  her  hand,  and  whom 
they  would  acknowledge  their  king.  Her  choice  fell  on  AijihiJf,  who 
indeed  continued  an  Arian,  but  did  not  opjmse  the  spread  of  Catho- 
licism among  the  people.  Under  the  reign  of  Grimonld  (ob.  071)  the 
work  of  converting  the  Lombards  to  the  Cath<>lic  Church  was  com 
pleted,  and  »<x>n  afterwards  they  adopted  the  language  and  manners 
of  Rome.  (Comp.  {  82,  1.) —  (Principal  Source:  Pauli  Diac,  de  gestis 
Langb.  Lb.  VI.) 

9.  TJie  Franks  in  Gaul.  —  Roman  domination  continued  for  a  time 
in  Gaul,  even  after  Odoacer  had  in  47G  put  an  end  to  the  "Western 
Empire.  But  the  victory  of  Soissons^  which  in  480  Childeric,  the 
Merovingian,  gained  over  Syagrius,  the  Roman  Governor,  terminated 
that  rule.  In  493  Clovis  (481  -511)  espoused  Clotilda,  a  Burgundian 
princess  (see  above,  note  5).  The  young  queen,  who  was  devotedly 
attached  to  the  Catholic  faith,  used  every  effort  to  convert  her  heathen 
husband.  For  a  long  time  the  national  pride  of  the  Prankish  ruler 
icsisted  her  endeavours,  though  he  C(msented  to  have  their  first-born 
pon  baptized.  The  death  of  this  infant  appeared  to  Clovis  an  indication 
of  the  displeasure  of  his  gods.  Still  he  could  not  resist  the  entroaties 
of  his  wife,  and  their  second  son  was  likewise  admitted  into  the  Church. 
This  infant  also  was  taken  dangerously  ill ;  but  the  earnest  prayers  of 
his  mother  were  followed  by  his  unexpected  recovery,  an<l  Clovis 
learned  that  th  3  God  of  the  Christians  was  able  to  disarm  the  vengeance 
of  Wuotan.     Ine  circpmstance  recurred  to  the  mind  of  the  king  when, 
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in  the  battle  of  Tolhiac  (in  49C)  against  the  Alemanni,  he  was  threatened 
with  defeat,  with  the  loss  of  his  empire  and  of  his  life.  The  prayers 
offered  to  his  gods  had  remained  unanswered :  he  now  addressed  him- 
self to  the  God  of  the  Christians,  vowing  to  adopt  that  faith  if  he  were 
delivered  from  his  imminent  danger.  Immediately  the  aspect  of  thp 
battle  changed.  The  army  and  the  empire  of  the  Alemanni  were  de- 
stroyed. True  to  his  promise,  Clovis  was  baptized  in  Rheims,  at 
Christmas  496,  by  Remigius,  the  Archbishop,  who  addressed  him  in 
the  words :  "  Bend  thy  neck,  proud  Sicamber ;  adore  what  thou  didst 
burn ;  bum  Avhat  thou  didst  adore."  (Legend  afterwards  adorned  the 
event  with  miraculous  details.  It  seems,  that  when  the  attendant  who 
carried  the  phial  with  the  oil  destined  for  anointing  Clovis  was  unable 
to  make  his  way  through  the  crowd,  in  answer  to  the  prayer  of  Remi- 
gius a  white  dove  brought  from  heaven  another  phial,  ever  since  used 
in  the  coronation  of  the  French  kings).  According  to  the  measure  of 
his  knowledge,  Clovis  was  sincere  and  earnest  in  his  profession  of 
Christianity.  Most  of  the  nobles  and  of  the  people  soon  followed  his 
example.  Not  that  he  had  undergone  any  change  of  heart:  he  had 
made  a  compact  with  the  God  of  the  Christians,  and  he  was  prepared 
faithfully  to  observe  its  terms.  It  affords  sad  proof  of  the  low  state  of 
religion  at  the  time,  that  the  grossest  faithlessness,  treason,  and 
assassination  stained  the  life  of  Clovis  after  his  baptism.  And  yet  the 
Catholic  clergy  of  the  West  extolled  him  as  another  Constantine,  and 
as  divinely  appointed  to  root  up  heathenism  and  Arianism.  Regarding 
this  as  the  mission  entrusted  to  him,  they  neither  asked  nor  expected 
more  at  his  hands.  However,  the  conversion  of  Clovis  proved  an  event 
of  the  greatest  importance,  since  it  scaled  the  doom  of  the  barbarous 
and  fanatical  Arianism  of  the  German  tribes.  Along  with  its  creed, 
the  Catholic  Church  introduced  the  civilization  and  literature  of  the 
ancient  world.  Thus  trained,  the  Germans  founded  an  empire  destined 
for  many  centuries  to  continue  the  centre  around  which  the  history  of 
the  world  was  to  revolve.  —  (Principal  S^jvrce:  Greiforii  Turon.  hist. 
Francorum  eccles.  (Comp.  also  for  the  hist,  of  the  Franks,  Dr.  Perry, 
The  Franks.  London,  Longnuvn,  1857). 

J  77.  VICTORY  OF  THE  ROMISH  OVER  THE  BRITISH 

CONFESSION. 

Comp.  Jac,  Usserii,  Britann.  ecclesiae  antiquitt.  Lend.  1687  fol.  «— 
Fr.  Miluter,  die  altbrit.  Kirche  (in  the  theol.  Stud.  u.  Krit.  for  1833). 

—  C.  Fr.  Sfdudlin,  K.  G.  v.  Grossbrit.  Gottg.  1819.  2  Vols.— 1%.  Moore, 
History  of  Ireland. — J.  Lanigajt,  Eccl.  Hist,  of  Ireland.  2d  ed.  4  Vols. 

—  /.  M.  Lappenbergy   Gesch.  von  England.  Vol.  I.  Hamb    1834. — /. 
Lingard  (R.  Cath.),  Antiquities  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  Ch.  —  A'.  SckrMk 
(R.  Cath.),  d.  1  Jahrh.  d.  engl.  Kirche  (the  First  Cent,  of  the  Engl 
Ch.). —  C,  G,  Sc]\0€ll,  de  Ecc.  Britt  Scot^rumque  hist,  fontibus.  Ber 
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1851.—  mucins,  Concilia  Brit,  et  Hibernica.  London  1737.  4  Vols  fol. 
—  Spelmanni  Cone.  Deer.  Const,  in  re  Eecl.  orbis  Brit,  (to  the  ycai 
1531— more  eomplete  than  Wilkins).  2  Vols.  fol.  1G30-G4.  — BeJoJ 
Venerabilis  Ilist.  Ecel.  gentis  Anglor. —  WharlotCs  Anglia  Sacra;  and 
the  authorities  quoted  in  EoberUon,  Hist,  of  the  M.  Ages,  pp.  15  et  seq. 

An  old  legend  has  it,  that  a  British  king,  Lucius  by  name,  had 
80  early  as  the  middle  of  the  second  century  requested  Eleu- 
iheruSf  Bishop  of  Rome,  to  send  him  Christian  missionaries, 
and  that  both  he  and  his  people  had  been  converted  by  their 
preaching.  Without  attaching  importance  to  this  tradition,  it  is 
certain  that  since  the  close  of  the  second  century  Christianity 
had  struck  root  in  that  part  of  Britain  which  was  under  Roman 
domination.  Tip  to  the  time  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  invasion  (in 
449)  the  British  Church  entertained  close  and  continual  commu- 
nication with  the  sister-churches  on  the  Continent,  especially 
with  those  of  Gaul  and  Rome.  But  after  that,  Christianity 
ceased  to  be  professed  except  along  the  west  coast,  and  the  rela- 
tions between  the  British  and  foreign  churches  were  interrupted. 
When,  after  an  interval  of  160  years,  a  Romish  mission  arrived 
(in  697)  to  renew  the  former  intercourse,  it  appeared  that  the 
British  ecclesiastical  system  difiFered  from  that  of  Rome  (which 
during  that  period  had  developed)  on  many  points  connected 
with  worship,  government,  and  discipline.  Rome  insisted  on 
conformity — a  demand  which  the  Britons  strenuously  resisted. 
The  chief  objection  of  the  British  Church  lay  against  the  claims 
of  the  Romish  hierarchy.  These  divergences  have  sometimes 
been  traced  to  the  supposed  circumstance  that  the  British  Church 
had  originally  been  founded  by  missionaries  from  Asia  Minor — a 
statement  which  rests  on  no  historical  grounds.  Nor  is  it  neces- 
sary to  refute  the  assertions  of  some,  who  vaunt  that  apostolicai 
Christianity  had  been  preserved  in  its  purity  among  the  ancient 
Britons,  and  speak  of  their  evangelical  opposition  to  the  erro- 
neous teaching  and  ordinances  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  In 
point  of  fact,  the  religion  of  Britain  and  of  Rome  was  essen- 
tially the  same :  in  both,  the  same  tendency  to  superstition  ap- 
pears ;  in  both  churches  we  have  the  worship  of  saints  and  of 
relics,  the  sacrifice  of  the  mass,  asceticism,  and  work-righteous- 
ness. Very  true  the  clergy  of  Britain  had  not  the  muu'  hie- 
rarchical pretensions  as  that  of  Rome;  and  too.  in  coiiseciiience 
of  the  strug^rle  which  now  ensued,  more  broad  ami  liberal  views 
were  broached  than  had  at  first  bt'eu  entertained.     At  first,  in 


298      SECTION  II. — FIRST  PERIOD   (CENT.  4—9  A. D.'). 

deed,  victory  seemed  to  incline  towards  the  National  Church  •, 
but  ultimately  the  contest  ended  in  the  complete  suppression  of 
the  British  Confession.  In  Germany,  where  the  conflict  was 
renewed,  it  terminated  in  the  same  manner,  notwithstanding  the 
exertions  made  by  the  British  missionaries  (§  781  A  very  deep 
interest  attaches  to  this  contest.  If  the  British  Confession  had 
prevailed,  as  at  one  time  seemed  probable,  not  England  only,  but 
also  Germany,  would  from  the  first  have  stood  in  direct  antago- 
nism to  the  Papacy, — a  circumstance  which  would  have  given  an 
entirely  different  turn  both  to  the  Ecclesiastical  and  the  Political 
History  of  the  Middle  Ages. 

1.  Chief  Peculiarities  of  the  British  Confession.  —  The  Easter  cycle 
of  nineteen  years,  which  Dionysius  Exiguus  had  introduced  (J  56,  3), 
was  not  adopted  in  Britain.  Further,  instead  of  the  Romish  "tonsura 
Petri"  (I  45,  3),  the  native  clergy  had  a  peculiar  form  of  tonsure^  the 
whole  forepart  of  the  head  being  shaved.  They  also  refused  to  submit 
to  the  injunction  of  clerical  celibacy,  and  to  acknowledge  the  primacy 
of  Rome;  they  rejected  auricular  confession,  the  doctrine  of  purgatory, 
the  tenet  which  made  marriage  a  sacrament,  the  stringent  ordinances 
of  Rome  in  regard  to  degrees  of  fictitious  affinity,  etc.  But  all  these 
differences  arose  not  from  any  doctrinal  divergence ;  at  least,  if  such 
existed,  it  was  never  mentioned.  Indications,  however,  are  not  want- 
ing that  Pelagianisra 'found  more  favour  among  the  Britons  (perhaps 
from  the  nationality  of  its  author,  ?  53,  3)  than  in  the  "Western  Church 
generally.  The  ancient  British  clergy  bore  the  name  of  CnhUes  (Kele- 
De,  colidei  =  servi  Dei). —  (Comp.  Smith,  Life  of  S.  Col.  Edinb.  1798. 
— J.  Jamieson,  Hist.  Account  of  the  Ancient  Culdees  of  lona.  Edinb. 
1811. — J.  G.J.  Branny  de  Culdeis.  Bonn.  1840,  4. — Russell,  Hist,  of  the 
Ch.  in  Scotland.) 

2.  So  early  as  the  commencement  of  the  fifth  century,  Christianity 
had  been  introduced  among  the  Celtic  inhabitants  of  Ireland  (Erin, 
Ilibernia).  The  missionary  labours  of  Palladius,  a  deacon  from  Rome 
(in  431),  were  indeed  uns*uccessful ;  but  in  432  St.  Patrick,  the  Apos- 
tle of  Ireliiml,  accompanied  by  twenty-four  fellow-labourers,  arrived  on 
its  shores.  Tradition  fixes  on  Kilpatrick,  Scotland,  as  his  native  place; 
he  mentions  Bonave  (in  Gaul)  as  the  residence  of  his  father.  Ilia 
proper  name  is  said  to  have  been  Succat.  In  his  sixteenth  year,  pirates 
had  carried  him  to  Ireland,  and  sold  him  to  an  Irish  chief,  whose  flocks 
he  tended  for  six  years.  After  his  liberation,  the  constraining  power 
of  the  love  of  Christ  made  him  choose  active  Christian  service ;  his 
thoughts  and  feelings  took  the  form  of  night-visions  ;  and  he  resolved 
to  proclaim  the  glorious  liberty  of  the  children  of  God  to  those  who 
had  so  long  held  him  in  abject  slavery.  Well  acquainted  with  the  lan- 
guage and  customs  of  the  ^/Ountry,  h«  assembled  the  people  by  beat  of 
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drnm  in  the  open  air,  and  related  to  them  the  sufferings  of  Christ  foi 
the  salvation  of  men.  Although  the  Di-vids  opposed  all  their  influence 
to  his  efforts,  his  amiable  and  commanding  character  dinarmod  hos- 
tility. Not  one  martyr  fell ;  and  after  a  few  years,  all  Ireland  was 
converted  to  Christ,  and  the  country  covered  with  churches  and  monas- 
teries. Patrick  himself  resided  in  the  district  of  Macha.  Around  his 
dwelling  the  town  of  Armagh  (afterwards  the  metropolitan  see  of  Ire- 
land) sprung  up.  lie  died  in  465,  leaving  the  Church  of  Ireland  in 
the  most  fluurishing  state.  The  numerous  monasteries,  whose  inmates 
combined  deep  piety  with  ardent  study  of  the  Scriptures,  and  of  whom 
s<>  many  went  forth  to  teach  and  to  preach  in  all  countries,  gained  for 
Ireland  the  title  of  Insula  Sancionnn.  The  Irish  monasteries  only 
declined  after  the  incursions  of  the  Danes  in  the  ninth  century.  Under 
the  title  of  "  Confessiones,"  St.  Patrick  himself  has  left  us  an  autobio- 
graphy, which  is  still  extant. 

3.  Kinian  or  Nynias,  a  Briton,  who  had  been  educated  at  Rome, 
commenced,  about  the  year  430,  his  labours  among  the  Celtic  Picts  and 
Scots  of  Caledonia.  But  after  his  death,  those  whom  he  had  converted 
again  relapsed  into  heathenism.  The  work  thus  begun  was  more 
effectually  resumed  by  Crimthan,  an  Irishman,  whose  name  was 
changed  by  his  friends  to  Columba,  to  designate  his  dove-like  character. 
Aocumpanied  by  twelve  of  his  pupils,  he  embarked  in  503  f>r  the 
island  of  //y,  the  present  lona  (i. «.,  Insula  Sanctorum)  or  Icohimbkill, 
where  he  founded  a  monast<iry  and  a  church,  and  whence  he  converted 
all  Caledonia.  Although  to  his  death  he  continue<i  a  simple  presbyter, 
and  abbot  of  the  monastery  of  lona,  he  exercised,  in  virtue  of  his 
ap<:Mtolic  authority,  superintendence  over  the  whole  Caledonian  Church, 
and  ordained  its  bishops  —  a  privilege  which  his  successors  in  the 
abl)a(*y  of  lona  retaine<l.  He  died  in  507.  The  numerous  monasteries 
which  he  founded,  emulated  those  of  Ireland  in  the  learning,  piety, 
and  missionary  zeal  of  their  inmates.  This  remark  applies  especially 
to  the  monastery  of  lona. 

4.  Romish  Mission  among  the  Anglo- Saxons.  —  Vortigcrn,  King  of 
Britain,  called  in  the  ai<l  of  the  Germans  who  inhabited  the  opposite 
Coast,  fur  the  purpose  of  wanling  off  the  prodatory  invasions  of  the 
Picts  and  Scotis.  llengist  and  Jforsa,  two  exile  chiefs  from  Jutland, 
obeyed  the  summons,  at  the  head  of  a  large  nunilicr  of  Angles  and 
Saxons  (in  449).  These  arrivals  were  followed  by  others,  till,  at  the 
end  of  a  century,  only  the  west  coast  of  their  country  was  h-ft  to  the 
Britons.  The  Angles  and  Snxoii8  furnuMl  snvon  inonarrlil(?<,  <»no  of 
these  rulers,  the  Bretwahla, — or  hauler  of  tlieir  armies, — excn-islng  su- 
preme sway.  The  Anglo-Saxons  were  lieatliens  ;  an<l  the  ho^Jtility  be- 
tween them  and  the  ancient  Britons  rendered  missionary  a(;tivity  on  the 
part  of  the  hitter  impossible.  •  But  KomesupplHMl  wliat  tliev  had  nmitted 
to  do.     The  sight  of  some  Anglo-Saxon  youths,  exposed  for  sale  in  the 
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slave-market  at  R  )me,  inspired  a  pious  monk  —  afterwards  Pope  Or4 
gory  L  —  with  the  desire  of  seeing  a  people  of  such  commanding  ap- 
pearance adorned  with  the  beauty  of  the  Gospel.  His  elevation  to  the 
Papal  See  prevented  his  commencing  the  work  himself,  as  at  first  he 
tiad  purposed.  But  he  purchased  some  of  these  Anglo-Saxon  youths, 
and  had  them  educated  for  missionary  work  among  their  countrymen. 
Soon  afterwards,  when  the  Breiwalda,  Eihelbert  of  Kent,  espoused 
BeHhay  a  Prankish  princess,  Gregory  sent  Augustine,  a  Roman  abbot, 
to  England,  accompanied  by  forty  monks  (^96).  Eihelbert  provided 
them  with  a  residence  and  support  at  Dorovernum  (Canterbury),  his 
own  capital.  At  Pentecost  of  the  year  succeeding  that  of  their  arrival, 
the  king  was  baptized,  and  10,000  of  his  subjects  followed  his  example. 
Augustine  wrote  to  Gregory  for  further  instructions,  for  relics,  books, 
etc.  The  Pope  complied  with  his  request,  and  at  the  same  time  sent 
him  the  Pallium,  assigning  to  him  the  dignity  of  Archbishop  of  the 
Saxon  and  British  Church.  Augustine  now  called  upon  the  Britons  to 
submit  to  his  authority,  and  to  join  him  in  labouring  for  the  ccmvcrsion 
of  the  Saxons.  But  the  Britons  rejected  these  overtures.  A  personal 
interview  with  their  leaders,  held  under  the  oak  of  Augustine,  led  to 
no  better  result.  A  second  conference  terminated  in  the  same  manner, 
chiefly  owing  to  the  prelatical  arrogance  of  Augustine,  who  would  not 
rise  when  the  Britons  made  their  appearance.  The  latter  were  at  that 
time  disposed  to  yield ;  but,  at  the  suggestion  of  a  hermit,  they  had 
fixed  on  this  mark  of  respect  as  an  omen,  It«  absence  now  decided 
them.  On  the  death  of  Augustine,  in  605,  the  Pope  appointed  Lauren- 
tiusy  the  assistant  of  the  British  prelate,  his  successor.  But  Eaclbald, 
the  heathen  son  and  successor  of  Ethelbert,  persecuted  the  missionaries 
so  much,  that  they  even  resolved  to  quit  the  field  (616).  Laurentius 
alone  delayed  his  departure,  to  make  a  last  attempt  to  convert  Eadbald 
himself.  lie  was  successful :  the  king  was  baptized,  and  the  fugitive 
priests  returned  to  their  former  duties.  —  Augustine  had  introduced 
Christianity  in  Essex  ;  but  a  change  of  government  was  followed  by  a 
restoration  of  heathenism.  Soon  afterwards,  Christianity  was  esta- 
blished in  Northumbrian  the  most  powerful  state  in  the  Heptarchy. 
King  Edwin  (or  Eadwine),  the  founder  of  Edinburgh,  espoused  Ethel- 
bergay  the  daughter  of  Bertha,  Queen  of  Kent.  According  to  agree- 
ment, the  young  princess  was  accompanied  to  her  new  residence  by 
Paulinus,  a  monk  (625).  By  their  combined  influence  the  king,  and 
through  him  the  nobility  and  priesthood,  were  induced  to  adopt  Chris- 
tianity. At  a  popular  assembly,  Paulinus  demonstrated  the  truth  of 
Christianity;  while  Coifiy  their  high-priest,  defied  the  national  gode 
by  hurling  a  spear  into  the  nearest  temple.  The  people  regarded  his 
daring  as  madness,  and  momentarily  expected  to  see  a  manifestation 
of  Wodan's  vengeance.  But  when  the  heavens  remained  mute,  the 
people,  in  obedience  to  the  order  of  Coiji,  set  fire  to  their  principal 
temple  (627)     Paulinus  became  Bishop  of  Eboraceum  (York),  and  the 
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rope  sent  him  the  Pallium.  But  in  633  Edwiii  fell  in  battle  against 
Btfida,  the  haathen  King  of  Mercia;  Paulinus  had  to  flee,  and  tho 
Church  of  Northumbria  was  almost  annihilated. 

5.  British,  mission  among  ike  Anglo-Saxons.  —  Oswald ^  the  son  of  a 
former  king  of  Northumbria  whom  Edwin  had  expelled,  restored  to 
that  csountry  its  independence.  This  youth  had,  when  a  fugitive,  found 
ui  asylum  in  lona,  where  he  was  educated  a  Christian.  In  order  again 
to  raise  the  Church  of  his  country,  the  monks  of  lona  sent  one  of  their 
own  number,  the  excellent  and  amiable  Aidan,  tr>  the  court  of  North- 
umbria. Oswald  himself  acted  as  his  interpreter,  till  ho  had  acquired 
the  Saxon  tongue.  The  success  of  his  labours  was  truly  unparalleled. 
Oswald  founded  an  episcopal  see  in  the  inland  of  Lindisfarne ;  and, 
aided  by  other  missionaries  from  lona,  Bishop  Aidan  converted,  in  a 
few  years,  the  whole  north  of  England  to  Christianity.  Oswald  fell  in 
battle  against  Penda  (642).  He  was  Buccee<led  in  his  own  government, 
and  as  Bretwalda,  by  Oswy,  his  brother.  Irish  missionaries  now  joined 
the  labourers  from  lona,  emulating  their  services ;  and  in  660  all  parts 
of  the  Heptarchy  had  adopted  Christianity,  and  — with  the  exception 
of  Kent,  which  remained  faithful  to  Rome  —  adhered  to  the  ancient 
British  Confession. 

6.  Victory  of  the  Bomish  over  the  British  Confession,  —  Oswy  per- 
ceived the  danger  accruing  to  the  State  from  religious  division  and 
ecclesiastical  estrangements  among  the  people.  He  succeeded  in  con- 
Tincing  the  other  kings  of  the  necessity  of  an  ecclesiastical  union.  The 
only  question  now  was,  which  of  the  c^mfessions  should  give  way.  At 
last  the  decision  fell  in  favour  of  Romish  supremacy — a  result  ie 
which,  no  doubt,  Oswy  himself  mainly  contributed.  Eanfteda^  his 
wife,  a  daughter  of  Edwin,  was  a  zealous  partisan  of  Rome.  She  was 
seconded  in  her  efforts  by  Wilfrid^  a  man  of  great  energy,  prudence, 
and  perseverence.  By  birth  a  Northumbrian,  and  educated  in  the 
monacitery  of  Lindisfarne,  he  had  visited  Rome;  on  his  return  he  em- 
ployed the  whole  force  of  hit  eloquence,  and  every  artifice  which 
intrigue  could  suggest,  to  subject  all  England  to  the  Papacy.  These 
two  influenced  the  Bretwalda,  and  the  latter  again  the  other  kings. 
Added  to  this  were  other  and  more  general  reasons  for  the  decision  of 
the  monarch — such  as  a  preference  for  what  was  foreign,  the  splendour 
and  the  power  of  the  Romish  Church,  and,  above  all,  the  old  national 
dislike  of  the  Saxons  towards  everything  British.  When  the  secret 
negotiations  had  issued  in  the  result  desired,  Oswy  convened  a  General 
Syno*l  in  the  nunnery  of  Sireaneshalch  or  Whitby  (Synodus  Pharensis) 
in  6^.  There  all  the  civil  and  ecclesiastical  leaders  of  tlie  Heptarchy 
assembled.  The  Romish  party  was  represented  by  Wilfrid;  the 
British,  by  Odman^  Bishop  of  Lindisfarne.  The  paschal  question  was 
the  first  topic  )f  discussion.     Wilfrid  appealed  to  the  authority  of  Peter, 
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to  whom  the  Lord  had  said :  "  Thou  art  Peter,"  etc.  Upon  this,  Osrrj 
turned  to  Colman  with  the  inquiry,  whether  the  Lord  had  really 
addressed  these  words  to  Peter.  Colman,  of  course,  admitted  it ;  when 
Oswy  declared  that  he  would  own  the  authority  of  him  who  had  the 
power  of  opening  and  shutting  the  gates  of  heaven.  This  finished  the 
discussion.  In  his  capacity  of  Brctwalda.  Oswy  carried  out  the  decrees 
of  the  Synod  with  energy  and  resolution.  Within  a  few  weeks  the 
razor  com])leted  the  conversion  of  the  whole  Heptarchy  to  the  Romish 
Confession.  —  Matters  having  proceeded  thus  far,  the  British  Confes- 
Bion  had  soon  to  be  abandoned,  even  in  the  districts  whence  it  had 
originally  spread.  Political  reasons  obliged  the  Irish  and  Scotch  kings 
to  adopt  the  confession  of  their  dangerous  neighbours,  in  order  both  to 
deprive  them  of  a  specious  pretext  for  making  invasions,  and  to  procure 
the  assistance  of  the  Pope  and  the  sympathies  of  continental  Christen- 
dom. Ireland  submitted  in  701,  and  Scotland  followed  nine  years 
afterwards.  The  monks  of  lona  alone  held  out  till  710,  when  this  their 
last  stronghold  also  fell.  —  (The  Principal  Sources  for  the  British  and 
Angl()-S{ix<m  Ecclcs.  Hist,  of  that  period  are:  GildaSy  liber  quorulus  de 
excidio  Brittanniaa.  NenniuSf  hist.  Britonum,  and  especially  Beda 
vencrab.  hist,  eccles.  Angl.) 
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CoMP.  F.  W.  Retthcrg,  K.-G.  Deutschland's.  Vols.  I.  and  II.—  C.  J, 
Hefele,  Gesch.  d.  Einfiihr.  d.  Christ,  im  slidwestl.  Deutschl.  (Hist,  of 
the  Introd.  of  Christian,  in  South-AWst.  Germ.).  TUb.  1837.  —  AT. 
Hieiner,  d.  Einfiihr.  d.  Christonth.  in  d.  Deut,<»ch.  Lnnden.  Schaflfh. 
1858.  —  Ph.  TTeher,  die  vorkaroling.  Glaubcnshelden.  an  Rhein  u.  deren. 
Zeit.  Frkf.  18')8.  —  C.  T.  Pudharf,  Ultest  Gosch.  Baiorns  (Old  Hist,  of 
Bavar.).  Ilamb.  1841. — A.  F.  Ozanain^  BegrUn<l.  d.  Christ,  in  Deutsch. 
(Introd.  of  Christ,  into  Germ.).  From  the  French,  Manic.  1845.  —  A, 
SeiterHy  Bonifacius,  d.  Ap.  dor  Dcutschen.  Mayonce  1845.  —  E.  F, 
Gelpke,  K.-G.  d.  Schwoiz.  Bd.  I.  Born.  18r)().  —  /?ow//(/r»t  Epistolaj  (op. 
ed.  J.  A.  Giles,  Oxford  1840),  Vita  in  Pertz  (T.  II.)  and  in  the  Acta 
SS.  —  SerrariuSy  Moguutiac.  reruni  1.  v.  —  Sagittarius^  Antiq.  Gentil. 
et  Christ.  Thuring. 

Dnring  the  domination  of  the  Romans,  the  countries  along  the 
Rhine  and  Danube  had  been  fully  evangelized  ;  but  of  thia 
scarcely  a  trace  was  left  in  the  succeeding  period.  The  bar- 
barians who  invaded  these  districts,  destroyed  the  monasteries 
and  churches,  and  instead  of  Christian  rites,  introduced  their  owa 
forms  of  heathenism.  By  the  end  of  the  sixth  century  the 
greater  part  of  Germany  was  subject  to  the  rule  of  the  Franks, 
and  bore  the  name  of  Western  Franconia  (Neustria),  in  contra* 
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distinction  to  Anstrasia  or  Eastern  Franconia.     South-Western 
and  South-Eastern  Germany  (Alemannia,  Bavaria,  Thuringia) 
were  governed  by  native  princes  under  Prankish  suzerainty , 
while  North-Western  Germany  (the  Frisians  and  Saxons)  stiP 
maintained   its    national    independence.     The    first    successful 
endeavours  to  restore  Christianity  in  Anstrasia  were  made  about 
the  middle  of  the  sixth  century.     The  missionaries  engaged  in 
this  work  were  partly  of  Frankiah,  partly  of  Scotch  (either  Irish 
or  British),  and  partly  of  Anglo-Saxon  descent.     At  that  time 
the  monasteries  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  were  crowded  with  men 
whose  natural  love  of  travel  w^as  sanctified  bv  an  ardent  desire  to 
preach  the  Gospel,  and  to  extend  the  kingdom  of  Christ.    These 
feelings    derived  an  additional  stimulus  from  the  circumstance, 
that  the  distinctive  confession  to  which  they  clung  with  so  deep 
attachment  had  just   been   suppressed    (§  7T,   G).     Their   own 
country  seemed  now  dreary,  while  on  the  Continent  they  saw  a 
prospect  of  regaining  what  had  been  lost  at  home.     Under  such 
impulses,  a  large  number  of  the  inmates  of  the  Irish  and  Scotch 
monasteries    went   forth    as    missionaries   to   pagan    Germany. 
But  thither  also  the  Anglo-Saxons,  who  had  the  same  love  for 
travel,  the  same  missionary  zeal,  and  the  same   nttnchnient  to 
their  own  distinctive  confession  (the  Romish),  followed  them. 
Thus  the  former  contest  was  renewed  on  German  soil :  there  also 
to  end  in  the  suppression  of  the  British  Confession.     Almost 
everywhere  do  we  discover  traces  of  these  Scotch  missionaries ; 
but,  unfortunately,  the  particulars  left  us,   as  to  the  mode  in 
which  they  carried  on  their  labours,  as  to  their  contests  with  the 
representatives  of  the  Romish  Church,  arc  exceedingly  scanty. 
The  practical  turn,  so  characteristic  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  race, 
and  the   connection    of  these   missionaries  with  the   imposing 
spiritual  power  wielded  by  the  See  of  Rome,  no  doubt  con- 
tributed not  a  little  towards  securing  them  the  victory  over  their 
Scotch  brethren.     For  the  Frankish  m'*ssionaries  also  laboured 
quite  independently  of  Rome,  so  that  the  connection  between 
Germany  and  the  Church  of  Rome  was  mainly  due  to  the  exer- 
tions of  the  Anglo-Saxon  preachers.  —  These  missions  succeeded 
roost  rapidly  in  the  districts  where  the  Gospel  had  been  preached 
at  a  former  period,  chiefly  along  the  bnnks  of  the  Rhine  and  of 
the  Danube.     Much  more    formidable  were  the   diflicnliies  en- 
countered in  districts  where  heathenism  resembled  an  impenetra- 
ble primitive  forest — as  in  Frisia,  Saxony,  Hesse,  and  Thuringia. 
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The  protection  which  the  Prankish  monarchs  extended  la 
missionary  laborirs  in  Germany,  sprung  chiefly  from  interested 
motives — an  interference  which  operated  rather  against  than  io 
favour  of  the  work.  It  appeared  as  if,  on  the  one  hand,  heathen- 
ism and  national  independence,  and  on  the  other,  Christianity 
and  Frankish  domination,  were  inseparably  connected.  If  tho 
sword  of  the  Franks  opened  the  way  for  the  Gospel,  the  labours 
of  the  missionaries  were,  in  return,  to  be  made  subservient  for 
the  political  subjugation  of  these  countries.  However  unwilling 
the  missionaries  were  to  become  parties  to  this  mixing  up  of 
religious  and  political  objects,  it  was  frequently  beyond  their 
power  to  resist  it. 

1.  The  Alemanni  were  a  powerful  race,  inhabiting  the  south-westerx 
PART  OF  Germany.  Only  scanty  traces  of  former  Christian  institutions 
remained  m  those  districts.  The  victory  of  Tolpiac  (496),  which 
decided  Clovis  in  favour  of  Christianity,  at  the  same  time  opened  the 
country  of  the  vanquished  Alemanni  to  the  Gospel.  But  as  the  Franks 
adopted  no  violent  measures  for  its  propagation,  its  progress  was  very 
slow.  The  civil  code  of  the  Alemanni,  as  settled  by  Dafjoberi  /.  in 
680,  proceeds,  indeed,  on  the  supposition  that  the  country  had  become 
entirely  christianized ;  but  at  the  time  this  roust  have  only  been  by 
way  of  anticipation.  St.  Fridolin,  who  founded  the  monastery  ol 
Seckingen  upon  an  island  on.  the  Rhino  above  Basle,  is  commonly 
represented  as  the  Apostle  of  Alcmannia  (about  510).  He  was  a 
native  of  Ireland  ;  but  the  accounts  of  his  activity  are  quite  legendary 
and  unreliable.  More  accurate  and  satisfactory  are  the  details  given 
about  St.  CoLUMBAy.  who  arrived  in  the  year  589,  accompanied  by 
twelve  zealous  missionaries,  from  the  celebrated  monastery  of  Bangor 
in  Ireland.  He  founded  the  well-known  lAixovium  (Luxeuil).  The 
missionaries  reclaimed  the  wavStcs  all  around,  and  endeavoured  to 
restore  Christian  discipline  and  order  among  a  population  which  had 
been  fearfully  neglected.  But  their  rigid  adherence  to  the  British 
practice  of  calculating  Easter  (?  77,  1)  raised  prejudices  against  them; 
the  clergy  of  Burgundy  felt  their  strict  discipline  a  most  unpleasant 
innovation ;  while  Bruyxehilday  incensed  that  their  influence  over  the 
youthful  Theodoric  II.,  her  grandchild,  endangered  her  ambitious 
schemes,  vowed  their  destruction.  All  these  causes  led  to  their  expul- 
sion, after  they  had  laboured  for  twenty  years  in  the  country.  The 
exiles  betook  themselves  to  Switzerland,  and  settled  at  Tiiggen,  on  the 
Lake  of  Zurich.  But  tho  fanatical  zeal  with  which  thev  attacked 
heathenism  excited  the  hostility  of  the  natives,  who  ill-used  and  drove 
them  away.  Their  next  field  was  Ihegenz.  Here  they  laboured  for 
three  years  very  successfully  —  a  result  principally  achieved  through 
ih    preaching  of  St.  Qallus,  who  had  acquired  the  language  of  tho 
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ooantry.     But  fresh  persecutions  induced  Columban  to  pass  iL  to  Italy, 
where,  under  the  protection  of  Agilulf  (J  76,  8),  he  founded  the  cele- 
brated monastery  of  Bobhio,  and  took  an  active  part  in  the  Arian  con- 
troversy.   GaUus,  who  at  the  time  his  colleagues  left  was  ill,  remained 
in  Switzerland,  resolved  to  continue  the  work  despite  the  unfavourable 
circumstances  which  had  arisen.     In  a  sefjuestered  and  wild  valley, 
and  on  a  spot  where  a  bush  had  caught  hold  of  his  garment  while 
engaged  in  prayer,  he  built  a  cell  which  afterwards  became  the  abbacy 
of  St,  Gall,     His  labours  were  richly  blessed,     lie  died  in  C40,  at  the 
advanced  age  of  95.     Gallus  does  not  appear  to  have  been  so  tenacious 
as  Columban  in  contending  for  the  British  Confession.   Magnoald,  the 
pupil  of  St.  Gallus,  carried  on  his  work,  and  founded  the  monastery 
of  Fiissen  in  Suabia.     About  the  same  time  Trudpert,  an    hermit 
(said  to  have  been  of  Irish  descent),  laboured  in  the  Breingau.     lie 
laid  the  foundation  of  what  afterwards  became  the  abbacy  of  St. 
Trudpert,  at  the  foot  of  the  Black  Forest,  but  was  ultimately  murdered 
by  a  servant  of  his  own  (G43).     Half  a  century  later,  Pirminius,  a 
Frankish  ecclesiastic,  carried  the  Gospel  along  the  shores  of  the  Lake 
of  Constance.     Protected  in  his  labours  by  Charles  Martel,  he  founded 
the  monastery  of  Reichenau;  but  only  three  years  aftcn^ards  he  was 
expelled  in  consequence  of  a  national  rising  of  the  Alemanni  against 
the  Frankish   rule.     He  now  descended  the  Rhine,  and  founded  a 
number  of  monasteries, — among  them  Honibach/ in  the  diocese  of 
Metz,  where  he  died  in  753.   When  about  that  time  St.  Boniface  visited 
Alemannia,  he  found  the  whole  country  nominally  Christian  and  the 
Church  regularly  organized. 

2.  Souik'Ecisiern  Germany, — No  notices  have  been  left  of  the  religious 
history  of  the  countries  along  the  Danube  during  the  period  succeeding 
the  labours  of  Si,  Scverinus  (j  76,  6).  A  century  later  these  districts 
were  peopled  by  the  Bavarians  (the  Boii),  whose  native  rulers  were 
mibject  to  the  suzerainty  of  the  Frankish  monarchs.  At  that  time 
only  scanty  traces  of  the  former  profession  of  Christianity  remained  in 
the  country.  In  615  the  Frankish  ab]>ot,  Eustasius  of  Luxeuil,  the 
successor  of  Columban,  went  as  missionary  among  the  Bavarians.  He 
had  to  contend  with  Bonosian  and  Photinian  errors — probably  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Arianism  which  the  Goths  had  spread  in  that  neigh- 
bourhood. STjJEMMERAN^Bishop  of  Poitiers,  laboured  about  the  middle 
of  the  seventh  oentury  in  Regensburj^,  at  the  court  of  Themlo  /.,  Duke 
of  Bavaria.  He  continued  only  three  years,  when  he  suddenly  left  for 
Italy.  By  the  way  he  was  killed  (652)  by  the  br<»ther  of  the  Princess 
Ota,  on  a  charge  of  having  seduced  her ;  that  princess  havinp,  at  his 
own  suggestion,  named  him  as  her  seducer,  in  order  to  shicM  the 
guilty  person  from  vengeance.  After  that  the  Church  declined,  owing 
lo  the  weakness  of  the  Merovingian  monarchs.  But  when,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  victoi^  of  Testry  in  687,  Pepin  of  Heristal  bt^ame  the 
26  » 
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hereditary  administrator  of  the  realm,  both  the  Frankish  power  and 
the  Church  were  restored.     For  the  latter  purpose,  Duke  Theodo  IL 
invited  in  G96  Bishop  F'^^PPB^T  (Rupert),  who   proved   indeed   the 
Apostle  of  Bavaria.     lie  baptized  the  duke  and  his  court,  founded 
numerous  churches  and  monasteries,  and  made  Christianity  the  religion  • 
of  almost  the  whole  country.     The  see  of  Salzburg,  which  he  had 
founded,  served  as  a  centre  for  his  operations.     In  71G  ho  returned  to 
his  former  see  of  Worms,  where  he  died.     He  was   succeeded  by 
CoRBixiAy.  a  Frankish  bishop  (without  a  fixed  see  —  or  "regionary 
bishop"),  who  in  717  founded  the  episcopal  see  of  Freisingen.     Thirf 
prelate  is  described  as  proud,  unyielding,  and  severe  in  the  exercise  of 
discipline.     lie  swept  away  every  remaining  trace  of  heathen  super- 
stition, founded  churches  and  monasteries,  and,  according  to  legend,  per- 
formed many  miracles.    ( Ob.  730.) — Among  the  Thuringians,  heathen- 
ism continued  unopposed  till  the  middle  of  the  seventh  century,  when 
Kyllena  or  I^yj^an  Irish  missionary,  commenced  his  evangelistio 
labours  in  tTie  neighbourhood  of  WUrzburg.     His  zeal  was  rewarded 
with  the  martyr's  crown,  and  his  work  brought  to  a  successful  issue 
under  the  ministry  of  St.  Boniface. 

3.  North-Western  Germany.  —  In  the  country  around  the  Middle 
Rhine  the  ancient  Christian  sees  had  survived,  although,  from  the 
prevalence  of  heathenism  in  their  immediate  vicinity,  the  character 
and  influence  of  the  clergy  had  greatly  declined.  Despite  their  oppo- 
sition, the  labours  of  Goar,  a  hermit,  about  the  middle  of  the  sixth 
century,  proved  to  a  largo  extent  successful.  The  pretty  little  town 
of  St.  Goar  rose  where  his  cell  bad  stood.  About  the  same  time  a 
Langobard  Stylite,  Wulflaich,  braved  the  severity  of  the  climate,  and 
preaclied  to  the  heathen  from  the  top  of  his  column ;  but  the  neigh- 
bouring bishops  disapproved  of  his  mad  asceticism,  and  had  the  column 
demolished.  —  Frankish  missionaries  —  especially  St.  Amandus  (the 
Apostle  of  Belgium)  —  laboured  among  the  Frisians,  south  of  the 
Scheld,  since  the  commencement  of  the  seventh  century.  In  647 
Amandus  became  Bishop  of  Mulincs,  and  died  in  079  in  the  monastery 
of  Elnon  near  Tournay  (afterwards  called  St.  Arnand).  Simultaneously, 
St.  Eligius,  formerly  a  goldsmith,  and  from  041  Bishop  of  Noyon, 
engaged  in  the  same  work. —  An  Anglo-Saxon,  Wilfrid  (?  77,  6),  was 
the  first  to  carry  the  Gospel  to  the  Frisians  north  of  the  Scheld.  He 
had  been  elected  Archbishop  of  York,  but  was  expelled  from  his  see 
(I  83,  1),  and  started  for  Rome  to  seek  protection.  Happily  a  storm 
drove  him  to  the  coast  of  Frisia,  instead  of  allowing  him  to  land  in 
France,  where  hired  assassins  lay  in  wait  for  him.  He  spent  the 
winter  in  Frisia  (677-078),  preached  daily,  and  baptized  Aldgildy  the 
reigning  duke,  and  thousands  of  his  subjects.  But  Radbod  (ob.  719), 
the  successor  of  Aldgild,  who  was  continually  engaged  in  contests  with 
Pepin  and  Charles  Martel,  hated  and  persecuted  Christianity,  as  being 
Uie  religion  of  the  Franks.    The  seed  sown  by  Wilfrid  f^emod  in 
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danger  of  being  destroyed,  when  the  victory  of  Pepin  at  DoTstedt  (in 
689)  obliged  the  persecutor  to  relent,  at  least  for  a  time.  Wulfram 
of  Sens  immediately  recommenced  mi&^ionary  operations  among  the 
people.  Legend  has  it,  that  Radbod  himself  had  expressed  his  readi- 
ness to  be  baptized:  but  that  when  entering  the  water  he  drew  back, 
declaring  that  he  preferred  being  consigned  to  hell  in  company  with 
his  glorious  ancestors,  to  going  to  heaven  along  with  a  crowd  of 
wretched  people.  The  story,  however,  does  not  bear  the  test  of 
historical  criticism.  —  But  the  evangelization  of  all  Friaia  wns  to  be 
accomplished  by  another  Anglo-Saxon.  Willibrord,  assisted  by  twelve 
other  missionaries,  devoted  himself  in  690  to  this  enterprise.  Twice 
be  journeyed  to  Rome  to  submit  his  work  to  the  direction  of  the  Pope, 
who  changed  his  name  to  that  of  ClemenU  and  ordained  him  Bishop 
of  the  Frisians.  Pepin  assigned  to  him  the  castle  of  Utrecht  as  his 
episcopal  see.  Thence  his  labours  extended  not  only  over  the  domains 
of  Radbod,  but  even  beyond  the  Danish  frontier.  When  on  a  visit  on 
the  island  of  Heligoland,  he  ventured  to  baptize  three  persons  in  a 
well  which  was  regarded  as  sacred.  Radbod  was  about  to  immolate 
tiie  bishop  and  his  converts  to  the  gods.  Thrice  he  consulted  the 
sacred  lot,  but  each  time  the  decision  was  in  favour  of  the  Christians. 
Wi^ibrord  continued  his  labours  among  the  Frisians  with  varying 
success  for  fifty  years,  and  died  in  739,  in  the  81st  year  of  his  life.  lie 
was  sacceeded  in  the  administration  of  the  See  of  Utrecht  bv  Gregory, 
a  noble  Frank  of  Merovingian  descent,  who  was  the  favourite  pnpil 
of  St.  Boniface.  But  Gregory  was  not  consecrated  a  bishop,  as  the 
See  of  Cologne  laid  claim  to  jurisdiction  over  the  Frisian  Church. 
When  in  734  Charles  Martel  completely  subjugated  t)ie  Frisians,  the 
work  of  evangelization  proceeded  more  rapidly.  Among  the  mission- 
iries  who  laboured  in  Frisia,  Wlllehad,  an  Anglo-Saxon,  whom  Charlp- 
magne  afterwards  invested  with  the  l/ishopric  of  Bremen,  soeins  to 
have  been  the  most  successful.  ;S^/.  Limh/er,  a  native  of  Frisia,  and 
afterwards  Bishop  of  Munster,  completed  what  his  pretlecessors  had 
so  worthily  begun. 

4.  Labours  of  St,  Boniface^  the  Apostle  of  Germany.  —  Winfrid,  a 
native  of  Kirton  in  Wessex  (about  G80),  had,  by  piety,  devo^ednoss, 
and  ability,  risen  to  distinction  in  his  own  church  and  country.  But 
jis  sympathies  were  wider  than  his  sphere.  Impelled  by  a  sense  of 
the  love  of  Christ,  he  resolved  to  devote  himself  to  missionary  work 
among  the  heathen  of  Germany.  lie  arrived  in  Frisia  (in  TUi)  at  a 
moment  most  unfavourable  for  his  enterprise.  Radbotl  was  just  on- 
gaged  in  war  with  Charles  Martel,  and  had  wreaked  his  enmity  on 
Christian  churches  and  mtmasteries.  Winfrid  was  obliged  to  returu 
without  having  accomplished  anything.  But  such  discouragementa 
could  not  cool  his  missionary  ardour.  In  the  spring  of  718  he  again 
crossed  the  Channel.  He  went  first  to  Rome,  where  Gregory  II.  form- 
ally set  him  apart  for  missionary  work  in  Germany.   In  Thuringia  and 


308      SECTION  JI. —  FIRST  PERIOD   (CENT.  1—9  A.  D.). 

Franconia,  the  field  for  which  he  had  been  desi^ated,  he  found  littli 
encouragement.  Accordingly,  on  hearing  of  the  death  of  Radbod,  he 
returned  to  Frisia,  where  for  three  years  he  shared  the  labours  of 
Willibrord.  This  prelate,  anxious  to  secure  so  e£Scient  a  missionary, 
offered  him  the  succession  to  the  See  of  Utrecht.  But  such  prospects 
only  served  to  remind  Winfrid  of  the  work  for  which  he  had  been  set 
apart.  Accordingly,  in  722  he  went  to  Upper  Hesse,  where  he  founded 
the  monastery  of  Amonaberg^  and  within  a  short  period  baptized  thou- 
sands of  heathens.  Summoned  by  the  Pope  to  Rome  (in  723),  he  was 
consecrated  "Regionary"  Bishop  of  Germany  by  the  name  of  Boni* 
faciiis  (episcopus  regionarius,  i. «.,  without  a  definite  diocese),  and, 
after  having  taken  an  oath  of  allegiance  to  the  See  of  Rome,  returned 
to  his  post  armed  with  a  letter  of  recommendation  to  Charles  Martel. 
Thus  furnished  with  spiritual  armory  from  Rome,  and  enjoying  the 
more  doubtful  advai.cage  of  Frankish  protection,  he  resumed  his  labours 
in  Hesse,  The  fall  of  the  ancient  sacred  oak  at  Geismar,  near  Fritzlar, 
also  marked  that  of  heathenism  in  Central  Germany.  Surrounded  by 
a  vast  concourse  of  heathens,  who  gazed  in  breathless  expectation, 
Boniface  himself  had  laid  the  axe  to  that  sacred  tree ;  its  wood  now 
furnished  material  for  a  Christian  chapel.  After  that  event  his  preach- 
ing was  attended  with  unparalleled  success ;  and  within  the  space  of 
a  year,  Christianity  had  become  the  religion  of  almost  all  Hesse.  In 
725  he  went  to  Thuringia,  where  British  missionaries,  who  were  unwil- 
ling; to  submit  to  Papal  supremacy,  greatly  perplexed  him.  He  then 
sent  for  additional  labourers  to  England,  and  founded  the  monastery  of 
Ordorpy  near  Arnstadt,  on  the  Ohra,  for  the  education  of  a  native  min- 
istry. Gregory  II.  died  in  731 ;  but  Gretjory  IIL^  whom  Boniface  kept 
informed  of  the  progress  of  the  work,  sent  him  the  Pallium,  and  en- 
trusted him  with  the  task  of  founding  episcopal  sees  in  Germany  and 
ordaining  bishops.  Having  erected  the  abbacy  of  Fritzlar^  he  pro- 
cpede«l  to  Bavaria,  where  he  was  engaged  in  hot  controversy  with  some 
representatives  of  the  ancient  British  Cimfession.  Boniface  returned 
to  llesso,  accompanied  by  Sdu^tti,  a  zealous  Bavarian  youth,  whom  he 
ediicjitod  lit  Fritzlar  for  the  clerical  profession.  In  738  he  went  a  third 
tim«  to  Rome,  probably  to  consult  the  Pope  about  the  final  organization 
of  the  (k^rman  Church.  There  he  met  with  the  most  respectful  recep- 
tion, and  remained  a  whole  year.  On  his  return,  he  again  visited 
Bavaria,  expolled  his  former  British  opponents,  deposed  some  refractory 
Frankish  bishops,  and  divided  the  Church  of  Bavaria  into  four  dioceses. 
He  next  returned  to  Thnrinriia,  whence  also  he  drove  the  British  mis- 
sionaries, and  where  he  instituted  four  dioceses.  During  the  lifetime 
of  Charles  Martel,  Boniface  had  been  prevented  from  exercising  any 
authority  over  the  churches  on  the  other  side  of  the  Rhine.  But  after 
the  death  of  that  monarch  (in  741),  his  sons,  Carloman  in  Austrasia, 
and  Pepir.  the  Short  in  Neustria,  requested  his  aid  in  reorganising  th< 
Church  in  their  dominions,  which  had  sadly  dc  sliued.     The  work  cr* 
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reform  oommeneed  fa  Aastrasia.    In  742  Boniface  presided  over  the 
first  Austrasian  Synod  (Concilium  Germanicum)  which  pasted  strin* 
gent  measures  for  the  restoration  of  discipline,  and  the  removal  of  the 
heretical,  the  married  and  the  foreign  (British)  clergy.     At  another 
synod  held  at  Liptinas  (Lentines^  near  Cambray)  in  743,  the  bishops 
present  promised  unconditional  obedience  to  the  See  of  Kome.     Curio 
man,  who  was  present  at  both  these  synods,  gave  legal  sanction  to  their 
decrees.     In  742  Boniface  founded  the  celebrated  monastery  of  Fnhia, 
of  which  ^Krm  was  the  first  abbot — an  institution  destined  to  become 
the  watch-tower  and  training-school  of  German  monasticisra.     About 
the  same  period  he  engaged  in  keen  controversy  with  two  noted  here- 
tics — Adalbert^  a  Frank,  and  Clement,  a  Scot ;  as  also  with  VirfjiUus^ 
an  Irishman.     In  744,  in  his  capacity  of  Papal  Vicar,  he  entered  into 
negotiations  for  reorganizing  the  Church  of  Neustria.     The  authority 
of  the  metropolitans,  and  the  exercise  of  discipline,  were  restored  at 
the  Synod  of  Stmsons  (in  744).     At  another  synod,  held  the  following 
year  (at  Mayence?),  Gewilih,  the  unworthy  occupant  of  the  Sec  of 
Mayence,  who  was  convicted  of  having  hired  assassins,  was  deposed, 
and  his  see  assigned  to  Boniface  as  Metropolitan  of  Germany  (though 
he  would  rather  have  chosen  that  of  Cologne).     Carloman,  tormented 
by  a  guilty  conscience,  retired  in  747  into  a  monastery,  leaving  his 
brother  Fepin  sole  ruler.     Only  a  few  years  later,  Pepin,  with  the  ex- 
press sanction  of  the  Pope  (2  82,  1),  put  an  end  to  the  figment  of 
Merovingian  rule  (in  751).     The  supposition  that  Boniface  acted  as 
negotiator  between  the  Pontiff  and  the  Major-Domus  in  this  transac- 
tion, is  entirely  unfounded.   On  the  contrary,  we  have  reason  to  believe 
that  the  prelate  had  to  the  utmost  of  his  power  opposed  the  scheme, 
under  the  influence  of  certain  notions  about  the  Divine  rijuht  of  the 
Merovingians.     Amidst  many  cares  and  troubles,  the  Apostle  of  Ger- 
many untiringly  prosecuted  the  great  mission  of  his  life.     But  as  he 
grew  in  years,  he  longed  to  devolve  some  of  his  onerous  duties  on 
younger  shoulders.    Gregory  III.  had,  indeed,  promised  to  allow  him 
lo  name  his  own  successor ;   but  Pope  Zacharias  contemplated  with 
apprehension  the  appointment  of  a  German  primate  who  might  prove 
less  submissive  than  Boniface.     At  last,  however,  he  yielded  to  the 
urgent  entreaties  of  the  aged  Apostle.     In  the  spring  of  754  Boniface 
conferred  the  archiepiscopal  office  on  Lulbis,  his  favourite  pupil,  and 
then  sailed  down  the  Rhine  to  spend  his  last  days  in  evangelizing  those 
heathen  Frisians  to  whom  his  youthful  energies  had  been  devoted.    In 
Anticipation  of  his  approaching  end,  he  took  along  his  shroud  (755). 
His  tent  was  pitched  in  the  neiejhbourhood  of  the  modern  JJoccum 
whence  he  itinerated  through  Frisia,  baptizing  thousands  of  heathens. 
On  the  5th  June  755,  he  had  appointed  a  number  of  his  converts  to 
meet  him  in  order  to  receive  confirmation.     But  early  on  the  morning 
of  that  day  he  was  attacked  by  a  band  of  heathen.     Holding  over  his 
head  a  copy  of  the  Gospels,  Boniface  received  the  mortal  blow.     His 
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fifty-two  co-labourers  shared  the  same  fate.    Tlie  bones  of  the  martjt 
bishop  were  deposited  in  Fulda. 

5.  Conversion  of  the  Saxons. — Two  Anglo-Saxon  monks,  lx)th  of  tht 
name  of  Ewald  (Black  and  White  Ewald),  were  the  first  missionariei 
among  the  Saxons,  who,  from  the  north-western  coasts  of  Germany, 
had  migrated  to  the  neighbourhood  of  the  Rhine.     These  preachers 
were  hospitably  received  by  a  Saxon  peasant ;  but  no  sooner  had  he 
learned  their  object,  than  he  and  his  servants  fell  upon  them  and  cru- 
elly murdered  them  (about  691).     Boniface  had  never  lost  sight  of  the 
Saxons ;  and  the  choice  of  Fulda,  close  by  the  Saxon  boundary,  as  the 
site  of  a  monastery,  was  no  doubt  determined  partly  with  the  view  of 
making  it  the  basis  of  spiritual  operations  among  the  neighbouring 
heathen.     Still,  for  thirty  years  this  mission  remained  only  an  object 
of  hope,  till  the  work  was  done  by  the  sword  of  the  greatest  of  Prank- 
ish monarchs.     Charlemagne  considered  the  subjugation  of  the  hostile 
and  powerful  Saxon  nation  as  a  political  necessity.     But  their  perma- 
nent political  subjection  could  not  be  secured  without  their  conversion 
to  Christianity,  nor  the  latter  be  accomplished  without  the  former,  as 
the  Saxons  hated  the  religion  of  the  Franks  not  less  than  the  Franks 
themselves.     Alcnin,  indeed,  plead   nobly  and  boldly  with  his  royal 
friend  against  recourse  to  violent  measures  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
the  conversion  of  the  Saxons ;  but  political  considerations  proved  more 
powerful  than  the  arguments  of  one  whose  counsels  otherwise  fre- 
quently prevailed.    The  wars  against  the  Saxons  lasted  for  thirty-three 
years  (772-804).    Even  in  the  first  campaign  Ereshnr^t  the  great  strong- 
hold of  the  Saxons,  was  taken,  and  their  mosf^acrod  idol,  the  Irmin- 
cohnnn   (on   which   the   universe   was   supposed   to   rest),   destroyed. 
Frankish  priests  followed  in  the  train  of  the  Frankish  army,  and  im- 
mediately Christianized  the  conquered  districts.     But  scarcely  had  the 
armies  of  Charles  withdrawn,  when  the  Saxons   again  swept   away 
every  trace  of  the  hated  religion.    At  last,  however,  they  were  obliged, 
at  the  Diet  of  Paderhora  in  777,  to  take  an  oath  of  fealtv  to  the  Frank- 
ish  monarch,  on  pain  of  losing  life  and  property.    But  Widtikind  (Wit- 
tekind),  the  most  powerful  of  their  leaders,  had  not  attended  this  diet, 
and  again  raised  the  standard  of  revolt.     The  Frankish  army  was 
completely  defeated,  every  Christian  minister  killed,  and  every  church 
destroyed.      Charles  took  fearful  vongeance.     At  Verden  he  ordered 
4500  Saxons  to  be  beheaded  in  one  dav.    Still,  another  rebellion  broke 
out;  and   at  a  second  diet,  held   at  Paderhorn  in  785,  most  stringent 
laws  were  enacted,  which  punished  with  death  the  slightest  opposition 
to  the  ordinances  of  the  Church.      Widvkind  and  Albion,  the  two  prin- 
cipal Saxon  chiefs,  saw  the  uselessness  of  further  resistance.     They 
were  baptized  in  785,  after  which  they  continued  faithful  both  to  thf 
king  and  to  the  Church.     But  the  people  in  general  were  far  from 
quiet.    In  804  Charles  expelled  10,000  Saxon  families  from  their  homes, 
%nd  gave  their  lands  to  his  allies,  the  Obotrites.     This  measure  at  last 
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swured  peaje.  Charles  had  founded  eight  sees  in  Saxony.  Undei 
their  festering  care,  Christianity  now  spread  among  the  Saxons,  who 
by  and  by  learned  to  hold  its  truths  with  the  same  warmth  and  devout- 
nesfl  as  the  other  German  races.  Of  this  the  popular  Epoe,  entitled 
"The  Saviour"  {J  88,  2),  affords  suflScient  evidence. 


3  79.  THE   SLAVONIANS  WITHIN  THE  BOUNDARIES  OF 

GERMANY. 

CoMP.  Schafarik,  Dnhrowsky,  Philaret  and  Ginzel  (§  72). — J.Palachj, 
Gesch.  T.  Bohmen.    Vol.  I.     Prague  I83C. 

In  their  progress,  the  Huns  had  driven  the  Slavonians  south- 
wards as  far  as  the  banks  of  the  Danube,  and  westwards  to  those 
of  the  Vistula.  When,  in  the  sixth  century,  the  Avari,  a  Mon- 
gol race,  took  possession  of  Dacia,  Pannonia,  and  Dalmatia,  the 
Slavonians  were  obliged  to  retreat  still  further  westward.  Dur- 
ing this  period  no  attempts  seem  to  have  been  made  to  carry  the 
Gospel  to  the  Slavonians  in  the  north-eastern  parts  of  Germany, 
although  the  See  of  Salzburg  made  great  efforts  to  convert  both 
the  Slavonians  in  the  south  and  the  Avari.  But  these  lal)ours 
were  not  at^nded  with  great  success  till  the  middle  of  tho  eighth 
century.  In  748  Borulh,  the  prince  of  the  Carantani  (in  our 
modern  Carinthia),  invoked  the  assistance  of  Thassilo  II.,  Duko 
of  Bavaria,  against  the  oppression  of  the  Avari.  His  nephew 
Ceitumar  was  educated  in  Bavaria  in  the  Christian  relii^ion. 
When  in  753  he  assumed  the  reins  of  government,  he  introduced 
Christianity  into  his  dominions.  After  the  fall  of  Thassilo, 
Carinthia  became  also  subject  to  Frankish  rule  (in  788\  and 
Charlemagne  extended  his  conquests  likewise  to  the  countries 
of  the  Avari  and  the  Moravians.  Commissioned  bv  that  mon- 
arch,  Arno  was  zealously  engaged  in  Christianizing  these  tribes; 
and  with  this  object  in  view,  his  diocese  of  Salzburg  was  ele- 
vated to  the  rank  of  a  metropolitan  see.  In  796  Tudun,  prince 
of  the  Avari,  was  baptized  at  Aix-la-chapelle  amid  a  largo  con- 
course of  people;  and  in  797  the  whole  nation  pledged  itself  to 
become  Christianized,  and  desired  Christian  teachers.  In  the 
ninth  century  the  name  Avari  disap])ears  from  history.  In  855 
the  Grand  Duke  i?a«/i8/ay  freed  Moravia  from  Frankish  domina-' 
tion,  when  the  jurisdiction  of  the  German  bishops  entirely  ceascid. 
The  new  ruler  of  Moravia  applied  to  the  Byzantine  Emperor  for 
Slavonic  missionaries.     The  brothers  Cyrill  and  MrrnoPiu.s 
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who  had  already  distinguished  themselves  in  a  kindred  depart- 
ment of  missionary  labour  (§  72,  2,  3),  were  dispatched  on  thij 
errand  (863).  They  immediately  introduced  Slavonian  woiship 
and  liturgy ;  and  by  preaching  in  the  vernacular,  readily  gained 
access  to  the  hearts  of  the  people.  But  political  considerations 
obliged  the  missionaries  to  join  the  Romish  Church.  The  only 
remnant  of  former  independence  left,  was  the  permission  to 
continue  the  use  of  the  Slavonic  liturgy.  Through  the  friendly 
intercourse  subsisting  between  the  Moravians  and  the  Czechs  in 
Bohemia^  the  way  was  also  opened  for  the  evangelization  of  that 
country. 

1.  The  Moravian  Church,  —  Although  great  success  attended  the 
^^^^{iUwvl'  preaching  of  uyrill  and  Methodius  in  Moravia,  the  political  conipli- 
JU^^^*^      cations  of  that  period  rendered  their  position  one  of  great  diflBculty. 

Indeed,  only  under  the  protection  of  the  Papacy  could  they  hope  to 
maintain  their  ground.  Accordingly,  they  gladly  accepted  an  invita- 
tion from  Pope  Nicholas  I.  (8G7)  to  visit  Rome.  On  their  arrival,  they 
found  the  Chair  of  Peter  occupied  by  Hadrian  II.  Cyrillus  remained  at 
Rome,  where  he  wjon  afterwards  died.  Methodius  made  formal  sub- 
mission to  the  Papacy,  and  was  consecrated  Archbishop  of  Moravia. 
But  the  German  Bishops,  in  their  envy  of  the  honours  bestowed  on  a 
hated  rival,  impugned  the  fealty  of  Methodius,  clmrged  him  with 
heresy,  and  inveighed  against  the  Slavonic  liturgy  which  he  had  in- 
troduced. It  was  not  difficult  to  arouse  the  suspicion  of  Pope  John 
VIIL,  and  Methodius  was  summoned  to  Rome  in  no  gentle  terms 
(879).  The  evangelist  obeyed  ;  he  completely  refuted  these  calumnies, 
and  returned  to  his  diocese  not  only  with  his  former  title,  but  also  with 
\liQ  express  permission  to  continue  the  Slavonic  liturgy  —  only  that,  by 
way  of  special  distinction,  the  Gospel  was  to  be  read  first  in  Latin  and 
then  in  Slavonic.  Nothing  daunted,  the  German  bishops  continued 
by  their  intrigues  to  embitter  the  last  days  of  the  devoted  missionary 
(o6.  885.)  After  his  death  the  Moravian  priests  were  the  objects  of  a 
general  persecution,  and  the  archiepiscopal  See  of  Moravia  remained 
"^  vacant  for  fourteen  years,  till  John  IX.  restored  it  in  899.     But  in  908 

the  independence  of  Moravia  ceased,  and  the  country  was  divided  be- 
tween the  Bohemians  and  the  Magyars.  ^  l'.'*  •''   j^-  J   ) 

2.  Introduction  of  Chrifttianity  into  Bohemia,  —  On  New  Year's  day 
845  fourteen  Czech  nobles  appeared  at  the  court  of  Louis  the  Ger- 
manic in  Regensburg,  and  along  with  their  suite  requested  baptism. 
The  motives  and  consequences  of  this  step  have  not  been  recorded. 
When  Ratislav  elevated  Mora^ia  to  the  rank  and  power  of  an  inde- 
pendent realm,  the  Bohemians  entered  into  close  alliance  with  the 
Moravians.  Soatoplukj  the  successor  of  Ratislav,  married  a  daughtei 
of  Borzivoi,  the  ruler  of  Bohemia  (87l).    After  that,  the  labours  of 
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Mdhodms  were  extended  to  Bohemia  also,  and  their  guccess  waa 
marked.  Borzivoi  himself,  and  his  wife  St.  LudmiUa,  were  baptized  by 
him  80  early  as  in  871.  The  sons  of  Borzivoi,  Spitihneo  (ob.  912)  and 
VrafUiav  (ob,  92C),  equally  promoted  the  spread  and  establishment  of 
the  Church  in  Bohemia,  a  work  in  which  they  were  zealouslj  aided  by 
their  pious  mother.    (Comp.  {  93,  2.) 

2  80   THE  SCANDINAVIAN  NATIONS. 

Com  p.  F.  E.  Daklmann,  Gesch,  v.  Danem.  Vol.  I.  Ilamb.  1840.  — 
E,  G.  Qtijtr,  Gesch.  v.  Schweden.  Vol.  I.  Hamb.  1833.— ^V.  minitr, 
K.-G.  V.  Danem.  u.  Norw.  (Ch.  Hist,  of  Denm.  and  Norway).  Vol.  I. 
Leipz.  1823.  —  K.  Maurer^  d.  Bekehr.  d.  norw.  Stammes  zum  Christth. 
(Conv.  of  the  Norw.  Race  to  Christian.)  Vol.  II.  Munich  185G.  —  The 
biographies  of  St.  Ansgar  by  Knise  (Altona  1813),  by  F.  A.  Krummch 
eker  (Brem.  1828),  by  HeiiterdaJil  (Berlin  1837),  by  Kraffl  (in  Latin, 
Hamb.  1840),  by  Daniel  (Halle  1842),  and  by  Klippel  (Bremen  1845). 

At  an  early  period  the  attention  of  the  missionaries  who 
laboured  among  the  Frisians  and  Saxons  was  directed  to  the 
neighbouring  provinces  of  Jutland  and  Denmark.  Already  in 
696  Willibrord  (§  t8,  3)  carried  the  Gospel  beyond  the  Eider ; 
and  Charlemagne  perceived  the  necessity  of  extending  his  own 
and  the  Churches  conquests  over  the  peninsula  of  Jutland,  and 
to  the  sea-shore,  in  order  firmly  to  secure  his  rule  over  the 
Saxons  and  Frisians.  But  circumstances  prevented  this  monarch 
from  carrying  this  plan  into  execution.  More  favourable  pros- 
pects opened  under  the  reign  of  Louis  the  Pious.  King  Harold, 
who  had  been  expelled  from  Denmark,  repaired  for  protection  to 
the  Frankish  court.  By  the  aid  of  Louis,  he  again  obtained  a 
footing  in  Jutland.  Ebho,  Archbishop  of  Mayence,  followe<l  in 
his  train  as  missionary  to  Denmark  (823).  Under  the  protec- 
tion of  Harold,  Ebbo  baptized  many  Danes  ;  but  he  was  obliged 
to  retire  after  a  stay  of  only  one  year.  Harold  himself  was  also 
hardly  beset.  Accordingly,  he  resolved  to  throw  off  the  heathen- 
ism of  his  country,  and  to  ally  himself  completely  with  Germany. 
For  this  purpose  he  embarked  in  82fi,  accompanied  by  his 
wife  and  child,  and  a  large  suite,  and  was  baptized  with  great 
pomp  in  the  Church  at  Mayence,  where  Louis  at  the  time  held 
his  court.  On  his  return  he  was  accompanied  by  Ansgar,  a 
young  monk  from  the  convent  of  Corvey  on  the  Weser,  to  whom 
Louis  entrusted  the  difficult  and  dangerous  task  of  gaining 
Scandinavia  for  the  Church.  Ansgar  may  be  styled  th**  Aposlk 
2» 
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of  the  North.  He  devoted  his  whole  life  to  the  great  work,  and 
saceeeded,  —  at  least  so  far  as  iudomitable  perseverence,  dc- 
?otedness,  and  self-denial  among  innumerable  difficulties  and 
trials  could  secure  such  an  object. 

1.  Ansgar^  the  son  of  Frankish  parents,  ^as  educated  in  th« 
mDnastcry  of  Corvey  in  Picardy,  whence  he  was  removed  to  the  con 
vent  of  New  Corvey,  when  the  latter  was  founded.  Even  while  a 
ohild  he  had  visions  and  dreams,  in  which  missionary  activity  and  the 
martyr's  crown  were  held  out  to  him.  His  first  missionary  journey 
(826)  promised  little  success.  Harold  settled  on  the  borders  of  Jutland, 
without  venturing  to  advance  into  the  interior.  This  circumstance 
necessarily  restrained  the  zeal  of  Ansgar.  Still  he  founded  a  school, 
and  bought  a  number  of  young  Danish  serfs  in  order  to  educate  them 
for  the  ministry  among  their  countrymen.  But  in  the  following  year 
Harold  was  again  expelled,  and  Ansgar  also  had  to  retire  (827).  Two 
years  afterwards  Louis  obtained  tidings  that  in  Swedejt  there  were  a 
number  of  Christians,  and  that  the  king  himself  and  all  his  people  were 
desirous  of  obtaining  Christian  instruction.  In  company  with  several 
other  priests,  Ansgar  now  undertook  a  mission  to  that  country  in  830. 
On  their  journey  the  missionaries  were  plundered  by  pirates ;  his 
associates  advised  to  return  home,  but  the  courage  of  Ansgar  was  not 
shaken.  After  untold  difficulties  they  at  last  landed  at  Birka,  and 
were  well  received  by  BJdrny  king  of  Sweden.  A  small  number  of 
Christian  captives  received  them  with  joy,  and  gathered  around  them 
for  worship:  young  serfs  were  bought,  a  school  was  erected,  and  the 
Gospel  preached  to  the  people.  Several  Swedes  were  baptized, — 
among  them  Uerigar,  the  Governor  of  Birka,  on  whose  property  the 
first  Christian  church  was  built.  After  the  lapse  of  a  year  and  a  half 
Ansgar  returned  to  the  Fraukish  court,  in  order  to  have  the  mission 
placed  in  a  position  which  would  promise  greater  stability.  lA)ui,^  th^ 
Piowi  yielded  to  his  representation?,  and  founded  at  Hamburg,  o\\  the 
borders  of  Denmark,  an  archiopi8e(>j)al  see  for  S<"andinavia.  He  de- 
signated Ansgar  as  its  first  occupant,  and  assigned  the  revenues  of  the 
rich  abbey  of  TiuhoU  for  his  support  and  for  that  of  the  mission  (H33). 
Ansgar  repaired  to  Rome,  and  obtained  from  Gregory  IV.  a  bull  con- 
firming his  appointment,  and  nominating  him  Vicar  Apostolic  for  the 
North.  lie  next  built  a  cathedral  and  a  convent  at  Hamburg,  pur- 
chased additional  Danish  vouths  to  educate  them  f»>r  the  ministrv,  and 
sent  fresh  labourers  to  Sweden.  But  adversities  of  every  kind  now 
overtook  the  Archbishop.  In  840  the  Normans  invaded  Hamburg,  and 
destn)yed  both  the  town,  the  churi'h,  the  monastery,  and  the  library. 
With  difficulty  Ansgar  and  his  monks  escaped  with  their  lives.  Si^ni 
afterwanls  the  Swedish  missionaries  were  expelled  by  the  pagans  of 
that  country,  and  for  fifteen  years  evangelistic  labours  had  in  great 
measure   to   be   suspended.      Louis   died,   and    Harold    api»statized. 
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IRThen  diaries  the  Bald  obtained  Flanders  (in  843)  ir  virtue  of  the 
treaty  of  Verdun,  that  callous  monarch  immediately  claimed  the  abbey 
of  Turholt  —  to  bestow  it  on  one  of  his  worthless  favovirites.  Ansgar 
was  now  entirely  destitute  of  all  means  of  subsistence-)  his  clergy, 
whom  he  could  no  longer  support,  left  him,  and  his  educational 
establishment  was  closed.  His  neighbour  Leuteric^  Bishop  of  Bremen, 
with  whom  he  sought  a  refuge,  and  who  had  long  envied  his  position, 
turned  him  from  his  door.  At  last  he  found  an  asylum  with  a  noble 
widow,  who  assigned  a  farmhouse  on  her  property  at  Ramslo,  near 
Hamburg,  for  his  residence.  In  847  Leuteric  of  Bremen  died ;  and 
Louis  ihe  Germanic  resolved  to  conjoin  the  See  of  Bremen  with  that  of 
Hamburg,  in  order  again  to  secure  the  means  "f  subsistence  to  the 
tried  Apostle  of  the  North.  Against  this  arrangement  the  Bishops  of 
Verden  and  Cologne,  from  interested  motives,  raised  objections ;  but 
their  opposition  was  stopped  by  Pope  Nicholas  I.  (858).  Meantime 
Ansgar  had  laboured  indefatigably  in  connection  with  the  Scandinavian 
mission,  notwithstanding  the  straits  to  which  himself  was  reduced. 
Denmark  was  at  that  time  under  the  rule  of  Eric  (Horic),  to  whose 
court  Ansgar  frequently  repaired  as  ambassador  of  the  German  king. 
He  succeeded  in  gaining  his  favour,  and  was  allowed  to  build  a  church 
at  Schleswig,  and  to  organize  a  mission  which  extended  over  the  whole 
of  the  country.  Although  Eric  himself  ventured  not  openly  to  profess 
Christianity,  the  fanaticism  of  the  pagans  broke  out  in  open  revolt. 
Eric  was  dethroned,  and  fell  in  battle  (854).  The  victorious  rebels 
appointed  a  boy,  Eric  Jl.j  his  successor ;  but  the  government  was  in 
reality  administered  by  a  chief  named  /ori,  a  furious  enemy  of  the 
Gospel,  who  expelled  the  Christian  priests,  and  declared  the  profession 
of  Christianity  a  capital  offence.  In  855  Eric  shook  off  the  tutelage  of 
•J«»vi,  and  extended  toleration  to  Christians.  Missionary  labours  were 
now  resume<l  with  fresh  ardour  and  great  success.  —  All  attempts  to 
n.-establish  the  mission  in  Sweden  had  failed,  when  Ansgar  in  852 
resolved  himself  to  undertake  this  work.  By  rich  presents  and  a 
splendid  entertainment  he  secured  the  favour  of  Ohf,  king  of  Swe<len. 
The  question  of  tolerating  Christianity  was  submitted  in  popular 
assembly  to  the  decision  of  the  heathen  lots,  which  fell  in  favour  of 
the  Gospel.  After  that,  the  labours  of  the  missionaries  continued  un- 
disturbed in  Sweden  till  the  death  of  Ansgar  in  805.  The  most  ardent 
hope  of  his  life  —  to  obtain  the  martj'r's  crown  —  was  indeed  disap- 
pointed ;  but  a  life  so  full  of  labours,  sufferings,  trials,  devotodnos.^, 
perseverance,  and  self-denial,  is  surely  jrreator  than  oven  a  martyr's 
crown. — He  was  succeeded  in  the  See  of  naniburg-Brcmen  l)y  Rimberff 
his  favourite  pupil,  the  companion  of  almost  all  his  missionary  journeys, 
and  his  biographer.  It  was  Rimbert's  ambition  to  follow  in  the  wake 
of  his  great  predecessor,  and  the  Scandinavian  mission  formed  the 
object  of  his  deep  solicitude.  But  the  irruptions  of  the  Danish  and 
Norman  pirates  sadly  interfered  with  the  peaceful  work  of  the  Gospel 
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These  troubles  increased  after  the  deatli  of  Rimbcrt  to  such  an  extent^ 
that  the  Archbishop  of  Cologne  could  again  bring  forward  his  claimf 
on  the  See  of  Bremen,  —  this  time  with  the  plea,  that  the  purpose  for 
which  the  see  of  Hamburg  had  been  founded  was  wholly  frustrated. 
—  (Principal  Source:  Adam  BremensiSj  Gesta  Ilamburgensis  eccl.  Epis- 
doporum  (to  the  year  1076). 

-  {  81.  CHRISTIANITY  AND  ISLAMISM. 

Com  p.  /.  Aschbach,  Oesch.  d.  Ommaijaden  in  Sp.  (Hist,  of  the  Oni- 
miades  in  Spain).  Frkf.  1829.  2  Vols.*— F.  W.  J^mke,  Gesch.  v.  Sp.. 
continued  by  H,  Schd/er.  Vols.  I.  II.  Hamb.  1831 — 44. —  Concfe\n 
History  of  the  Arabs  in  Spain,  transl.  by  Mrs  Foster.  3  Vols  London 
1854  (Bohn's  Libr.).  —  Af.  Amari,  Storia  dei  Musulmanni  di  Sicilia. 
{"irenze.  1854. 

Since  the  year  665  the  Saraceps,  and  their  allies  the  Moors 
(or  inhabitants  of  Barbary),  who  had  become  converts  to 
Mohammedanism,  gradually  extended  their  conquests  in  North- 
ern Africa,  till  the  rule  of  Byzantium  (§  76,  3)  had  finally  to 
give  way  before  theirs.  From  Africa  they  passed,  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  a  traitor,  in  711  to  Spain,  where  they  swept  away  tlie 
Gothic  domination.  In  less  than  five  years  the  entire  peninsula, 
with  the  exception  of  the  mountainous  districts  in  the  north,  was 
In  their  possession.  The  fruitful  plains  north  of  the  Pyrenees 
next  excited  their  cupidity  ;  but  the  bloody  defeat  which  Chai^h^ 
JUartel  inflicted  on  the  invaders  at  Poiliera  in  732,  effectually 
checked  such  attempts.  In  tin's  battle  tlie  Franks  at  the  same 
time  saved  Europe  and  preserved  its  Christianity.  In  752  the 
dynasty  of  the  Ommiades  at  Damascus,  whose  sway  extended 
also  over  Moorish  Spain,  was  supplanted  by  that  of  the  Abassi- 
des.  Abdrrrhaman  /.,  a  srioii  of  the  dethroniMl  ftiniilv,  es- 
caped  to  Spain,  wiiore  he  founded  the  independent  calii»hate  of 
Cordova,  which  soon  became  distinguished  for  the  brilliant  cul 
tore  which  it  encournj^ed.  The  domitiion  of  the  Arabs  in  S[>ain 
was,  however,  threatened  from  two  sides.  When  Roderic  suc- 
cumbed before  the  Saracens  (711.),  Pelaijo,  a  relative  of  the 
Gothic  monarch,  retired  with  a  small  but  heroic  band  to  the 
inaccessible  mountain  fastnesses  of  Aaturia.  There,  and  in  the 
mountains  by  the  Bay  of  Biscay,  where  Alfonso,  his  son-in-law, 
held  command,  national  independence  and  Christianity  were  still 
prese.'ved.  At  a  later  period  Alfonso  reijrned  over  these  two 
iistricts,  conquered  Qalicia  and  Castile,  and  restored  in  his  do 
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minions  the  supremacy  of  Cliristinnity.     The  people  honoured 
his  memory  by  giving  him  the  title  of  Catholic.     By  continued 
expeditions    against  the  infidels,  his   successors  enlarged   theit 
possessions  as  far  as  the  banks  of  tlie  Dnero.     Among  thenu 
Al/onso  If.,  the    ChoHte  (oh.  850),  who  fixed  his  residence    nt 
Oviedo,  was  specially  distinguished  both  for  his  bravery  and  his 
love  of  literature.  —  In  the  eastern  part  of  Spain  also  the  arms 
of  the  Christians  drove  the  Moslems  from  their  strong  places. 
In  778  Charlemagne  conquered  the  country  to  the  banks  of  the 
Ebro.     The  revolt  of  the  Saxons  prevented  him  from  penetra- 
ting farther,  and  his  most  distinguished  warriors  were  murdered 
in  the  Pyrenees  by  the  lawless  Basques.     But  in  two  other  cam- 
paigns (in  800  and  801)  he  again  subjected  the  country,  as  far 
a«  the  Ebro,  to   the    Prankish    sceptre.  —  In    Sicily  also  the 
Moslems  gained  a  footing.     In  827  a  Byzantine  colonel  fled  to 
Africa,  from  the  punishment  he   had   incurred,  whence   he  re- 
turned at  the  head   of  10,000   Saracens,  who   ravaged   Sicily. 
Other  succours  followed,  and  in  a  few  years  nil   Sicih/  wns  sub- 
ject to  the  Arabs,  who  every  year  made  predatory  incursions  on 
the  coast  of  Italy,  and  on  one  occasion  penetrated  even  to  the 
gales  of  Rome.     In  880  they  formed  a  settlement  at  the  mouth 
of  the   river   Garigliano,  levying    heavy    contributions    on  the 
whole  of  Central  Italy,  until  finally  in  916  John  X.  succeeded  in 
expelling  them.     In  889  Spanish- Moorish  pirates  landed  on  the 
coast  of  Provence,  occupied  the  castle  FraxinetJini,  and  pillaged 
the  regions  of  the  Alps  and  northern  Italy  for  a  whole  century. 
The  eflfects  of  their  rapacity,  however,  were  most  severely  felt  in 
Southern  Italy.     This    state  of  matters  continued  for  two  and 
a  half  centuries,  till  in    1091  the  Normans  finally  expelled  the 
Saracens  from  Sicily.      (Comp.  §  95,  1.)  *° 

1.  The  Spanish  Chrisiums,  who  were  subject  to  the  rule  of  the 
Om  mi  ad  eg,  were  called  Mozarabs  (Arabi  Mustaniba,  i.  e.,  arabized 
Arabs,  in  contradietinction  to  the  Arabi  Araba,  or  Arabs  properly  so 
CHlle*!).  In  some  respects,  they  enjoyed  greater  liberty  than  the 
Eastern  Christians  under  Saracen  rule.  Many  Christian  youths  of  the 
be<t  families  attended  the  flourishing  schools  planted  by  the  Moors. 
were  enthusiastic  in  their  admiration  of  the  Arab  lanj^uage  and  litera- 
ture, and  anxious  to  be  employed  at  court,  or  as  public  servants.  In 
opposition  to  this  anti-christian  and  anti-national  movement,  others,  in 
an  excess  of  fanatical  bigotry,  rushed  forward  to  martyrdom,  and 
indulged  in  gratuitou**  and  unprovoked  insults  on  the  Mohammedan 
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rule  nni  religion.  This  species  of  Christian  fanaticism  awakcnca 
kindred  feelings  in  the  Moslems,  and  led  to  bloody  persecutions  (850- 
69).  PerfeciuMf  a  monk,  was  the  first  of  these  martyrs.  When  asked 
what  he  thought  of  Mohammed,  he  denounced  him  as  a  false  prophet, 
for  which  he  was  executed.  Abden-haman  IL,  who  at  the  time  was 
Galiph,  was  not  a  fanatic.  In  his  anxiety  to  put  an  end  to  such  scenes, 
he  prevailed  on  Recafrid,  the  Metropolitan  of  Seville,  to  issue  an  ordi- 
nance, which  interdicted  all  insults  against  the  Moslem  Prophet.  But 
this  measure  only  served  to  increase  the  fanaticism  of  the  extreme 
party,  which  was  headed  by  Eulogws  (a  presbyter,  afterwards  Arcli- 
bishop)  of  Cordova,  and  by  Paulus  Aharus.  Euhgius  himself  kept 
concealed  a  converted  Moorish  girl,  and  on  that  account  was  executed 
along  with  her  (in  859).     He  was  the  latst  victim  of  this  persecution. 


II.  INDEPENDENT  DEVELOPMENT  OF  THE  GERMANIC  CHURCH. 

J  82.   THE   PAPACY  AND  THE  CAROLIXGIANS. 

CoMP.  the  works  cited  at  J  40.  —  J.  EUeiidorf,  d.  Karolinger  u.  d. 
Hierarchic  ihrer  Zeit.  Essen  1838.  2  Vols.  —  <S.  Sugenhehn,  Gesch.  d. 
Entsteh.  u.  Ausb.  d.  Kirclienstaates  (Hist,  of  the  Rise  and  Growth  of 
the  States  of  the  Church).  Leipz.  1851. — C.  Ilofffer,  d.  deutschen  Fapste. 
Regensb.  1839.  —  Scuddamorey  Rome  and  England.    London  1855. 

The  conversion  of  the  Germanic  races  had  been  in  preat 
measure  accomplished  without  direct  aid  from  Rome.  Hence 
even  the  Catholic  Germanic  churches  paid  at  first  little  honiape 
to  the  See  of  Peter.  Tliis  remark  applies  especially  to  the 
Qothic  Church  in  Spain.  Estranged  from  Rome  even  in  peace- 
ful limes,  the  Saracen  invasion  of  711  necessarilv  cut  it  off"  from 
all  intercourse  with  the  Papacy.  But  the  independent  Christian 
provinces  of  Spain  also  remained,  up  to  the  eleventh  century, 
unconnected  with  Rome.  The  growth  or  decay  of  the  Frovki.sh 
churches^  both  in  Gaul  and  in  Austrasia,  under  the  reign  of  the 
Merovingians,  depended  likewise  solely  on  internal  causes.  It 
was  otherwise  in  j&ngr/anci,  where  the  intercourse  with  the  mother- 
church  in  Rome  was  close  and  continuous.  From  the  first,  the 
principle  of  papal  supremacy  had  been  admitted,  nor  was  it 
contravened  except  in  rare  instances.  Innumerable  pilgrimages 
»f  Anglo-Saxons,  of  all  ranks,  to  the  graves  of  the  Princea  of 
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the  Apostles,  both  indicated  and  fostered  the  national  attach- 
ment to  the  See  of  Peter.  In  the  eight!)  century,  the  concourse 
of  so  many  English  pilgrims  in  the  Eternal  City  led  to  the 
establishment  of  a  great  home  or  inn  for  them  at  Rome,  called 
the  Pfltnin  f^nnrn^ina.  The  "Pe^(?r'i<  joewcf?,"  which  afterwards 
became  a  regular  tribute  paid  by  the  English  nation  to  the 
Papal  See,  was  first  levied  for  the  maintenance  of  this  institu- 
tion. The  Anglo-Saxons — ^specially  St.  Bonifacius  —  not  only 
banded  to  Rome  the  fruits  of  their  missionary  labours  gathered 
in  heathen  lands,  but  reorganized  after  the  Romish  fashion  the 
national  churches  already  existing  in  the  various  Prankish  pro- 
vinces, and  reduced  them  to  submission  to  the  Papal  See.  At  a 
somewhat  later  period  the  intercourse  between  the  popes  and 
the  Carolingian  rulers  became  so  close,  as  to  constitute  almost 
the  entire  diplomatic  correspondence  of  the  Curia. 

1.  Origin  of  the  Staler  of  the  Church,  —  By  legacies  and  donations 
the  Roman  See  had  gradually  acquired  very  extensive  landed  property 
(Patrimonium  S.  Petri),  which  supplied  the  moans  of  reliovinj^  the 
inhabitants  of  Italy  during  the  troubles  connected  with  the  irruption 
of  the  barbarians.  This,  however,  did  not  imply  any  exercise  of 
sovereign  rights,  which,  indeed,  were  never  claimed.  After  the  restora- 
tion of  Byzantine  rule,  which  was  represented  in  Italy  hy  an  exarch 
(!  76,  7),  the  political  power  of  the  popes  rapidly  increased.  Indeed, 
the  continuance  of  the  Exarchate  often  depended  on  the  good-will  of 
the  pontiffs,  to  whom  the  prospect  of  becomincj  the  court-patriarchs  of 
a  new  Longobard-Roman  dynasty  would,  of  course,  appear  far  from 
attractive.  Still,  they  were  not  able  to  prevent  the  Longobards  from 
conquering  district  after  district,  belonging  to  the  Exarchate.  At  last 
Gregory  III.  applied  to  Charles  Mattel  for  help  against  LuHfyrand  (in 
738).  The  Frankish  ruler  despatched  two  clerics  to  Italy  for  the 
purpose  of  negotiating  a  peace.  Pope  Z(icharia.%  in  virtue  of  h'w,  ^^  o^.,V""^ 
apostolic  authority,  sanctioned  the  removal  of  Chihleric  III.  (the  Mero- 
vingian puppet-king),  when  Pepin  the  Short  a<lded  the  royal  title  t^ 
the  royal  power,  which  he  had  long  possessed  (752).  Meantime, .the 
Lombards,  under  Aiatnlf  had  taken  Ravenna,  and  demanded  thfi  sub- 
mission of  Rome.  Pope  Stephen  11.  now  earnestly  appealed  to  the 
Franks  for  help.  At  the  invitation  of  Pepin  he  even  went  to  France, 
and  anointed  that  monarch  and  his  sons ;  in  return  for  whieli  Pepin 
made  formal  promise  of  taking  the  Exarchate  from  the  LK)nibards,  and 
handing  it  to  the  Pope  (754).  The  Frankish  ruler  redeemed  his 
pledge ;  and  in  two  campaigns  cleared  the  Exarchate  from  its  occu- 
pants, and  formally  gave  it  to  St.  Peter.  The  grateful  Pontiff  bestowed 
a|>nn  Pepin,  as  patron  of  the  Romish  Church,  the  insignia  of  Patriciac 
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of  Rome.  When  ambassadors  from  Byzantium  claimed  for  thei: 
Emperor  these  provinces,  Pepin  only  replied  that  the  Franks  had  shed 
their  blood  for  St.  Peter,  and  not  for  the  Greeks  (755).  But  the 
Lombards  continued  to  molest  the  Papal  See,  till,  at  the  request  of 
Pope  Hadrian  /.,  Charlemagne  again  interfered  (768-814),  took  Pavia, 
put  King  Dcsiderivs  into  the  convent  of  Corvey,  and  annexed  Lom- 
bardy  to  the  Prankish  Empire.  On  this  occasion  Charles  confirmed 
and  increased  what  his  father  had  given  to  the  Papal  See,  and  depo- 
sited a  formal  document  to  that  effect  at  the  grave  of  the  Prince  of  the 
Apostles  (774).  Unfortunately,  this  and  the  other  documents  in  this 
transaction  have  gone  amissing — probably  intentionally  ;  but  there  is 
sufficient  evidence  that  the  donation  of  Charlemagne  did  not  by  any 
means  imply  that  the  popes  were  to  exercise  absolute  and  independent 
Bway.  The  Prankish  monarch  himself  retained  the  rights  of  supreme 
lordship,  and  the  Pope  with  all  the  citizens  had  to  take  an  oath  of 
fealty  to  him.  In  fact,  the  Pope  was  a  Prankish  vassal,  and  the  States 
of  the  Church  only  formed  the  largest  "immunity"  of  that  period 
The  Pope  had  all  inferior  jurisdiction,  and  nominated  the  Government 
officials ;  but  the  latter  were  superintended  and  controlled  by  Prankish 
Deputies  (missi  dominici),  who  were  charged  to  hear  appeals,  to  receive 
complaints,  and  to  adjudicate  on  them.  These  rights  of  suzerainty 
were  claimed  even  by  the  successors  of  Charlemagne,  however  well 
the  popes  knew  to  avail  themselves  of  the  weakness  of  these  sovereigns. 
The  popes,  indeed,  resisted  as  opportunity  offered ;  and  the  fable  about 
&  Donatio  Constantiniy  according  to  which  the  Franks  had  only  restored 
to  St.  Peter  what  he  had  possessed  since  the  reign  of  Constantine, 
dates  even  from  the  time  of  Charlemagne.  (The  story  was  that  Con- 
stantino had  removed  his  residence  to  Byzantium  for  the  express 
purpose  of  securing  to  the  Pope  the  undisturbed  sovereignty  over 
Italy.)  In  the  forged  Decretals  of  Isidore  (?  87,  2),  a  copy  of  the 
pretended  authentic  document,  in  which  the  donation  ha«l  been  con- 
veyed, was  inserted.  Laur.  Valla  (do  falso  credita  et  ementita  Con- 
stantini  donatione,  —  edited  by  Ulric  von  Jfniten  in  1518,  after  the 
author's  forced  retractation)  was  the  first,  on  critical  grounds,  to  prove 
the  spuriousness  of  this  document,  although  it  had  previously  been 
questioned  by  individuals.  —  (Comp.  E.  M'nnch,  lib.  d.  Schenk.  Konst. 
(on  the  Donation  of  Const.),  in  his  *'  Miscell.  Works,"  Ludw.  1828.  Vol. 
II.— /.  A.  Theiner,  de  P.  Isid.  cann.  Col.  Vrat.  1827.— i^.  A.  Kiinst,  de 
font,  et  cons,  pseudois.  Col.  Goelt.  1832.  For  the  genuineness:  Mar 
chetti.  Saggio  crit.  sopra  la  st)ria  di  Fleuri.  Rom.  1781;  comp.  aU( 
Wasserschleheny  Beitr.  z.  Gesch..  d.  fal.  Deer.  (Contrib.  to  the  Hist,  of 
the  False  Deer.).  Breslau  1844,) 

2.  The  Carolingian  Dynasty.  —  Pope  Hadrian  I.  was  succeeded  bf 
Leo  QL  (794-816),  whose  election  gave  great  offence  to  a  powerful 
party.  A  tumult  was  raised  (799),  but  the  Pope  escaped  to  the  court 
of  OharlemiigQe,  whom  he  assured  Uiat  his  enemies  had  deprived  hiis 
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•f  his  eyes  and  tongue,  which,  however,  St.  Peter  had  restored  the 
following  night.  His  opponents,  on  the  other  hand,  charged  him  before 
the  king  with  perjury  and  adultery.*  The  inquiry  instituted  must  have 
brought  ugly  matters  to  light ;  at  any  rate,  Akum  immediately  burned 
the  report  which  had  been  handed  to  him.  The  Pope  was  sent  back 
with  all  honours  to  Rome,  and  supported  by  a  Frank ish  guard.  The 
following  year  Charles  himself  crossed  the  Alps  with  his  army.  He 
convoked  a  synod  at  Rome ;  but  the  assembled  bishops  declined  to  act 
as  judges,  on  the  plea  that  the  successor  of  St.  Peter,  who  was  the  head 
of  all,  could  not  be  tried  by  his  inferiors.  The  Pope  proved  his  inno- 
cence by  an  oath,  and  afterwards  interceded  for  his  accusers.  At 
Christmas  Charles  attended  service  in  the  church  of  St.  Peter.  Mass 
being  ended,  the  Pope  unexpectedly  placed,  amidst  the  shouts  of  the 
people,  a  splendid  gold  crown  upon  his  head  (800).  The  coronation 
was  represented  as  the  result  of  a  sudden  Divine  inspiration  ;  in  reality 
it  had  been  the  subject  of  protracted  negotiations,  and  the  price  at 
which  the  Pope  purchased  the  protection  of  the  king.  The  empire 
which  Charlemagne  founded  was  meant  to  be  a  vast  theocratic  mon- 
archy, whose  sway  should  extend  over  all  the  globe.  The  Greek  mon- 
archs  had  proved  unworthy  of  this  distinction,  and  God  had  now  trans- 
ferred it  to  the  Prankish  ruler.  In  his  capacity  as  Emperor,  Charles 
was  placed  over  all  Christendom,  and  subject  only  to  God  and  to  His 
law.  He  was  indeed  the  most  obedient  son,  the  most  devoted  servant 
of  the  Church,  in  so  far  as  it  was  the  medium  and  the  channel  of  salva- 
tion ;  but  its  supreme  lord  and  ruler,  in  so  far  as  its  organization  was 
earthly  and  it  required  earthly  direction.  The  provinces  of  State  and 
Church,  though  distinct  and  separate,  were  closely  connected,  and,  so 
to  speak,  combined  in  the  person  of  the  Emperor  as  their  hiojhest  repre- 
sentative. Hence  many  of  the  legislative  ordinances  of  Charles  bore 
directly  upon  ecclesiastical  affairs.  When  making  statutes  a>)out  the 
government,  worship,  and  teaching  of  the  Church,  the  Emperor  was 
indeed  wont  to  consult  bishops  and  synods ;  but  he  ratified,  supple- 
mented, or  modified  their  decrees  according  to  his  own  views  of  duty, 
as  he  thought  that  the  responsibilit}'  ultimately  devolved  upon  himself. 
The  Pope  he  regarded  as  the  successor  of  St.  Peter  and  the  visible  head 
of  the  Church,  but  as  subject  to  the  Emperor,  who  was  ])laced  above 
both  State  and  Church.  In  setting  him  apart  to  this  exalted  station, 
the  Pope  had  acted  by  immediate  Divine  direction  and  commission, 
and  not  in  the  exercise  of  his  own  power  or  of  that  inherent  in  the 
Papacy.  Hence  coronation  by  the  Pope  was  a  ceremony  only  once 
enacted,  and  not  to  be  repeated;  the  office  was  hereditary  in  the  family 
of  Charles,  and  the  Emperor  alone  could  beget  or  nominate  another 
emperor.  Contrary  to  the  Prankish  law  of  succession,  the  empire  was 
to  continue  unbroken  and  undivided,  and  younger  sons  were  only  to 
occupy  the  subordinate  posts  of  viceroys.     Charles  died  in  814.     His 

'  Dean  Milman  thinks  the  latter  charge  refers  to  epin'tu  il  adultery  or  Simony. 
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son,  Louis  the  Pious  (814-840),  was  far  too  weak  to  complete  what  hil 
father  had  begun.  Foolish  affection  for  Charles  the  Bafdy  his  son  by  a 
second  marriage,  induced  him  to  revoke  the  order  of  succession  which 
himself  had  formerly  proclaimed  (829).  With  the  approval  and  aid  of 
somouf  the  most  influential  Prankish  bishops,  and  of  Pope  Gregory  IV„ 
the  other  sons  of  the  Emperor  now  rose  in  rebellion.  Louis  was  obliged 
to  do  public  penance  at  Compihgne  in  833,  and  kept  in  humiliating 
captivity  by  Lothair,  his  eldest  son.  But  this  circumstance  aroused 
public  sympathy,  and  Louis  (the  Germanic),  the  Emperor's  younger 
son,  restored  his  parent  to  liberty.  Against  the  prelates  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  conspiracy,  severe  sentences  were  now  pronounced  at 
the  Synod  of  Thionville  in  835.  Still  the  sons  of  Louis  were  continually 
in  arms  against  each  other.  Louis  lived  not  to  see  the  end  of  these 
hostilities  (o6. 848).  The  treaty  of  Verdun  in  843  partitioned  the  West- 
ern Empire  into  three  separate  and  independent  realms.  Lothair^  who 
with  the  imperial  title  obtained  Italy  and  a  narrow  territory  between 
Neustria  and  Austrasia,  died  in  855.  Of  his  three  sons,  Louis  IL  in- 
herited Italy  and  the  imperial  title ;  LotJiairy  the  district  called  after 
him,  Lotharingia ;  and  Charles  Burgundy  and  the  Provence.  When 
soon  afterwarSs  the  two  latter  died  without  leaving  issue  (8G9),  their 
uncles  seized  their  possessions  before  Louis  II.  had  time  to  interpose. 
By  the  treaty  of  MerseH  in  870  Charles  the  Bald  obtained  the  Romanic, 
V*^*"^  *^  and  Louis  the  Germanic  the  German  portions  of  their  father's  empire. 
Thus  was  the  great  Carolingian  monarchy  divided  into  three  states, 
each  of  distinct  language  and  nationality,  viz.,  Germany,  France,  and 
Italy. 

3.  The  Papacy  till  the  Time  of  Nicholas  L  —  However  weak  and  de- 
vout, Louis  the  Pious  was  not  prepared,  any  more  than  his  immediate 
successors,  to  surrender  the  supremacy  which  as  Emperor  he  claimed 
over  the  See  and  city  of  St.  Peter.  What  the  popes  felt  most  galling 
was,  that  before  being  consecrated  their  appointment  required  to  be 
ratified  by  the  Emperor.  As  this  had  been  eluded  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  Louis  sent  Lothair ^  his  son,  to  Italy,  in  order  to  arrange  the 
matter  once  for  all  with  Pope  Eugen  IL  The  so-called  Consiitutio  Bo' 
mana  now  agreed  upon  enacted  that  in  future  the  Romans  should  have 
no  voice  in  the  election  of  the  Pope,  and  that  before  the  Pontiff  was 
consecrated  his  appointment  should  be  ratified  by  the  Emperor,  to 
whom  the  successor  of  St.  Peter  was  to  take  an  oath  of  fealty  (824). 
But  although  the  emperors  jealously  watched  over  the  rights  thus 
accorded  them,  pretexts  were  never  awanting  to  evade  the  terms  of 
this  agreement.  —  Between  the  pontificate  of  Leo  IV.  (o6. 855)  and  that 
of  BejteJict  III.,  the  predecessor  of  Nicholas  I.,  the  Papal  See  was, 
according  to  an  old  legend,  occupied  by  a  female  called  Joan.  The 
story  runs,  that  a  girl  from  Mayence  had  in  male  disguise  accompanied 
her  paramour  to  Athens,  where  she  acquired  great  learning ;  that  she 
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had  next  appeared  under  the  name  of  Johannes  Angelicus  at  Rf»nie, 
Hnd  been  elected  Pope.     During  a  solemn  procession  she  had  given 
birth  to  a  child,  and  soon  afterwards  died,  having  officiated  for  two 
years,  five  months,  and  four  days,  under  the  name  of  John  VIII.     The 
oldest  testimony  in  favour  of  this  legend  is  that  of  Anastasius,  the 
Roman  librarian,  whose  **  liber  pontificalis"  dates  almost  from  that 
period:  but  according  to  the  statements  of  Roman  Catholic  editors, 
what  passes  as  his  biography  of  Joan  is  awanting  in  most  MSS.  of  this 
work,  and  must  therefore  be  regarded  as  a  spurious  interpolation. 
Marianus  Scotus,  ob.  1080),  is  the  next  witness  in  favour  of  the  story. 
It  is  furher  related,  with  all  its  details,  in  the  Chronicles  of  Martinus 
Polonua  (Grand  Penitentiary  of  Rome,  and  afterwards  Archbishop  of 
Gnesen,  o6. 1278),  and  after  him  unhesitatingly  reiterated  by  all  sub- 
sequent chroniclers  of  the  Middle  Ages.     Pope  John  JTX  (ob.  1277) 
acknowledged  Joan  as  one  of  his  predecessors,  and  accordingly  styled 
himself  John  XXI.     In  popular  opinion,  the  seat  of  the  marble  chair 
used  in  the  Lateran  Church  at  the  consecration  of  the  popes  (the  so- 
calle<l  SELLA  jg/grcorflrtfl ).  was  suj)posed  to  be  arranged  with  a  view  to 
render  in  future  the  mistake  of  electing  a  female  pontiff  impossible ; 
and  a  statue  which,  in  the  sixteenth  century,  was  (leHtroye<l  by  order 
of  the  Pope,  was  regarded  as  having  been  a  monument  of  Joan.     But 
the  silence  of  Photius,  who  would  undoubtedly  have  made  his  own  use 
of  such  a  piece  of  scandal,  and  contemporary  evidence  (such  as  the 
Annals  of  Prudentius  of  Troyes,  a  letter  by  Ilincmas  of  Rhoims,  a 
diploma  of  Benedict,  and  a  coin  of  Lothair),  which  proves  that  Bene- 
dict III.  immediately  succeeded  Leo  IV.,  render  it  impossible  to  regard 
this  story  as  other  than  a  legend.     No  clue,  however,  has  yet  been 
found  to  its  origin,  unless,  indee<l,  it  was  meant  a?*  a  satire  on  the  dis- 
wluteness  of  such  infamous  pontiffs  as  John  X.,  XI.,  or    XII.  —  only 
that  in  that  case  we  should  have  exj>ected  a  female  Pope  to  have  been 
introduced  in  the  tenth  and  not  in  the  ninth  centurv.  —  A  Calvinistic 
divine,  David  RlondeU  was  the  first  to  shr^w  that  the  story  could  not 
stand  the  test  of  sound  criticism,  and  was  utterly  unworthy  of  credence 
(Amst.  1649).     Since  then,  however,  its  authenticity  has  again  been 
defended  by  Spanheim  (0pp.  II.  577),  antl  lattorly  by  N.  Chr.  Kist 
("Ili.st.theol.Zeitschr."  for  1844.  II.).  Hase  (Ch.  Hist.,  Sth  e<l.,p.204) 
regards  it  as  at  least  conceivable  that  a  church  which  has  represented 
as  matter  of  history  what  has  never  taken  placo,  may  similarly  have 
blotte<i  out  what  really  took  place,  at  loa««t  so  long  as  the  knowledge 
of  it  seemed  dangerous  to  the  interests  of  the  Papacy. 

4.  Nicholas  L  and  Hadrian  11.  (8.38-^7-72).  — Of  the  pontiffs  who 
oc<*upied  the  papal  chair  between  the  time  of  Gregory  I.  and  that  of 
Oregc»ry  VII.,  N.icholas  I.  was  by  far  the  ablest.  A  man  of  unbend- 
ing will,  of  keen  penetration,  and  of  a  bold  spirit,  he  know  how  to 
avail  himself  of  the  political  troubles  of  bis  time,  of  pu]>lic  opinion, 
which  proclaimed  him  another  Elijah,  and  ultimately  also  of  the  pseudo 
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Isidorian  Decretals,  which  emerged  at  that  very  time  (see  J  87,  2),  tc 
invest  his  claims  for  absolute  papal  supremacy  with  the  appearance  of 
a  contest  on  behalf  of  truth,  right,  and  purity.     Among  the  various 
disputes  in  which  he  was  involved  (J  67,  1 ;  {  83,  1),  that  with  Lothair 
JLof  Lotharingia  proved  the  most  important.     That  prince,  desirous 
"oTmarrying  Waldrada,  with  whom  he  had  formed  an  improper  connec- 
tion, accused  Thiethergay  his  spouse,  of  incest  with  her  brother.     Two 
of  hie  prelates,   Gunther  of  Cologne  and  ThictguiU  of  Treves,  proved 
sufficiently  venal  to  gratify  the  adulterous  monarch  by  dissolving  his 
legitimate  marriage  at  a  synod  held  in  Aix  (859).     Lothair  now  form- 
ally espoused  Waldrada ;  but  Thietberga  escaped  from  the  nunnery  to 
which  she  had  been  confined,  to  do  penance  for  the  crime  with  which 
she  was  charged,  and  appealed  to  the  Pope.   The  two  uncles  of  Lothair, 
Louis  the  Germanic  and  Charles  the  Bald,  desirous  of  possessing  them- 
selves of  their  nephew's  country,  took  her  part.    By  appointment  of 
Charles,  Hincmar  of  Rheims  undertook  the  public  defence  of  the  queen. 
Nicholas  sent  Rodoald  of  Porto  (?  comp.  J  67,  1)  and  another  Italian 
bishop  to  Lotharingia  to  investigate  the  matter.     These  legates,  how- 
ever, were  bribed,  and  a  synod  held  at  Mefz  (863)  decided  in  favour  of 
the  king.     But  the  Pontiff  excommunicated  his  own  legates,  and  de- 
posed the  two  metropolitans  who  had  travelled  to  Rome  in  order  there 
to  try  what  Lotharingian  gold  could  effect  for  their  master.    To  avenge 
their  wrongs,  these  prelates  now  incited  the  Emperor  Louis  IJ.y  the 
brother  of  Lothair,  against  the  Pope.    Imperial  troops  occupied  Rome ; 
but  Louis  soon  came  to  an  understanding  with  the  Pontiff.     Deserted 
by  his  own  subjects,  and  threatened  in  his  possessions  by  his  uncles, 
jMihair  was  glad  to  make  submission,  and  humbly  implored  the  pro- 
tection of  the  Pope  against  the  covetousness  of  his  relatives.    Arsenius^ 
the  legate  whom  Nicholas  sent  across  the  Alps  to  arrange  matters, 
acted  as  if  he  had  been  absolute  lord  of  the  three  Prankish  empires. 
Lothair  was  obliged  to  take  back  Thietberga;  her  rival  was  to  have 
accompanied  the  legate  to  Rome,  but  escaped  by  the  way.     In  the 
arms  of  Waldrada,  Lothair  soon  forgot  his  former  promises  and  oaths. 
At  the  same  time  he  succeeded  in  making  his  peace  with  his  relatives, 
whom  the  overbearing  conduct  of  the  legate  had  offended.    Thietberga 
herself  now  applied  to  the  Pope  for  a  divorce  —  a  request  which  the 
Pontiff  absolutely  refused.     Nicholas  I.  died  in  867.     His  successor, 
Hadrian  II.,  a  man  seventy-five  years  of  age,  was  elected  through  the 
influence  of  the  imperial  party.     Accordingly,  he  proved  at  first  more 
tracta))le.     He  accepted  the  submission  of  the  two  metropolitans,  al- 
though without  restoring  them  to  their  offices,  and  absolved  Waldrada 
from  church  censure,  but  refused  the  petition  which  Thietberga  again 
addressed  for  a  divorce.     Lothair  himself  now  went  to  see  the  Pope , 
he  took  a  solemn  oath  that  he  had  not  cohabited  with  Waldrada  since 
the  return  of  his  wife,  and  received  the  sacrament  from  the  hands  of 
Uie  Pontiff.    In  the  full  hope  of  at  last  attaining  his  object,  he  returned 
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homewards,  but  on  his  journey  was  cut  off  at  Piacenza  by  a  feror  (869) 
After  his  death  the  uncles  of  Lothair  seized  his  dominions.     ITadrian 
in  Tain  interposed  his  authority  on  behalf  of  the  Emperor  as  the  right* 
fnl  heir,  and  even  threatened  to  excommunicate  those  who  refused  to 
obey.    In  the  name  of  Charles  the  Bald,  Hincmar  of  Rheims  addressed 
a  remarkable  epistle  to  Hadrian,  in  which  he  expressed  it  as  the  con 
Tiction  of  the  Prankish  nobility,  that  the  Pope  had  no  right  to  interfere 
with  political  questions.    Hadrian  was  obliged  to  allow  this  act  of  dcfi 
ance  to  pass  unpunished.    In  another  affair  also  (J  83, 1)  Hiaanar  had 
the  better  of  the  Pope. 

5.  John  VIIL  and  his  Sticcessors,  —  The  measures  adopted  by  John 
VIII.  (872^552)  for  subjecting  the  Carolingian  princes  to  papal  supre- 
macy were  more  successful  than  those  of  his  predecessor.  But  then  he 
was  also  a  greater jtdepi in  the  art  of  intriguing,  a  more  accomplished 
hypocrite,  and  legs  troubled  with  conscientious  scruples.  By  his  efforts 
the  Papacy  was  made  entirely  independent  of  the  Emperor,  although, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  became  an  object  of  furious  contention  to  rival 
parties  in  Rome.  Hence  the  almostincradible  debasement  of  the  Papal 
See  during  the  tenth  century  must  be  mainly  imputed  to  this  Pontiff. 
On  the  decease  of  the  Emperor  Loui&JI-t  in  the  year  875,  this  dignity 
should  have  devolved  An  l^Miift  t^^  ^^^rmftnii^^  as  being  both  the  elder 
and  the  full  brother  of  Louis* s  father.  But  John  was  anxious  to  show 
the  world  that  the  imperial  crown  was  in  the  gift  of  the  successor  of 
the  apostles.  Accordingly,  he  invited  Charles  fh^  Bghi  to  Rome,  and 
crowned  him  at  Christmas  875.  In  return  for  this  act  of  grace,  the 
Emperor  formally  renounced  his  claims  as  superior  of  the  States  of  the 
Church,  all  control  in  future  elections  to  the  Papacy,  and  consented  to 
receive  a  papal  vicar  and  primate  for  all  Germany.  But  even  this  was 
not  all.  At  Pavia,  Charles  had  to  submit  to  become  the  declive  mon- 
arch of  Lombardy,  and  then  to  concede  to  his  own  nobles  the  same 
right  of  election,  as  also  that  of  hereditary  succession  to  their  fiefs,  in 
order  to  obtain  their  consent  to  these  transactions.  But  Hincmar  and 
the  clergy  of  Neustria  offered  strenuous  resistance,  and  stormy  discus- 
sions ensued  at  the  Synod  of  Pontion  in  870.  —  From  this  shameful 
compromise  neither  the  Pope  nor  the  Emperor  derived  advantage.  The 
reign  of  faction  increased  at  Rome  beyond  the  control  of  John,  and  the 
Saracens  ravaged  Italy.  The  Emperor,  unable  to  keep  his  own  against 
the  Northmen,  could  afford  no  help.  At  last,  having  purchased  a  dis- 
graceful peace,  he  crossed  the  Alps.  But  fresh  domestic  troubles 
speedily  obliged  him  to  retrace  his  steps.  Charles  died  in  a  miserable 
hut  at  the  foot  of  Mount  Qfgjs^  in  consequence  of  poison  administored 
to  him  by  his  physician  fott).  Meantime  the  troubles  of  the  Pope 
increased,  and  his  intrigues  only  served  to  nuike  his  situation  more 
dangerous.  John  VIII.  died  by  the  hand  of  an  assassin  in  882.  The 
year  iKjfore  his  death  he  had  been  obliged  to  crown  Charles  the  Fat,  the 
youngest  son  of  Louis  the  Germanic.  This  prince  was  also  elected 
23 


826 


SECTION   II.  —  FIRST   PERIOD   (CENT.  4—9  A.D.). 


monarch  of  Ncustria  by  the  nobles  of  that  realm ;  so  that  the  "weakest 
of  Charlemagne's  successors  once  more  combined  all  the  dominions  of 
his  great  ancestor  under  his  sway.  But  in  887  the  Estates  of  Germany 
deposed  him,  and  elected  in  his  stead  Aninlph  of  Carinthia,  a  natural 
son  of  his  brother  Carloman.  Pope  Formosus  (894)  called  in  the  aid 
of  that  monarch,  and  crowned  him  Emperor.  But  Arnulph  was  not 
able  to  maintain  himself  in  Italy  against  his  Langobard  rival  Lambert. 
Formostis  died  soon  after  the  departure  of  Arnulph  (896).  His  suc- 
cessor, Stephen  VI.,  in  the  true  spirit  of  Italian  revenge,  ordered  the 
body  of  Formosus  to  be  exhumed,  maltreated,  and  thrown  into  the 
Tiber,  because  he  had  favoured  the  Germans.  The  three  following 
popes  reigned  only  a  few  weeks  or  months,  and  were  either  killed  or 
expelled.  In  order  to  appease  the  German  party.  John  IX.  (898-900) 
rescinded  the  sentence  passed  by  Stephen  against  Formosus.  Although 
the  reign  of  Arnulph  in  Germany  had  fallen  in  troubled  times,  it 
proved  vigorous  and  honourable.  He  died  in  899,  when  the  German 
Estates  chose  his  infant  son,  Louis  the  Child,  his  successor, —  Arch- 
bishop Ilaito  of  Mayence  acting  as  regent  during  the  minority.  But 
Louis  died  in  911.  With  him  the  German  branch  of  the  Carolingians 
became  extinct ;  in  France  the  dynasty  continued  to  exist  till  the  death 
of  Louis  the  Indolent  in  987. 

I  83.  THE  PAPACY  AND  THE  METROPOLITAN  OFFICE. 

Com  p.  GasSy  MerkwUrdigkk.  aus  dcm  Leben  u.  d.  Schriften  Hink- 
mar's  {Memorabilia  in  the  Life  and  from  the  AVrit.  of  Ilincm.).  Gottin- 
gen  1806. 

The  office  of  3Ietropolitan  was  one  of  great  importance  and 
influence  in  Germany.  Among  the  many  various  races  and  tribes 
which  inhabited  the  Frankish  Empire,  the  metropolitans  repre- 
sented the  unity  of  the  National,  jast  as  the  Pope  that  of  the 
TJniversal  Church  ;  while,  as  influential  members  of  the  Estates, 
they  took  an  important  part  both  in  tlie  internal  administration 
of  the  country,  and  in  the  direction  of  its  foreign  policy.  The 
concentration  of  si)iritual  power  in  one  individual  afforded  to 
the  secular  rulers  a  fresh  guarantee  for  the  political  integrity  of 
their  country.  On  that  account  they  were  opposed  to  the  muUi- 
plication  of  metropolitan  sets ;  and  where  the  extent  of  the 
country  rendered  it  necessary  to  have  more  than  one  archiepis- 
copal  see,  they  were  anxious  to  see  the  most  influential  of  these 
prelates  invested  with  the  authority  and  jurisdiction  of  Primate. 
On  the  other  hand,  it  was  the  policy  of  the  popes  to  appoint  in 
every  large  country  at  least  two  or  three  metropolitans,  and  to  re- 
sist the  appoiutmeut  of  primates,  since  it  was  quite  possible  that  i 
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the  sapreme  direction  of  a  national  church  were  confided  to  one 
person,  that  prelate  might,  some  time  or  other,  conceive  the  wish 
of  emancipating  his  see  from  the  authority  of  Rome,  and  con- 
stituting himself  an  independent  patriarch.  —  Since  the  time  of 
Charlemagne,  the  Frankish  monarchs  were  also  wont  to  esta- 
blish episcopal  and  arch-episcopal  sees  along  the  borders  of  their 
dominions,  for  the  twofold  purpose  of  sending  the  Gospel  into 
the  neighbouring  heathen  countries,  and  of  preparing  for  theii 
conquest,  or,  where  this  had  already  been  accomplished,  strength- 
ening their  government.  The  former  of  these  objects  alono  could 
command  the  approbation  of  the  pontiffs ;  the  latter  they  re- 
sisted to  the  utmost  of  their  power.  It  is  but  justice  to  say,  that 
the  occupants  of  the  See  of  St.  Peter,  remembering  that  they 
represented  the  Church  universal,  always  recognized,  res})ected, 
and  watched  over  the  rights  of  nationality.  It  was  intended 
that  every  country  in  which  Christianity  was  established,  should 
preserve  its  nationality  and  political  independence,  and  thus  be- 
come a  member  of  that  great  family  of  which  the  Pontiff  was 
the  spiritual  father.  In  this  grand  organism,  every  people  wag 
to  stand  in  the  same  relation,  since  all  were  equally  to  be  subject 
to  the  Apostolic  See.  While  this  policy  was  in  accordance  with 
the  rules  of  humanity  and  of  the  Gospel,  it  promoted  at  the 
same  time  the  selfish  objects  of  the  Papacy.  Hence,  whenever  a 
national  church  had  been  founded,  it  was  the  aim  of  Rome  to 
set  it  free  from  the  superintendence  of  the  German  clerjry,  and 
to  render  it  independent,  by  giving  it  a  hierarchy  of  its  own. — 
Lastly,  the  interests  of  the  metropolitan,  as  the  representative 
and  supreme  ruler  of  a  national  church,  were  in  great  measure 
identical  with  those  of  the  sovereign  country.  Hence  these  pre- 
lates were  the  strongest  supporters  of  the  throne  ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  their  authority  also  was  most  carefully  guarded  by 
the  secular  princes.  But  this  coalition  between  the  metropoli- 
tans and  secular  princes  was  fraught  with  manifest  danger  to  the 
liberties  of  the  inferior  clergy,  who  accordingly  sought  the  pro- 
tection of  the  See  of  Rome,  by  espousing  its  separate  interests 
Towards  the  close  of  the  reign  of  Louis  the  Pious,  under  the 
pressure  of  circumstances,  a  wide-spread  conspiracy  of  bishops 
and  abbots  was  formed  for  the  twofold  purpose  of  emancipating 
the  cle  gy,  especially  the  bishops,  from  tlie  control  of  the  State 
and  of  their  metropolitans,  and  of  placing  them  under  tlie  im- 
mediate jurisdiction   of   the   Papacy.      The   forged   Decretals 
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which  bear  the  name  of  Isidore  (§  8Y,  2)  represent  these  pria- 
ciples  as  in  force  and  acted  upon  since  oldest  times.  Although 
these  tendencies  met  with  the  most  strenuous  opposition,  the 
principles  of  the  forged  Decretals  ultimately  became  the  esta- 
blished law  of  the  Church. 

1.  For  a  long  time  the  English  monarchs  resisted  the  papal  attempts 
to  establish  another  metropolitan  see  besides  that  of  Canterbury,  as 
such  a  measure  endangered  the  political  unity  of  the  Heptarchy.  The 
contest  raged  most  fiercely  at  the  time  of  Wiljrid  (§  77,  0;  78,  3),  whom 
the  Romish  party  had  appointed  Archbishop  of  York.  Wilfrid  was 
obliged  to  retire ;  and,  after  a  troubled  career,  died  without  having  ob- 
tained actual  possession  of  the  see  to  which  he  had  been  nominated 
(709).  But  the  Pope  ultimately  succeeded  in  his  object.  In  735  a 
Northumbrian  prince  received  the  pall,  and  the  archbishopric  of  York 
has  continued  ever  since.  —  In  the  north  of  Italy  there  were  three 
metropolitan  sees  —  those  of  Ravenna,  Milan,  and  Aquileja — each 
claiming  to  be  independent  of  Rome  (?4C).  Indeed,  Scn/ius,  Arch- 
bishop of  Ravenna  (about  7G0),  would  fain  have  followed  the  example 
of  the  See  of  Rome,  and  transformed  the  Exarchate  of  Ravenna  into 
an  independent  state  in  connection  with  his  own  see.  Of  course,  in- 
stances of  opposition  to  papal  supremacy  were  of  frequent  occurrence. 
But  Pope  Nicholas  I.  succeeded  in  finally  checking  these  pretensions 
(in  8G1),  at  a  time  when  the  See  of  Ravenna  was  occupied  by  John^  a 
prelate  guilty  of  sacrilege  and  violence  of  every  kind.  The  force  of 
public  opinion  obliged  the  Emperor  to  withdraw  his  protection  from 
a  bishop  justly  excommunicated  for  his  crimes.  But  during  the  ponti- 
ficate of  John  VIILj  Anshert,  Archbishop  of  Milan  and  a  partisan  of 
Germany,  was  strong  enough  to  set  both  papal  bans  and  sentences  of 
deposition  at  defiance  [ob.  882).  His  successor,  however,  again  acknow- 
ledged the  primacy  of  Rome.  —  The  Metropolitan  of  Rheims  occupied 
the  first  place  in  the  hierarchy  of  France.  From  845  to  882  that  see 
was  occupied  by  Hincmary  the  most  eminent,  vigorous,  and  influential 
prelate  whom  France  has  ever  had.  His  life  presents  a  series  of 
different  contests.  The  first  controversy  in  which  he  engaged  was  on 
the  subject  of  Predestination  (?  91,  4).  But  ecclesiastical  law  and 
politics,  not  dogmatic  intricacies,  were  his  chosen  field.  In  opposition 
to  the  claims  of  the  Papacy,  and  the  attempts  of  the  bishops  to  emanci- 
pate themselves,  he  firmly  and  successfully  contended  for  the  inde- 
pendence of  secular  princes  from  papal  control,  for  the  liberties  of  his 
national  Church,  and  for  the  rights  of  metropolitans.  His  controversy 
with  Rofhad,  Bishop  of  Soissons,  deserves  special  notice.  This  prelate 
had  been  deposed  by  Hincmar  on  account  of  insubordination  (861), 
from  which  sentence  ho  appealed  to  Pope  Nicholas  /.,  on  the  ground  of 
the  Sardican  Canon  (J  46,  2),  which  hitherto  had  not  been  acknow- 
ledged in  the  Prankish  Empire ;  while  at  the  same  time  he  supplied 


dTATE    07    THE    OLEBOT.  829 

the  Pope  with  the  pretended  Decretals  of  Isidore.     On  this  forged 
oollection  Nich  :>las  took  his  stand,  and,  after  considerable  resistance, 
carried  the  restoration  of  Rothad  (865).     Another  collision  arose  out 
of  the  contumacious  conduct  of  his  own  nephew,  Hincmar,  Bishop  of 
Loon.     In  this  instance   also,  both  parties  appealed  to   the   forged 
Decretals.     Although  Hadrian  JL  took  the  part  of  young  Ilincmar 
(869),  the  Metropolitan  carried  the  day ;  and  the  Bishop  of  Laon,  who, 
besides  defying  his  king  and  his  ecclesiastical  superior,  had  entered 
into  treacherous  communications  with  the  German  Court,  was  punished 
with  the  loss  of  his  eyes.     Till  the  year  875,  Hincmar  stood  by  his 
monarch,  and  formed  the  strongest  prop  both  of  his  policy  and  of  his 
throne.     But  when  Charles  the  Bald,  in  exchange  for  the   imperial 
dignity,  bartered  away  the  supremacy  of  the  crown,  the  liberties  of  the 
French  Church,  and  the  rights  of  its  hierarchy,  the  prelate  firmly  op- 
posed his  monarch.     Ilincmar  died  during  his  flight  fr(»m  the  North- 
men (882).     With  him  the  glory  of  the  French  hierarchy  departed. 
The  authors  of  the  forged  Decretals  prevailed.     But  if  bishops  were 
emancipated  from  the  rule  of  their  own  metropolitans,  they  were,  on 
the  other  hand,  left  unprotected,  and  hence  frequently  exposed  to  the 
lawless  violence  of  secular  grandees.  —  In  Germany,  metropolitan  sees.^ 
bad  been  founded  at  Salzburg,  Cologne,  Passau,  Treves,  and  Hamburg. 
Over  these,  and  all  other  sees  in  the  country,  the  Archliishop.of  May* 
tnee  continued  to  exercise  supremacy.     Strange  to  say,  in  Germany  the 
pretended  Decretals  of  Isidore,  although  originating  in  that  country 
under  peculiar  circumstances,  did  not    affect   an  organized  opposition 
against  the  metropolitan  office,  as  was  the  case  in  France.     Indeed, 
they  recognized  the  primacy  of  the  See  of  Mayence.     Happily  for  the 
£mpire,  the  power  of  the   Metropolitan   of  Germany  continued  un- 
diminished for  several  centuries.  ^ 

i  84.  STATE  OF  THE  CLERGY. 

Co¥P.  S,  Sugenheim,  Staatsleben  d.  Klerus  im  M.  A.  (Polit.  Stat«  of 
the  Clergy  in  the  Middle  Ages).  Berl.  1839.  —  K.  D.  inUlmann,  Gesch. 
d.  Urspr.  d.  Stande  in  Deutschl.  (Hist,  of  the  Orig.  of  the  Diff.  Est.  in 
Germ.).  2d  Ed.  Berl.  1830.  Vol.  I. 

Those  prelates  who  bore  a  rank  subordinate  to  the  Metropo- 
litan were  called  Diocesans,  or  also  Suffragan  bishops,  from 
their  right  to  vote  in  provincial  synods.  In  Germany,  instead 
of  the  former  or  canonical  mode  of  episcopal  election  by  the  peo- 
ple and  clergy,  the  kings  now  claimed  the  right  of  appointing  to 
vacant  sees.  At  the  Synod  of  Aix-la-Chapelle  (817).  Louis  the 
Pious  restored,  indeed,  to  the  people  and  clergy  their  former 
privilege,  reserving  for  the  Crown  only  the  right  of  confirming 
the  election  ;  but  his  successors  on  the  throne  paid  no  regard  to 
28* 
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this  enactraeLl  —  Sentence  of  deposition  was  commonly  pro 
nouuced  by  a  provincial  or  national  synod.  The  Investiture  of 
bishops  with  ring  and  staff  (the  shepherd's  crook  and  the 
marriage-ring)  appears  to  have  been  practised  —  at  least  in 
isolated  cases  —  during  the  time  of  the  Merovingians,  and  came 
in  general  use  in  the  ninth  century.  The  so-called  Chorepiscopi 
of  the  eighth  and  ninth  centuries  —  who,  however,  had  nothing 
but  the  designation  in  common  with  their  namesakes  of  a  pre- 
ceding period  (§  30,  45)  —  seem  to  have  been  intended  as  suc- 
cessors of  the  former  **  bishops  without  diocese,^^  or  episcopi 
regionarii,  who  were  originally  set  apart  for  missionary  service. 
They  acted  as  subordinate  assistants  of  diocesan  bishops,  in 
cases  where  love  of  ease,  want  of  zeal,  or  frequent  absence  on 
public  business  rendered  such  aid  necessary.  But  their  arbitrary 
and  high-handed  proceedings  occasioned  serious  inconvenience 
to  those  bishops  who  devolved  not  their  work  on  delegates.  The 
oflBce  was  virtually  abrogated  by  the  Synod  of  Paris  in  849,  after 
which  it  seems  gradually  to  have  ceased.  The  lower  clergy  were 
in  part  drawn  from  the  serfs ;  generally  speaking,  they  were  held 
in  absolute  subjection  by  their  bishops.  Very  frequently  these 
clerks  were  deficient  in  the  first  elements  of  education.  Paro- 
chial appointments  rested  with  the  bishop  ;  but  in  many  cases  the 
founders  of  churches  reserved  to  themselves  and  their  successors 
the  right  of  patronage.  Towards  the  close  of  the  Merovingian 
and  at  tlie  commencement  of  the  Carolingian  period,  both  the 
higlier  and  the  lower  clergy  had  sunk  into  a  fearful  state  of  moral 
degeneracy.  Boniface  succeeded  in  restoring  discipline,  at  least 
to  some  extent  (§  78,  4)  ;  while  the  vigorous  measures  taken  by 
Charlemagne  greatly  tended  to  improve  and  elevate  tlie  state  of 
the  clergy.  But  all  this  did  not  suffice  to  stem  the  almost 
general  corruption.  Accordingly,  in  816  Louis  the  Pious  in- 
troduced throughout  his  dominions  the  rule  which  Chrodegang 
of  Metz  had  half  a  century  before  instituted,  with  a  view  to  the 
reformation  of  the  clergy  of  his  own  diocese.  Tiie  remedy  proved 
efficacious  —  at  least  for  a  short  period;  but  during  the  weak 
and  disturbed  reigns  of  the  last  Carolingians,  ordinances  like 
these  were  easily  set  aside.  — During  this  period  the  clergy  ob- 
tained the  privilege  of  exemption  from  secular  tribunals ;  but 
only  thus  far,  that  the  civil  magistrate  could  not  proceed  against 
a  clergyman  without  the  concurrence  of  the  bishop,  and  that  a 
bisb'  p  was  amenable  only  to  the  king  or  to  a  provincial  synod. 
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1.  In  Germans  r/i«  higher,  dergy-^Qre  from  the  first  regarded  as  a 
kind  of  spiritual  aristocracj,  whose  superior  education  ensured  tliem 
an  influence  in  the  State  greater  even  than  that  of  the  secular  nobility. 
In  all  affairs  of  importance  the  bishops  acted  as  advisers  of  the  monarch  ; 
in  almost  every  instance  they  were  selected  as  ambassadors ;  clerical 
members  sat  on  every  commission  ;  and  one  half  of  the  "  Missi  dominici" 
were  always  selected  from  the  same  privileged  order.  From  their 
proximity  to  the  person  of  the  king,  and  their  influence  in  public 
affairs,  the  bishops  became  one  of  the  estates  of  the  realm.  Another 
element  which  contributed  to  the  power  of  the  hierarchy  was,  that,  ac- 
cording to  Prankish  law,  the  immunity  which  accompanied  grants  of 
land  made  by  the  king,  conferred  on  the  proprietor  the  power  of  taxa- 
tion and  of  juriwliction.  Thus  the  bishops  wielded  not  only  spiritual, 
but  also  temporal  sway,  over  a  great  part  of  the  country.  —  As  the  resi- 
dence of  the  Prankish  king  was  not  stationary,  a  special  court  fihapel, 
to  which  a  numerous  body  of  clergy  was  attached,  was  requisite. 
Commonly  the  most  prominent  and  influential  prelate  of  the  realm 
acted  as  arch-chaplain  of  the  court,  and  from  the  clergy  attached  to  this 
chapel  the  future  bishops  of  the  country  were  generally  chosen. 

2.  The  graflual  extension  of  episcopal  dioceses  rendered  it  necessary 
to  make  s<»me  new  arrangements  in  regard  to  the   inferior  clergy. 
Formerly  the  affiliated  or  country  churches  had  boon  served  by  the 
clergy  attached  to  the  cathedrals  ;   but  now  priests  were   appointed 
specially  to  these  charges.     Such  churches  were  called  tituli,  from  the 
circumstance  that  they  were  always  dedicated  to  some  saint,  and  their 
priests  intitulatij  incardinati.  cardinales.     Such  was  the  origin  of  the 
institution  of  the  Parochia  (Ttopotxto)  and  of  the  Parorhus  or  ;>ar*ow, 
who  was  also  designated  Curate  because  the  cvra  animanim  <levolved 
on  him.     An  archipreshyter  ruralis  was  entrusted  with  the  HU]>orintend- 
ence  of  about  ten  parishes,  from  which   circumstance  he  was  called 
Decanus  (Dean).     As  at  first  he  retained  the  exclusivo  right  of  ad- 
ministering baptism,  his  church  lx)re  the  name  of  Ecclesia  baptismalis, 
his  district  of  Christianitns  or  Plehs,  and  he  himself  the  title  Plehamis, 
In  the  eighth  century,  IIe<ldo,  Bishop  of  Strasburg,  fornie<l  his  diocese 
into  seven  archdeaconries  for  the  purpose  of  efficiently  superintending 
the  lalMiurs  of  the  deans.     Besides  parochial  churches,  a  number  of 
chapels  or  oratories  existed,  in  which  the  nearest  parish  priest  at  stated 
seasons  celebrated  divine  service.     In  the  same  category  we  also  in- 
clude the  private  chapels  in  episcopal  palaces  and  on  the  pn^porties  of 
the  nobility,  which  were  supplied  by  domestic  chaplains.     Ocoiisionally 
the  latter  were  degraded  to  do  menial  work,  such  as  taking  cluirge  of 
the  dogs,  waiting  at  table,  or  leading  the  horse  of  the  la<ly  of  the  manor. 
Although  the   ancient  canon,   "  ne   quis  vago   ordinotur,"  was   fre- 
quently re-enacted,  there  wen*  a  large  number  of  so-called  C/erici  vagi, 
commonly  lazy  vagabonds,  who  wandered  about  the  country  in  quest 
of  some  111  elihood,  ordained  by  careless  bishops  for  mone/. 
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3.  The  German  clergy  were  very  reluctant  to  submit  to  the  iT\function 
ilf  celibacy.  Many  instances  of  married  bishops,  presbyters,  and  deacone 
occur.  By  far  the  greater  part  of  the  inferior  clergy  were  married 
At  their  ordination  they  pledged  themselves  indeed  to  separate  from 
their  wives,  and  to  abstain  from  intercourse  with  them ;  but  thin 
promise  was  rarely  observed.  The  unmarried  clergy  were  frequently 
chargeable  with  unclcanness,  adultery,  and  even  with  unnatural  vices. 
Accordingly  f7/n'c.  Bishop  of  Augsburg,  scrupled  not  to  expostulate 
with  Pope  Nicholas  I.  on  the  subject  of  clerical  celibacy,  and  in  the 
spirit  of  Paphnutius  of  old  (J  45.  4),  unsparingly  exposed  the  evils 
connected  with  it.  —  In  general,  the  moral  state  of  the  clergy  was  very 
low.  Attempts  to  get  hold  of  the  property  of  devotees,  forgery  of 
documents,  simony,  and  other  abuses,  were  openly  and  shamelessly 
carried  on.  The  bishops  imitated  in  their  hunting  and  drinking  bouts 
the  vices  of  the  nobility,  and  were  more  expert  with  dogs  and  falcons 
than  in  their  own  peculiar  duties.  In  the  seventh  century,  it  was  the 
liking  for  the  profession  of  arms  which  induced  Frankish  bishops  to 
take  part  in  toars;  at  a  later  period,  the  obligation  of  furnishing  a 
military  contingent  from  the  lands  belonging  to  the  Church,  furnished 
an  additional  pretext.  Pepin,  Charlemagne,  and  Louis  the  Pious, 
issued  strict  edicts  against  this  practice ;  but  the  later  Carolingians  not 
only  tolerated,  but  even  encouraged  the  abuse. 

4.  Though  Augustine's  institution  of  a  monasierium  Clericoi'um 
(J  45,  1)  had  been  adopted  by  several  pious  bishops  of  later  times;  it 
was  Chrodegano,  Bishop  of  Metz,  who  first  introduced  it  generally, 
and  laid  down  certain  fixed  rules  for  it.  Ilis  scheme  (canon)  consisted 
of  an  adaptation  of  the  monastic  Rule  of  St.  Benedict  (J  85),  from 
which  it  only  differed  in  dispensing  with  the  vow  of  poverty.  He 
erected  a  spacious  dwelling  (called  domus  or  monasterium,  whence  the 
term  Munster),  where,  under  the  strict  and  continuous  supervision  of 
the  bishop  or  archdeacon,  all  the  clergy  of  his  cathedral  lived,  prayed, 
and  wrought  t(.>gether,  ate  at  a  common  table,  and  slept  in  a  common 
dormitory  [vita,  canonicay  hence  canons).  After  morning  service  all  the 
members  assembled  in  the  common  hall,  when  the  bishop  or  archdeacon 
read  a  chapter  of  the  Bible  (frequently  in  the  book  of  Levit.)  or  a 
portion  of  the  "  Rule,"  taking  occasion  at  the  same  time  to  administer 
any  admonition  or  reproof  that  might  be  called  for.  Hence  this  hall 
was  called  the  chapter-house y  and  the  designation  of  Chapter  was  also 
given  to  the  community  as  a  whole.  In  towns  which  were  not  the 
seats  of  bishoprics,  the  clergy  were  formed  into  colleges  or  canons 
under  an  abbot  or  dean,  in  imitation  of  the  cathedral  chapters.  Jjovis 
the  Pious  commissioned  Amalarius,  a  deacon  of  Mcfz,  to  revise  the 
Rule  of  Chrodegang,  so  as  to  make  it  generally  applicable ;  and  at  a 
national  assembly  held  in  Aix-la-Chapelle  in  816,  it  was  sanctioned 
for  general  use  throughout  the  realm  (Regula  Aquisgranensii^).  But 
tl  3  canons  soon  showed  a  desit  i  to  get  rid  of  this  troublesome  super 
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vision  of  their  bishops.  "Wlien  Gunther  of  Cologne  (?  82,  4)  was 
depofle<l  hy  the  P(»pe.  he  sought  to  retain  his  offiie,  among  other  things, 
by  ingratiating  himself  with  his  cathedral  chapter.  Accordingly  he 
agreed  to  leave  a  great  part  of  the  property  of  the  Church  to  their 
ancon trolled  disposal  {prcebeiidaf  prebends).  What  this  chapter  had 
extorted,  others  also  gradually  obtained. 

-{85.  MOXASTICISM. 

CoMP.  L.  cTAchery,  Acta  Ss.  Ord.  s.  Benedicti.  Sec.  I.-VI.  (500-1100). 
ed.  /.  Mabillon,  Par.  1G88.  0  Voll.  fol. --/.  MabiUon,  Annnlcs  Oni.  S. 
Benedicti  ed.  Martene.  Par.  1703.  6  Voll.  fol.  —  Gesch.  d.  Bencd.  Ord. 
aus  Spittlers  Vorles.  v.  Gnrlitt  (Hist,  of  the  Bened.  Ord.  from  the  Lect. 
of  Spittler,  by  Gurlitt).  Hamb.  1823.—  C.  Brandes,  d.  Ben.  0.  in  the 
Tubingen  Quarterly  for  1851.-^i/t7yo^  Ilistoire  dcs  Ordres  R61ig. 

The  disasters  which  accompanied  the  inrnption  of  barbarous 
nations  in  the  fifth  century,  extended  also  to  the  monastic  insti- 
totion.  Indeed,  it  could  scarcely  have  survived  that  period,  at 
least  it  could  not  have  proved  a  source  of  so  great  and  manifold 
blessing  to  Western  Christendom,  if  at  the  right  moment  unity, 
order,  and  law,  had  not  been  introduced  among  the  various 
monasteries  by  the  adoption  of  a  fixed  rule,  suited  to  the  times 
and  circumstances.  For  this  the  Church  was  indebted  to  Bene- 
dict OF  XuRSiA  (ob.  643),  who  may  be  styled  the  Patriarch  of 
Western  Monastieism.  .The  rule  which  he  prescribed  to  the 
inmates  of  the  monastery  of  Monie-CaHsino  in  Campania,  which 
he  founded,  was  free  from  all  ascetic  extravagance.  It  secured 
strict  discipline  and  order,  but  breathed  a  mild  and  even 
indulgent  spirit,  while  at  the  same  time  it  took  account  of  the 
requirements  of  human  nature  and  of  the  times ;  withnl,  it  was 
simple,  plastic,  and  eminently  practical.  Besides,  the  disciples 
of  Benedict  derived  from  the  Rule  of  Cassiodorus  (§  47,  6)  their 
impulse  toward  literary  employmcnta,  and  from  Gregory  the 
Great  their  ardour  in  missionary  enterprises.  Thus  the  Bene- 
dictine order  became  thoroughly  prepared  for  the  grand  mission 
which  it  accomplished  throughout  the  West  {St.  Maums  trans- 
planted it  to  France  in  543;,  in  reclaiming  both  si)il  and  mind, 
in  clearing  forests  and  cultivating  waste  land,  in  zealous  and 
faithful  i)reaching,  in  exterminating  superstition  and  heathenism, 
aud  in  cultivating  and  preserving  literature,  science,  and  art. 
But  during  the  troublous  period  at  the  close  of  the  Merovingian 
rule,  the  Benedictine  monasteries  also  suffered  severely.     The 
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court  appointed  its  favourites  to  the  oflRce  of  ahliot ;  rick 
abbacies  were  given  to  the  higher  secular  clergy  in  commendam, 
t.  e.,  simply  to  enjoy  its  revenues,  or  else  to  counts  and  military 
chiefs  (lay-abbolSy  Abbacomites)  in  reward  for  their  services. 
These  lay-abbots  occupied  the  monasteries  with  their  families, 
or  with  their  friends  and  retainers,  sometimes  for  months,  con- 
verting them  into  banqueting-halls,  or  using  them  for  hunting 
expeditions  or  for  military  exercises.  The  wealthiest  abbacies 
the  kings  either  retained  for  themselves,  or  bestowed  on  their 
sous  and  daughters,  their  wives  and  mistresses.  Charlemagne 
corrected  this  abuse  also  ;  he  insisted  on  strict  discipline,  and 
made  it  a  rule  that  schools  should  be  planted  in  connection  with 
the  various  monasteries,  and  that  literary  labours  were  to  be 
prosecuted  within  their  walls.  At  the  Diet  of  Aix-Ia-Chapelle 
in  817,  Louis  the  Pious  appointed  Benedict  of  Aniane  (ob, 
821)  to  reorganize,  and  to  introduce  the  needed  reforms  in,  the 
various  monasteries  throughout  the  empire.  Along  with  com- 
missioners specially  appointed  for  the  purpose,  he  visited  every 
monastery  in  the  country,  and  obliged  their  inmates  to  adopt  an 
improved  rule.  —  As  yet  the  monks  were  not  regarded  as  neces- 
sarily belonging  to  the  clerical  order ;  but  gradually  the  two 
professions  became  more  identified.  Clerical  celibacy  and  the 
introduction  of  the  canonical  rule  (§  84,  4)  assimilated  the 
regular  priests  to  the  inmates  of  cloisters ;  while  the  latter  fre- 
quently took  ordination  either  with  a  view  to  missionary  service, 
or  to  enable  them  to  conduct  worship  in  their  monasteries. 
Withal,  the  monks  would  sometimes  interfere  with  the  rights  and 
duties  of  curates,  giving  rise  to  mutual  jealousies  and  distrust. — 
All  monasteries  were  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  bishop 
in  whose  diocese  they  lay.  The  exemptions  granted  at  this 
period  only  secured  permission  of  freely  choosing  their  own 
abbots,  or  the  power  of  administering  without  control  their 
own  property,  or  else  the  right  of  receiving  ordination  without 
payment  of  fees. 

1.  Our  knowledge  of  the  life  of  Benedict  of  Xursia  is  solely  derived 
from  the  accotint  given  by  credulous  Pope  Gregory  the  Great  in  tho 
second  book  of  his  Dialogues,  which,  unfortunately,  is  full  of  legendary 
stories.  The  Rule  of  Benedict  comprised  seventy-three  chapters.  It 
was  laid  down  as  tho  first  duty  of  the  inmates  of  a  monastery,  to  pay 
implicit  obedience  to  the  abbot  as  the  vicar  of  Christ.  The  brethren 
bad  the  ri^ht  of  choosing  their  own  abbot,  and  tho  "Rule"  did  not 
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recognize  any  order  of  "  serving  brothers."  Agriculture  wad  to  form 
the  principal  employment ;  all  idleness  was  most  strictly  prohibited. 
The  monks  were  by  turns  (each  for  a  week)  to  take  charge  of  the 
kitchen,  and  to  read  aloud  in  the  refectory.  Divine  service  was  to 
commence  at  two  o'clock  in  the  morning,  and  the  seven  "  horjB  "  to  the 
completorium  were  to  be  regularly  celebrated  (J  56,  2).  The  monks 
had  two  meals  a  day,  and  each  a  pint  of  wine ;  only  the  sick  or  delicate 
were  allowed  animal  f(X)d.  At  table,  and  after  the  completorium, 
unbroken  silence  was  to  be  observed.  The  brothers  slept  in  a  common 
dormitory — each,  however,  in  a  bed  of  his  own  —  with  their  dress  and 
^rdle  on,  to  be  ready  for  prayers  at  the  first  signal.  The  discipline 
was  careful  and  strict^  Offenders  were  to  be  first  privately,  then 
publicly  reproved ;  and  if  this  was  insufficient,  punished  with  fast«, 
with  iKKlily  chastisement,  and  finally  with  excommunication.  Every 
monastery  was  bound  to  entertain  strangers,  and  to  provide  for  the 
poor  in  the  district.  The  noviliaie  of  candidates  extended  over  one 
year;  the  wucs  prescribed  were  those  of  siabilitas  loci,  of  conversio 
mortim  (implying  also  poverty  and  chastity),  and  of  obedieniia.  The 
BO-called  oU<ih\  or  children  whom,  during  their  minority,  the  parents 
had  offered  to  a  monastery,  were  regarded  as  a  kind  of  novices.  They 
were  educated  in  the  cloister,  and  not  allowed  to  return  to  the  world. 

2.  Benedict  of  Aniane  was  the  son  of  a  Visigoth  count,  and  his  real 
name  was  Wiliza,  In  early  life  he  served  in  the  army  of  Charlemagne. 
But  during  a  moment  of  imminent  danger,  while  attempting  to  rescue 
his  brother  from  drowning,  his  mind  received  a  new  turn,  and  dis- 
tinction in  ascetic  exercises  became  now  the  object  of  his  ambition. 
He  founded  the  monastery  of  Aniane,  by  the  river  Auianus  in  Lan- 
guedoc,  and  became  the  trusted  and  all-powerful  adviser  of  Ijouis  the 
Pious,  who  built  the  monastery  of  Inda  near  Aix-la-Chapelle  in  order 
to  have  his  friend  always  beside  him.  Benedict  composed,  for  the 
reform  of  monasteries,  a  Codex  regulanim,  which  consisted  of  a  col- 
lection of  the  various  monastic  rules  then  known  (best  ed.  l)y  L,  IIol- 
BUin\  and  next  to  it  that  by  Brockie.  Augsb.  1750.  G  Vols.),  and  a 
Concordia  regvlarum  (ed.  //.  Menard.  Par.  1038.  4to). 

3.  The  rule  of  the  first  Benedict  made  no  arrangements  about  Nini' 
neri^s,  Scholasiicaf  the  sister  of  that  saint,  is,  however,  generally 
regarded  as  having  originated  the  female  order  of  Benedictines.  The 
institution  of  CanouetHeSf  in  imitation  of  the  "  canonical  life  "  of  the 
secular  clergy,  was  another  form  of  female  asceticism.  The  Rule  drawn 
up  for  them  in  816,  by  order  of  Louis  the  Pious,  was  much  less  strin- 
gent than  that  which  applied  to  ordinary  nuns.  By  and  by  these 
institutions  became  a  provision  for  the  unmarried  daugliters  of  the 
nobility. —  The  canonical  age  for  entrants  before  taking  the  vow  waa 
twentv-fiye  years;  their  novitiate  lasteil  three  vears.  Besides  the 
'*  propria  professio/'   the   '^paterna  devotio"  iras  also   regarded  aa 
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binding.  The  taking  of  the  veil  formed  the  main  part  of  the  ceromonj 
of  admission:  the  garland  worn  was  intended  to  be  the  symbol  of 
virginity ;  the  ring,  that  of  their  spiritual  marriage.  At  this  period 
the  practice  of  cutting  off  the  hair  was  only  resorted  to  as  punishment 
of  nuns  who  had  broken  their  vow  of  chastity.  From  the  rospect 
which  the  Germans  were  wont  to  pay  to  woman,  the  abbess  occu- 
pied a  place  of  special  distinction  ;  and  in  later  times  the  principal 
nunneries  enjoyed  even  such  privileges  as  exemption,  a  vote  among 
the  estates  of  the  realm,  and  the  exercise  of  sovereign  rights.  It  wa^ 
a  peculiarity  of  German  monasteries,  that  frequently  they  were  con- 
structed both  for  monks  and  nuns,  who  —  of  course  in  separate  houses 
— lived  under  the  common  rule  of  an  abbess  (as  often  in  £ngland)  or  of 
an  abbot. 

4.  To  the  Ijxrger  Monasteries  a  number  of  buildings  were  attached, 
in  which  every  conceivable  spiritual  or  temporal  occupation  was 
carried  on.  Some  of  these  buildings  were  designed  for  agricultural 
purposes,  others  for  trades  and  arts  of  every  description,  or  for  public 
instruction,  for  private  studies,  for  showing  hospitality  or  taking  charge 
of  the  sick.  They  often  formed  of  themselves  a  small  town,  around 
which,  in  many  instances,  consi.ierablo  cities  sprung  up.  The 
monastery  of  Vivarium  in  Calabria,  founded  by  Cassiodorus,  claims  the 
merit  of  having  awakened  in  the  monks  of  Germany  the  desire  of  de- 
voting themselves  to  literary  avocations ;  the  arrangements  oi*  Monte 
Cassino  were  adopted  all  over  Western  Europe.  Through  the  exer- 
tions of  the  inmates  of  BobbiOj  founded  by  Columbanus,  both  heathen- 
ism and  Arianism  were  uprooted  in  Northern  Italy  ;  the  monks  of  lona 
and  Bangor^  in  Scotland  and  Ireland,  sustained  the  important  conflict 
with  Rome  on  behalf  of  the  British  Confession  ;  while  the  monastery  of 
Wearmmilh,  in  England,  was  famed  as  a  seminary  of  learning.  St, 
Dfnys  near  Paris,  and  Corbet/  in  Picardy,  wore  the  most  celebrated 
abbacies  in  France.  The  most  famous  institutions  of  this  kind  in 
Southern  Germany  were  those  of  St.  Gall.,  ReichenaUy  Lorsch,  and 
Hirschaif ;  in  Central  Germany,  those  of  Fulda,  Ilersjeld,  and  Fritzlar  ; 
and  in  Northern  Germany,  that  of  New  Corbey  (an  offshoot  of  Corbey 
in  France). 

5.  The  severity  of  the  climate  prevented  Western  ascetics  from 
imitating  the  example  of  former  Stytiies  (J  78,  3).  Instead  of  this, 
however,  the  so-called  Reclusi  or  Reclusce  adopted  the  practice  of  shut- 
ting themselves  up  in  their  cells,  without  ever  quitting  them.  A 
peculiar  cla,ss  of  anchorites,  who  liced  in  the  tpoodsy  were  found  in  many 
parts  of  Germany.  This  kind  of  asceticism  was  peculiarly  in  accord- 
ance  with  some  national  characteristics,  such  as  the  tendency  to 
dreamy  melancholy,  the  passionate  love  of  nature,  and  the  delight  in 
roaming  over  mountain  and  forest.  The  practice  of  thus  retiring  into 
solitude  seems  to  have  been  chiefly  in  vogue  during  the  sixth  centuiy ; 
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and  the  lonely  yalleys,  glens,  and  mountains  of  Auvergne  were  peopled 
with  those  soiute.  But  the  concourse  of  admiring  followers  soon  con- 
Terted  the  cell  of  the  saint  into  a  monastery,  and  the  practice  gradually 
ceased." 

2  86.  ECCLESIASTICAL  PROPERTY. 

Coup.  Paul  Roth,  Gesch.  d.  Beneficialwosens  bis  zum  lOten  Jahrh. 
(Hist,  of  Eccles.  Benefices  to  the  Tenth  Cent.).  Erlg.  1850 

By  donations   and  legacies  both   churches   and  monasteries 
lin^nally  acquired  immense  wealth.     If  princes  knew  no  bounds 
in  making  pious  grants,  private  individuals  not  unfreqncntly  even 
.surpassed  them  in  this  species  of  liberality.     Nor  could  occasions 
for  its  display  be  ever  wanting.     Restoration  from  dangerous 
illness,  deliverance   from   danger,  the  birth   of  a  child,  or  any 
extraordinary  occurrence,  swelled   the   treasury   of  the   church 
whose  patron  saint  had  been  of  use  to  the  donor.     This  kind  of 
piety  was  of  course  greatly  encouraged  by  the  clergy,  who,  be- 
sides, hesitated  not  to  impose  on  the  ignorance  of  the  age  by 
anscrapnlous  forgeries.     Gifts  or  grants  of  land,  of  which  the 
donor  retained  the  use  during  his  lifetime,  were  called  Frecarice. 
Commonly,  the  private  property  of  priests  at  their  death,  and 
that  of  monks  at  their  *'conversio,"  went  to  the  institutions  with 
which  they  were  connected.     Besides  this  revenue  from  property, 
every  church  claimed  tithes  from  all  its  parishioners.    According 
to  the  precedent  of  the  Mosaic  law,  tithes  were  regarded  as 
"juris  divini,"  and  Charlemagne  gave  to  this  arrangement  the 
sanction  of  public  law.     On  the  other  hand,  the  clergy  were 
prohibited  from  demanding  payment  for  the  discharge  of  their 
spiritual  functions.  —  It  was  the  first  fundamental  principle  in 
the  administration  of  ecclesiastical  property,  that  no  part  of  it 
might   be   sold  or   alienated.     Hence  it  increased    every  year. 
Thus,  in  the  seventh  century,  fully  one-third  of  all  the  landed 
property  in  Gaul  belonged  to  the  Church,  while  the  fiscal  and 
crown  lands  had  all  been  alienated.    Under  these  circumstances, 
Charles  Martel  had  no  choice  left  but  to  reward  his  adherents 
and  servants  by  bestowing  on  them  lay-abbacies.     His  sons,  Car- 
loman  and  Pepin,  went  even  further ;  they  claimed  the  right  of 
absolutely  disposing  of  all  ecclesiastical  property,  and  at  once 
proceeded   to   secularize    and   divide   the   coveted    possessions. 
Charlemagne  and  Louis  the  Pious  were  anxious  to  atone  for 
hese  acts  of  injustice  by  making  such  restitution  as  was  possible, 
29 
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considering  the  reduced  state  of  the  fisc.  By  these  restitatioDAp 
and  by  now  donations  from  wealthy  individuals,  the  property 
of  the  Church  again  accumulated  as  before.  Thus,  at  the  com- 
monccnicnt  of  the  ninth  century,  the  monastery  of  Luxeuil  poa- 
Rcsscd  not  less  than  16,000  manors  (Mansi), — The  manage 
ment  of  Church  property  was  entrusted  to  the  bishops,  that  of 
inonuslcries  to  their  abbots.  Special  advocates  or  defensort 
(advo(Miti  ccdesiie)  were  appointed  to  watch  over  the  temporal 
riglits  of  churches,  and  to  exercise  their  secular  jurisdiction. 
Hut  after  a  time  these  officials  came  greatly  to  abuse  their 
position ;  they  committed  every  kind  of  extortion,  oppression, 
and  dishonesty ;  claimed  a  great  part  of  the  ecclesiastical  reve- 
nues as  their  dues ;  and  generally  disposed  both  of  the  property 
and  income  of  churches  as  if  it  were  their  own. 

I.  Whon  Charfes  Martfl  iindort(H>k  the  government  of  the  country, 
he  found  thiit,  hy  oxoowive  lil>ernlity  towards  the  Church,  and  towards 
their  own  immcHliHto  attendantj^  the  Merovingians  had  completely 
oxhau8tCHi  all  available  rt^souroos,  so  far  as  crown  lands  were  concerned. 
But  in  the  poi*uHar  oiroumstancos  of  the  country,  threatened  by  the 
Saraoeuti  on  the  one  hand,  and  surrounded  on  the  oilier  bv  a  number 
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of  (H^tty  tyrantj),  who  would  have  bn>kcn  up  and  so  destroyed  the  realm, 
Charles  Slartol  was  in  more  urgent  want  of  pecuniary  means  than  any 
of  his  prtshvcsjk-trs.  These  difficulties  gave  rise  to  the  bestowal  of  what 
wert*  oalK^l  RKNKncKS.  The  warriors,  whi^se  services  gave  them  claims 
u|v»n  the  State  or  the  monarch,  were  still  rewarded!  by  grants  of  land, 
which  ivn ferret!  on  the  pi^ssess^'kr  the  obligation  of  furnishing  a  mili- 
tary ivmtinp^nt:  but  these  ;i:rants  of  land  were  no  Ion  jeer  hereditary, 
but  vnlid  only  during  the  UttMime  of  the  pi^ssessor  (for  his  usufruct, 
^/^r^•*<r;^'•^«•^.  As  the»crv>wn  lands  were  almi^t  entirely  disposed  of, 
Chrtrlo  Martel  vvutiM^attvl  for  this  purp^^se  the  property  of  the  Church. 
Thxis.  without  abs^^lutely  .ipprv^priatin*:  these  linnds,  he  filled  the  vacant 
s^w  w  iih  v*TVAtuTt>s  of  his  own.  ar.d  induce*!  them  to  grant  V'cnefices  to 
suv^h  o!'  his  folloxrers  as  desorTtsi  rewanls,  while  he  hims<»lf  similarlT 
W<towTsi  aMvaoic'*  ti  .".^ww^h.^jwi  {  N>\  But  while  this  half  measure 
did  not  suiRvV  f^r  the  x^ants  of  the  cas«\  it  prv^vcvi  al^>  the  occasion  of 
Mon^  st^rious  inxvnvonience  to  the  Church  than  ^N^mplete  cv«nfij>catioii 
WxHiU  haxe  K>ctu  Ai>\^:>iir.clv.  the  suvvt>ss^^rs  of  Martel  secnlariied  a 
Urce  ^v^^tjon  of  the  •oT\^}>orty  of  the  Chur^^h.  Thwae  measures  were 
»u;t;a:<\i  at  the  x^ivaj  ./'  .V*:i*rj  in  T'k>  .{  T>,  4  ,  St.  B>^ci£iiciaa«  and 
the  o^orj^}  ct^«er*V«Y.  fo'.t  :hat  suVur.ss^^ri  w:a<  al:c!».'!u:e!y  requisite*  and 
that  av,>  ho'jv  »'f  s^v-.v.v  «xv'tV,A>:.v-j»*  .v.sc'.y.lir:*  TV^v-rfd.  d<'pnK3«d  on 
tV*,T  niV,iTiC*"*s*  t,^  xu'.i.  A..V. r.lir.c^.v.  ihev  c»^e  the:T  <^. useo^fB 
1^0  h,^;v  ot'  oVt*ir,:r.c  iv.  *.>ctt;T  i::*.u^s  a  Tys:;r.::?.\r,,  Tr.e  rirfits  %>f  t^ 
KvksiaMictii^  l^uiativ^  were  pnMiCTTed.  as  l«a«  in  fviat  cf  f<m;  tfa 
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lay  impri.»prietor8.  granted  letters  precaricet  and  agreed  to  pay  for  every 
manor  a  yearly  duty  of  one  solidus.  Under  the  reign  of  Charlemagne 
this  tribute  was  converted  into  second  tithes  called  IS/onas,  But  when 
Charlemagne  and  Louis  made  partial  restitution  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty formerly  secularized,  the  obligations  formerly  imposed  on  bene- 
ficiary posg^i«8<»r8  (especially  that  of  furnishing  contingents)  were  not 
remitteii,  and,  indeed,  were  gradually  extended  to  all  ecclesiastical 
property. — This  system  of  beneficiary  grants,  though  originating  under 
the  pressure  of  circumstances,  gradually  spread,  and  became  the  basis 
of  9^>cial  arrangements,  and  **  one  of  the  most  important  points  in  the 
policy  of  the  Middle  Ages."  —  (Comp.  also  Hallam,  Middle  Ages,  Vol. 
I.,  pp.  159,  etc  j 

2  87.  ECCLESIASTICAL  LEGISLATION. 

The  daty  of  enacting  ecclesiastical  ordinances  for  the  German 
Empire  devolved  in  the  first  place  on  the  various  synods.     The 
Papacy  exercised  scarcely  any  influence  in  this  respect.     It  was 
otherwise  with  the  secular  rulers.     They  convoked  synods,  sub- 
mitted to  them  questions  for  deliberation,  and  confirmed  their 
decrees  as  they  saw  fit.     But  when  the  Prankish  sees  were  filled 
exclusively  with  natives,  synods  gradually  ceased  to  be  held,  and 
ecclesiastical  affairs,  if  discussed  at  all,  were  settled  at  the  Im- 
perial Diets,  in  which  the  bishops  took  part,  as  belonging  to  the 
estates  of  the  realm.     Even  those  great  national  synods  which 
St.  Bonifacius  held  for  the  purpose  of  remodelling  and  restoring 
ecclesiastical  arrangements,  which  had  fallen  into  sad  confusion, 
were  Concilia  mixta;  and  this  continued  to  be  the  constitution 
of  such  assemblies  under  the  reign  of  Charlemagne  and  of  Louia 
the  Pious.      The   former  monarch,  however,  introduced  better 
order  into  these  deliberations,  by  separating  the  assembled  estates 
into  three  distinct  curiae  —  viz.,  that  of  bishops,  of  abbots,  and 
of  counts.    Under  the  rule  of  the  Carolingians,  royal  ordinances 
or  Capitularies  settled  those  ecclesiastical  questions  on  which 
formerly  synods  had  published  their  decrees.    But  at  that  period, 
purely  ecclesiastical  synods  also  were  again  held,  —  a  practice 
which  came  chiefly  in  vogue  during  the  time  of  Hincmar. 

1.  Collections  of  Ecclesiastical  Jmws, — Gregory  II.  furnished  St.  Boni- 
facius, among  other  things,  with  a  codex  canonum  (no  doubt  that  of 
Dionysius,  2  '*3,  3) ;  and  Hadrian  I.  sent  one  to  Charlemagne,  which, 
at  the  Diet  of  Aix-la-Chapelle  in  802,  received  public  sanction.  —  An- 
other collection  of  canons  was  that  made  in  Sf  ain,  of  which  the  author- 
ihip  was  err  neously  ascribed  to  Isidore,  Bishop  of  Seville,  and  which 
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accordingly  is  designated  as  the  Hitpanay  or  as  the  genuine  Decretals  of 
hidorey  in  opposition  to  the  forged  or  Prankish  collection  which  be&n 
that  title.  In  point  of  form,  it  resembles  the  collection  of  Dionjsius. 
In  the  ninth  century  it  was  introduced  into  the  Prankish  Empire,  and 
there  gave  its  name  to  and  became  the  occasion  of  ihe  forged  Decretah 
of  Isidore,  Closely  connected  with  this  piece  of  imposture  was  the 
ccdlection  made  by  Benedicius,  "  a  Lcvite "  of  Mayence  (about  840). 
Although  professing  to  be  a  collection  of  capitularies,  it  is  chiefly  oom- 
posed  of  ecclesiastical  canons ;  some  genuine,  others  forged.  The  ear- 
liest collection  of  capitularies  was  that  made  by  Anaegis,  Abbot  of 
Pontonelles,  in  827,  to  which  the  work  of  Benedict  formed  a  kind  of 
supplement  (best  ed.  in  Periz,  Monumenta  Germ.  III.  IV.).  Besidei 
these  large  and  general  collections,  some  bishops  published  abstracts 
of  ecclesiastical  canons  for  the  use  of  their  own  dioceses,  several  of 
which  have  been  preserved  under  the  name  of  Capiiula  Episcoporum. 
Of  these,  the  Capifula  Angtlramniy  which  were  spuriously  attributed 
to  Angilramnus,  Bishop  of  Metz  (o6.  701),  are  evidently  composed  in 
the  same  spirit  and  for  the  same  purpose  as  the  Pseudo-Isidorian  De- 
cretals. What  are  the  true  relations  of  these  three  collections,  so 
much  alike,  is  still  disputed.  Though  the  earlier  opinion  was  that 
Benedict  had  made  use  of  the  Decretals,  Ilinschius  supposes  that  the 
author  of  the  Capitxda  wrote  the  Decretals,  and  then  also  the  Oapitu-' 
laries.  In  the  above  class  of  works  we  also  include  the  Penitential 
books  and  the  Instructions  for  clerical  visitations  ({  88,  5). 

2.  The  Forged  Decretals  of  Isidore,  —  About  the  middle  of  the  ninth 
century  a  collection  of  canons  and  decretals  appeared  in  the  Prankish 
Empire,  which  bore  the  venerable  name  of  Isidore,  and  embodied  the 
so-called  Isidoriana^  but  contained,  besides,  also  a  number  of  spurious 
decretals.  This  work  was  composed  of  the  fifty  Canones  Apostt.,  which 
were  followed  by  fifty-nine  forged  decretal  letters,  professedly  written 
by  the  first  thirty  popes  from  Clemens  llomanus  to  Melchiades  (6b* 
314).  Part  Second  contained  genuine  canons  of  synods,  and  Part 
Third  another  series  of  papal  decretals,  dating  from  the  time  of  Syl- 
vester, the  successor  of  Melchiades,  and  extending  to  that  of  Gregory 
II.  [oh.  731),  of  which  thirty-five  are  spurious."  Prom  their  Prankish 
Latinity,  from  the  numberless  anachronisms  of  the  grossest  kind  which 
occur  in  them,  and  from  the  evident  purpose  throughout  the  work,  we 
cannot  but  conclude  that  all  the  spurious  portions  were  tiie  production 
of  the  same  person,  probably  of  the  editor  of  this  collection.  The  fol- 
lowing are  the  loading  characteristics  of  the  system  of  Pseudo-Isidore  : 
— Tlie  Sacerdotium  which  the  Lord  has  instituted  to  govern  and  judge 
the  world,  is  infinitely  superior  to  the  secular  Imperium,  The  See  of 
St.  Peter  represents  the  unity  and  the  climax  of  this  Sacerdotium.  The 
bishops  stand  in  the  same  relation  towards  the  Pope  as  the  other  apos* 
ties  occupied  towards  P^tv:;  metropolitans  are  only  jwi'm*  inter  partM. 
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Between  Pope  and  bishop  was  the  patriarch,  belonging  to  those  metro* 
politan  sees  set  apart  bj  the  apostles  and  their  immediate  followers, 
and  to  such  as  were  necessarily  elevated  because  of  a  multitude  of  bish- 
ops  in  lands  converted  in  later  times.     Provincial  Synods  cannot  be 
held  without  leave  of  the  Pope,  and  their  decrees  only  become  valid 
by  his  confirmation.     All  causce  mOfjores^  among  them  especially,  all 
charges  against  bishops,  can  only  be  decided  by  the  Pope  himself. 
Priests  are  the  "familiares  Dei"  and  "spirituales;''  while  the  laity 
are  "camales."    Even  a  clerk  may  not  be  summoned  before  a  secular 
tribunal,  far  less  a  bishop ;  nay,  a  layman  cannot  even  accuse  a  priest, 
while  synods  are  enjoined  to  render  it  as  difficult  as  possible  to  bring 
any  charge  against  a  bishop.    A  bishop  who  has  already  been  deprived 
of  his  see  must  be  completely  reinstated  before  an  accusation  can  be 
received  against  him.    If  the  party  accused  thinks  that  the  judges  are 
inimici  or  nupecH,  he  may  appeal  to  the  Pope,  even  before  any  inves- 
tigation had  actually  commenced.     At  least  seventy-two  trustworthy 
witnesses  are  required  to  substantiate  a  charge,  etc. —  The  forged  De- 
cretals originated  doubtless  in  the  Frankish  Empire,  where  they  were 
circulated  for  years  before  they  were  heard  of  in  Rome.     Blondel  and 
Knust  ascribe  them  to  Benedict  the  Levite,  because  they  first  became 
known  in  his  Capitularies.     Phillipps  charges  them  to  Rothad  of  Sois- 
sons,  who  first  brought  them  to  Rome,  in  804.     Wasserschlehen  says 
they  were  written  by  Otgar,  Archbishop  of  Majcnco,  because  0.,  as  a 
leader  in  the  clerical  conspiracy  against  Louis  the  Pious,  might  seek  thus 
to  avert  punishment.     But  Louis  pardoned  Otgar,  without  trial,  as 
soon  as  he  regained  his  throne.     Besides,  there  was  in  Germany  no 
ground  for  the  hostile  attitude  of  the  Isidoriuna  toward  the  Cborepis- 
copoi,  and  they  appeared  first  not  in  Germany  but  France.     Then  the 
claims  put  forth  by  the  Decretals  for  the  primacy  could  avail  for  Rheims 
no  less  than  Mayence.     Weizsdcker  and  Von  Noorden  have,  therefore, 
thought  Rheims  was  the  home,  and  Archbishop  Ebo  the  author  (J  83 ,1 ) ; 
and  Ebo  was  a  leading  conspirator.     Louis  had  to  humble  himself  be< 
fore  him ;  and  when  fortunes  changed  he  deposed  and  imprisoned  Ebo. 
He  was  restored  by  Lothair,  only  to  flee  from  Charles  the  Bald  in  the 
same  year;  and  from  then  until  Hincmar's  elevation,  Rheims  was  in 
the  hands  of  the  local  bishops.     Before  and  during  Ebo's  restoration, 
says  Von  N.,  the  Decretals  may  have  been  written.     lUnschins,  too, 
thinks  they  sprang  from  Rheims,  but  not  from  the  hand  of  Ebo,  be- 
cause, according  to  H's  arguing,  the  Decretals  were  the  source  of  Bene- 
dict's collection,  which  was  not  completed  until  847,  when  Ebo  had 
given  up  all  hope  of  another  reat(jration.     And  Ebo  never  used  these 
Decretals  in  his  own  defence.     Had  he  meant  to  do  so,  he  wouhl  not 
have  undertaken,  when  his  time  was  so  short,  such  a  gigantic  work, 
containing  so  much   apart   from  his  immediate  need.      The   work 
seems  far  more  likely  to  be  the  so-called  pia  fraus  of  some  high 
churchman  of  the  time,  who  had  no  specially  personal  interest  in 
29* 
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view;  and  whose  name  we  cannot  determine.  The  Decretals  must 
have  appeared  about  851  or  852.  At  the  time,  the  genuineness  of  the 
Decretals  was  not  called  in  question,  even  by  Hincmar,  who  only 
denied  their  validity  eo  far  as  the  Prankish  court  was  concerned,  and 
who,  besides,  was  so  inconsistent  as  to  appeal  to  their  authority,  in  hit 
controversy  with  Charles  the  Bald,  at  the  Council  of  Kiersy  in  857, 
though  at  a  later  period  he  designated  them  an  '*  opus  a  quoquam  com- 
pilatum  et  confictum." — The  Magdeburg  Centuriones  were  the  first  to 
show  that  these  documents  were  a  forgery.  Notwithstanding  their  ex- 
posure, Turriamis,  a  Jesuit  (Flor.  1572),  again  entered  the  lists  in  de- 
fence of  their  authenticity ;  but  was  so  completely  silenced  by  Dav, 
Blondel  (Ps.  Isidorus  et  Turrianus  vapulantes.  Genev.  1628)  as  to  deter 
any  subsequent  writer  from  taking  up  so  forlorn  a  cause.  (Cf.  Knusij 
de  fontibus  et  consilio  Ps.  laid.  Giittg.  1832. — H.  Wasserschlehtn,  Beitr 
zur  Gesch.  d.  falsch.  Docretalicn.  Breslau  1844. — /.  Weizsdrker,  llinc- 
mar,  u.  Ps.  Isidor.— In  the  Hist.  Theol.  Zeitschrift,  1858.  III.— C.  V. 
NoordeUy  Ebo,  Hincmar,  u.  Ps.  Isidor. —  In  V,  SyheVs  last  Zeitschrift, 
Vol  VII.  1862. — HuischiuSt  in  the  Prolog,  to  his  edition  of  Ps.  Isid. 
Lps.  1863.) 

J  88.  STATE  OF  INTELLIGENCE,  ECCLESIASTICAL  USAGES 

AND  DISCIPLINE. 

Cf.  n.  B.  Schindler^  der  Aberglaube  d.  M.  A.     Bresl.  1858. 

To  convince  ourselves  how  thoroughly  the  German  mind  could 
enter  into  the  spirit  of  genuine  Christianity,  we  only  require  to 
peruse  the  scanty  specimens  of  religious  poetry  preserved  from 
that  period.  At  first,  indeed,  the  mass  of  the  people  had  only 
made  outward  profession  of  the  new  faith.  Considerable  time 
lapsed  before  it  reached  the  heart  and  leavened  the  life  of  the 
nation.  Accordingly,  a  number  of  tenets  and  superstitions  foreign 
to  Christianitv  —  tlie  remnants  of  former  heathen  views  —  were 
mixed  up  and  almost  formed  part  of  the  religious  life.  This 
tendency  was  fostered  V)y  some  adventitious  circumstances.  Gre- 
gory the  Great  had  recommended  his  missionaries  not  so  much 
to  wage  a  war  of  extermination  against  heathenism,  and  to 
sweep  away  its  every  trace,  as  rather  to  Christianize  pagan  rites, 
and  to  assign  a  deeper  Christian  meaning  to  heathen  tenets  for- 
merly cherished.  In  practice  the  Church  continued  to  follow 
this  suggestion,  thereby  keeping  alive  not  only  the  memory,  but 
also  the  forms,  of  ancient  misbelief  Besides,  the  representatives 
of  the  Church  taught  thit  the  heathen  deities  formerly  worshipped 
irere  real  demons,  and,  as  such,  had  actual  existence.     Hence, 
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m  po|  ular  belief,  they  were  regarded  as  a  kind  of  dethroned 
powers  who  still  exercised  an  uncontrolled  sway  in  certain  do- 
mains of  nature,  and  whom  it  would  therefore  be  dangerous  to 
offend.    Withal,  the  highly  imaginative  and  poetic  turn  so  pecu- 
liarly characteristic  of  Germans,  their  liking  for  the  mysterious 
and  supernatural,  their  delight  in  speculation,  exercised  its  own 
influence  in  the  same  direction.    The  honours  paid  by  the  Church 
to  saints,  and  even  its  statements  about  the  devil,  opened  to  a 
highly  imaginative  race,  as  it  were,  a  new  range,  and  popular 
belief  soon  peopled  it  with  fantastic  shapes  and  strange  occur- 
rences.    The   faithful  were   always  exposed    to    the   vexatious 
enmity  of  demons,  yet  never  so  as  to  place  them   beyond  the 
miraculous  protection  of  angels  and  saints.     The  agency  of  the 
Prince  of  Darkness  himself  was  frequently  brought  into  requisi- 
tion.    At  this  period,  however,  the  relation  which  the  devil  and 
his  angels  occupied  towards  man,  was  regarded  as  far  too  serious 
and  solemn  to  favour  the  introduction  of  those  stories  which  cir- 
culated during  the    latter  part  of  the  Middle  Ages,  in  which 
Satan  was  uniformly  duped,  and  represented   as  an  object  of 
ridicule  and  contempt,  whose  impotent  rage,  as  he  disappeared, 
could  only  find  vent  in  leaving  a  horrid  sulphurous  smell. —  It 
must  be  admitted  that    the  moral  stale  of  the  Germanic  races, 
after  their  adoption  of  Christianity,  sank  very  low.     Indeed,  a 
more  glaring  contrast  can  scarcely  be  conceived  than,  for  exani- 
j)Ie,  between  the  picture  which  Tacitus  draws  of  ancient  German 
manners  and  morality,  and  the  dreadful  degeneracy  and  brutal 
barbarism  which  Gregory  of  Tours  describes  during  the  Mero- 
vingian period.    But  in  no  instance,  also,  were  it  more  fallacious 
than  in  this  to  reason  :  "Post  hoc  ergo  propter  hoc.'*   The  moral 
decay  of  the  German  races  which  took  place  at  the  time  when 
they  made  their  outward  profession  of  Christianity,  depended  on 
circumstances  wholly  distinct  from  their  change  of  faith.     It  was, 
in  fnct,  the  consequence  of  that  entire  transformation  of  views  and 
manners  caused  by  the  migration  of  nations.    Having  left  home — 
that  mightiest  bulwark  of  ancestral  manners — occupying  the  fer- 
tile and  opulent  countries  which  they  had  recently  conquered, 
and  there  exposed  to  most  demoralizing  influences  arouiul,  the 
Germars  threw  themselves  into  enjoyments  new  to  them  with  all 
the  avidity  characteristic  of  a  people  which  had  hitherto  been 
unacquainted  with  luxury  and  its  attendant  vices ;  their  i)assion8, 
once  let  loose,  soon  swept  away  all  the  landmarks  of  decency  and 


844      SECTION   II.  —  FIRST  PERIOD   (OENT.  i— 9  A.  D.). 

propriety.  In  proof  of  the  correctness  of  this  explanation,  we 
appeal  to  the  fact  that  this  moral  decay  took  place  chiefly  among 
those  races  which  settled  in  countries  where  the  degenerate  Ro- 
mans held  sway  (as  was  the  case  with  the  Franks  in  Gaul,  and 
the  Langobards  in  Italy) ;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  the  moral 
development  of  other  tribes,  such  as  the  Anglo-Saxons  and  the 
inhabitants  of  Germany  Proper  was  entirely  different  and  much 
more  regular. 

1.  Religious  Education  of  the  People. — Charlemagne  was  the  first  to 
conceive  the  idea  of  popular  education,  and  of  the  elevation  of  the 
masses.  It  will  readily  be  understood  that  only  a  small  beginning  of 
this  could  be  made  during  his  time.  Great  merit  attaches  in  this 
respect  to  Theodulf  Bishop  of  Orleans,  who  planted  schools  in  every 
village  throughout  his  diocese.  The  religious  instruction  of  youth  com- 
monly consisted  of  learning  by  heart  the  Lord's  Prayer  and  Apostles' 
Creed.  Charlemagne  directed  that  adults — male  or  female — who  were 
deficient  in  this  modicum  of  popular  theology,  should  be  induced  by 
fasts  or  stripes  to  acquire  it.  A  number  of  formulas  still  extant,  dating 
from  the  eighth  and  ninth  centuries,  employed  in  making  abjuration, 
confession  of  faith  or  of  sins,  or  in  orisons,  indicate  the  kind  of  religious 
knowledge  common  among  the  people.  As  further  means  of  popular 
religious  instruction,  wo  may  mention  the  frequent  attempts  to  render 
patristic  or  Biblical  books  generally  accessible  by  translating  them  into 
the  vernacular.  Among  German  monasteries,  the  inmates  of  St.  Gall 
distinguished  themselves  by  their  zeal  in  promoting  the  growth  of  a 
national  literature.  Alfred  the  Great  prosecuted  the  same  object  among 
the  Anglo-Saxons,  especially  by  his  own  contributions.  The  latest 
mention  of  Ulfilas's  translation  of  the  Bible  occurs  in  the  ninth  cent.i 
after  which  it  seems  for  many  centuries  to  have  remained  unknown. 

2.  Popular  Christian  Poeti-y. — This  species  of  composition  firstappeared 
nt  the  close  of  the  seventh,  and  continued  to  be  cultivated  till  late  in 
the  ninth  cent.,  especially  in  England  and  Germany.  A  considerable 
number  of  Biblical  poems  of  great  merit,  on  subjects  connected  witli 
the  Old  and  New  Testnments.  have  been  preserved,  which  are  ascribed 
to  the  pen  of  Cwdmon,  a  Northumbrian  (o6.  G80).  Even  more  interest- 
ing is  theGerman-Saxonepos,  entitled  the //e/»and,  dating  from  the  time 
of  Louis  the  Pious, — the  first  and  only  Christian  poem  on  the  Messiah, 
worthy  its  glorious  subject,  popular  yet  perfect  in  construction,  simple 
and  elevated  in  its  conception — in  short,  deep  and  genuine  Christianity 
presented  in  a  Teutonic  form.  The  "Krist"  of  Otfried  (a  monk  at 
Wcissenburg,  about  800)  is  a  comparatively  inferior  production.  It 
was,  indeed,  the  great  aim  of  this  author,  as  it  had  been  that  of  the 
Saxon  poet — to  use  Otfried's  expression  —  *'  thaz  wir  Kriste  sungen  in 
unsere  Zungen"  (to  raise  Christ's  song  in  our  own  tongue) ;  but  the 
poetry  of  the  Saxon  bears  the  same  relation  to  that  of  the  monk,  "  as 
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the  Rong  of  tho  lark  under  the  broad  sunlit  canopy  of  heaven  to  the 
artificial  melody  of  the  bird  confined  to  its  cage/'  To  the  same  class 
of  compositions  belong  two  other  pieces,  the  so-called  Wessobrunn  Prayer, 
of  which  the  first  and  poetic  portion  is  probably  a  fragment  of  a  larger 
poem  intended  to  celebrate  creation,  and  what  is  known  by  the  name 
of  IHuspiUi,  a  poem  in  high  German,  treating  of  .the  end  of  the  world 
and  the  last  judgment,  of  which,  unfortunately,  only  a  fragment, 
unriTalled  in  depth  and  pathos,  has  been  preserved. 

3.  Social  Stute.  —  The  high  position  which  tooman  had  always  occu- 
pied among  the  ancient  Germans  (J  75, 2)  prevented  the  spread  of  those 
degrading  views,  both  of  her  sex  and  of  the  married  relationship,  which 
in  great  measure  were  the   necessary  consequence  of  the  spurious 
asceticism  of  churchmen.     The  Church  attached  special  merit  to  com- 
plete abstinence  from  conjugal  intercourse,  which,  indeed,  was  entirely 
prohibited  during  the  three  seasons  of  Quadragesima,  on  feast-dayS; 
and  on  the  **  dies  stationis  '*  (Wednesday,  Friday,  Saturday,  and  Sun- 
day).    Second  marriages  were  stigmatized  as  incontinence,  and  had  to 
be  expiated  by  temporary  penance.     The  laws  regulating  divorce  were, 
however,  still  somewhat  lax,  and  only  in  exceptional  cases  were  persons 
divorced  prevented  from  again  marrying.   Intermarriage  with  Heathen, 
Jews,  and  Arians  was  strictly  prohibited.     But  the  stringent  regula- 
tions about  impediments  to  marriage  arising  from  ajjinity  (§  61)  were 
more  distasteful  to  the  Germans  than  probably  any  other  ordinance  of 
the  Church.     Such  unions,  especially  that  with  a  brother's  widow,  had 
formerly  been  regarded  in  popular  estimation  as  a  kind  of  duty. — 
The  national  customs  and  laws  connected  with  property  rendered  it 
impossible  for  the  Church  to  interfere  with  tho  institution  of  serfdom; 
indeed,  monasteries  and  churches,  in  virtue  of  their  large  territorial 
possessions,  owned  a  considerable  number  of  serfs.     But  the  Church 
always  insisted  on  the  fact,  that  masters  and  servants  occupied  exactly 
the  same  place  in  a  moral  and  religious  point  of  view  ;  it  extolled  tho 
manumission  of  slaves  as  occupying  the  first  rank  in  the  scale  of  good 
works,  and  ever  threw  the  shield  of  its  protection  around  those  who 
were  oppressed  by  harsh  masters. — The  care  of  the  poor  was  considered 
one  of  the  great  concerns  of  the  Church,  from  which  oven  avaricious 
and  unfeeling  bishops  could  not  withdraw  themselves.    If  circumstances 
at  all  allowed  it,  every  church  had  its  own  special  buildings,  in  which 
the  poor,  the  sick,  widows  and  orphans,  were  supported  or  entertained, 

4.  Administration  of  Justice, — The  practice  o^iaVxix^  private  vengeance 
was  common  among  the  German  races.  Some  bounds,  however,  were 
set  to  this  abuse,  by  fixing  by  law  the  composition  or  atonement  to  be 
paid  for  every  injury  (the  Weregild).  From  aversion  to  inflicting 
capital  punishment,  the  Church  readily  fell  in  with  this  custom.  A 
solemn  oath,  and  the  so-called  judgment  of  God,  were  the  means 
adopted  for  leading  judicial  proof.    Only  a  freeman  who  hud   no; 
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previously  been  convicted  of  ci  ime  was  allowed  to  take  the  oath  of  pui^ 
gation  ;  a  husband  might  take  it  for  his  wife,  a  father  for  his  children^ 
or  a  master  £fT  his  slave.  Along  with  the  person  accused,  his  relatives, 
friends,  and  neighbours  appeared  as  compurgators  (conjuratores)  to 
take  the  oath.  Although  they  repeated  the  same  formula  as  the  partj 
impeached,  their  oath  was  only  intended  as  a  personal  guarantee  foi 
the  truthfulness  and  honour  of  the  accused.  If,  from  any  circum* 
stance,  this  oath  of  purgation  could  not  be  taken,  if  there  were  no 
compurgators,  or  if  other  means  of  probation  were  awanting,  resoil 
was  had  to  the  judgment  of  God  (Ordale).  This  was  ascertained  — 
1.  "By  judicial  combaiy  which  owed  it«  origin  to  the  old  popular  belief: 
**  Deum  adcsse  bcllantibus."  Only  a  freeman  could  demand  this  modo 
Df  trial.  Old  persons,  women,  children,  and  clerks  might  be  repre- 
sented by  a  proper  substitute.  2.  By  various  experimenht  with  fire, 
such  as  holding  the  hand  for  some  time  in  the  fire,  walking  over  a 
burning  pile  with  no  other  dress  on  than  a  shirt,  carrying  a  red-hot 
iron  with  the  naked  hand  for  nine  paces,  or  walking  barefoot  over  nino 
or  twelve  burning  ploughshares.  3.  By  one  of  two  experiments  with 
water.  The  accused  person  had  to  fetch,  with  his  naked  arm,  a  ring 
or  a  stone  out  of  a  cauldron  filled  with  boiling  water ;  or  he  was  thrown 
into  the  water  with  a  rope  round  his  body.  If  he  sank,  he  was  de- 
clared to  have  proved  his  innocence.  4.  By  the  experiment  of  the  cross. 
Each  party  stood  before  the  cross  with  arms  expanded ;  and  the  person 
who  first  became  weary,  and  allowed  his  hands  to  droop,  lost  the  cause. 
5.  By  the  experiment  with  the  Eucharist j  specially  in  disputes  among 
ecclesiastics.  It  was  thought  that  the  guilty  party  would  siwn  after- 
wards be  struck  by  some  manifestation  of  the  Divine  displeasure.  The 
laity  underwent  the  experinicnt  with  the  consecrated  morsel  (judicium 
offa?),  which  the  party  impeached  had  to  swallow  at  mass.  6.  By  the 
Bo-called  *\ptdicium  feretri.**  The  accused  touched  the  wounds  of  the 
person  murdered  ;  if  blood  flowed  from  them,  or  foam  from  his  mouth, 
it  was  held  to  establish  guilt.  —  The  implicit  credence  which  the 
Church  attached  to  so  many  legendary  miracles,  sprung  from  the  same 
tendency  which  gave  rise  to  these  ordeals.  It  was,  therefore,  mani- 
festly impossible  for  churchmen  to  combat  such  superstitions ;  at  most, 
they  could  object  to  the  pagan  rites  so  frequently  connected  with  them. 
But  by  sanctioning  and  regulating  those  trials,  the  Church  no  doubt 
contributed  not  a  little  to  diminish  the  evils  attendant  upon  them. 
Agohard  of  Lyons  {ob.  840)  was  the  first  to  denounce  these  practices 
as  damnable  superstitions.  After  that,  the  See  of  Rome  also  (since 
the  pontificate  of  Nicholas  I.)  uniformly  condemned  every  kind  of 
appeal  to  the  "judgment  of  God." — Among  the  different  kinds  of  peace 
(i.  «.,  immunity  of  person,  property,  office,  and  duty),  next  to  the  peaei 
of  the  King,  that  of  the  Church  was  most  respected.  For  injuries  to 
ecclesiastical  personages  and  property,  or  oflfences  committed  in  conse* 
croted  places,  a  three^c\d  compensation  was  exacted.    A  bishop  was 
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regarded  as  equal  to  a  duke,  and  a  common  priest  to  a  count. —  (Comp. 
alfo  Botftrlson,  Charles  Y.,  First  Section,  and  Notes  21,  22.) 

5.  EccUsiasliral  Discipline  and  Penances.  —  In  Germany,  the  State 
fully  recogniied  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Church  and  its  right  to  inflict 
punishroent,  so  that  an  offence  was  considered  expiated  only  when, 
besides  the  requirements  of  the  secular,  those  of  the  ecclesiastical  tri- 
bunal also  had  been  satisfied.     This  gave  rise  to  a  system  of  regular 
episcopal  visitations,  called  Sends  (Synodus,  from  send?),  which  came 
into  use  during  the  reign  of  Charlemagne.     The  bishop  was  every  year 
to  visit  the  whole  of  his  diocese,  accompanied  by  a  royal  Misaus,  and, 
with  the  aid  of  bailiffs  specially  selected  (from  every  congregation) 
and  sworn,  to  institute  a  searching  inquiry  into  the  moral  and  religious 
state  of  every  parish,  and  to  punish  the  sins  or  misdemeanors  brought 
to  light.     Both  Regino  of  PrUm  and  Jlincmar  of  Ilheims   composed 
instructions  for  conducting  these  visitations.  —  The  State  also  lent  its 
sanction  and  force  to  the  sentences  of  ecclesiastical  excommunication, 
Pepin  enjoined  that  those  who  had  been  excommunicated  should  not 
enter  a  church,  and  prohibited  Christians  from  eating  and  drinking 
with,  or  even  saluting  such  persons.     The  public  exercise  of  discipline 
was  repugnant  to  German   notions    of   propriety,   and   the   Church 
generally  yielded  in  this   matter  to  popular  feeling.     The  numerous 
Penitential  books  which  date  from  this  period,  gave  ample  direction 
about  the  administration  of  discipline,  and  adopting  the  custom  of 
judicial  compensations,  prescribed  certain  fines  for  every  conceivable 
kind  of  offence.     Wasserschleben  has  collected  and  edited  all  the  docu- 
ments of  this  character  still  extant  ("The  Penitential  Books  of  the 
Western  Church,  with  Hist.  Introd."  Halle  1851).     They  appear  to 
have  been  generally  constructed  after  the  penitential  order  of  Theodore^ 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,     Manifestly,  the  fundamental  idea  of  these 
arrangements  implied  an  entire  misunderstanding  of  Christian  disci 
pline ;  and  their  frequent  contradictions,  their  confusedness  and  arbi- 
trary regulations,  led  to  very  sad  consequences.     Even  the  rendering 
of  the  term  poeniteniia  by  "penance,"  i.e.,  compensation,  shows  how 
superficial  were  the  views  entertained  by  the  Church  on  this  important 
subject.     Thus  in  the  Penitential  books,  "poenitere"  is  represented  as 
entirely  identical  with  "jejunare."     But  if  the  idea  of  pfriiif en tia  once 
resolved  itself  into  merely  external  acts,  the  penance  of  fasting  might 
readily  give  place  to  other  spiritual  exercises.     Again,  if  it  was  only 
requisite  by  some  penance  to  make  compensation  for  sins  committed, 
the  services  of  another  might  fairly  be  employed  as  a  substitute  fof 
those  of  the  guilty  person.     Accordingly,  a  system  of  redemption  was 
gradually   introduced,  which  involved   utter   disre<:;ard   of    all   moral 
earnestness  on  the  ]>art  of  penitents.     Thus,  for  example,  the  peniten- 
tial books  indicate  how  a  rich  man  might,  by  hiring  a  sufficient  number 
©f  persons  to  fast  in  his  st^,  in  three  days  go  through  a  course  of  seven 
years''  penance,  ^\thout  incurring  any  personal  trouble.     This  mora] 
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decay  led  in  the  eighth  and  ninth  centuries  to  determined  oppositioa 
against  penitential  books,  and  the  dangerous  principles  involved  in  their 
arrangement.  The  reaction  commenced  in  Britain  at  the  Cowunl  of 
Cloveshove  in  747,  and  soon  spread  to  the  Continent,  where  it  found 
vent  at  the  Synods  of  Chalons  in  813,  of  Paris  in  829,  and  of  Mayencf 
in  847.  The  council  of  Paris  ordered  all  penitential  books  to  be  de- 
livered up  and  burnt.  But  their  use  was  still  retained. — At  this  period, 
confession  was  not  yet  regarded  as  incumbent  on  the  faithful  generally. 
In  theory  at  least,  it  was  still  held  that  it  sufficed  to  confess  to  God 
ftlone.  But  already  the  custom  of  confessing  once  a  year  —  during 
Easter  Quadragesima  —  seems  to  have  been  so  general,  that  its  omis- 
sison  was  severely  reprimanded  at  episcopal  visitations.  The  femnula 
of  absolution  adopted  was  only  of  a  deprecatory,  not  of  a  judicial 
character. 

J  89.  PUBLIC  WORSHIP  AND  THE  FINE  ARTS. 

Wherever  Arianism  remained  the  creed  in  Germany,  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church  were  no  doubt  conducted  in  the  verncLCU" 
lar.  But  when  these  races  joined  the  Catholic  Chuich,  Latin 
became  the  ecclesiastical  language.  Among  the  tribes  which 
were  converted  to  Christianity  by  Catholic  missionaries,  the  use 
of  Latin  in  the  public  services  had  from  the  first  been  intro- 
duced. The  Slavonians  alone  were  allowed  to  worship  in  their 
own  language  (§  79,  1).  —  As  the  language,  so  also  the  liturgy 
of  Rome  was  everywhere  enforced,  except  within  the  dioceseof 
Jtfilan  and  in  the  S^msli  Church.  When  Pepin  entered  into 
negotiations  with  the  Papacy,  he  consented  to  have  the  forma 
of  worship  common  among  the  Franks  altered  to  suit  the  Romish 
model  (745).  For  the  same  purpose  Hadrian  I.  furnished 
Chorlemagne  vf\i\\  a  Romish  Sacramentarium,  and  that  monarch 
insisted  on  having  the  desired  uniformity  carried  out.  At  first 
sight,  it  may  appear  strange  that  the  peculiar  characteristics  of 
the  German  mmd  should  not  have  expressed  themselves  in  corre- 
sponding modifications  in  the  services  of  the  Church.  But  it 
mnst  be  remembered  that  the  Romish  ritual,  when  imported  into 
Germany,  was  not  only  in  itself  complete,  but  so  constituted  aa 
scarcely  to  admit  improvements  of  a  fundamental  character  ;  and 
that,  besides,  the  vernacular  was  excluded  from  the  Liturgy,  and 
the  people  really  took  no  active  part  in  the  services.  Where, 
as  in  this  case,  so  much  depends  on  the  choice  of  cxpiessions, 
the  national  mind  could  not  find  full  or  free  utterance  so  long  at 
the  use  of  a  foreign  idiom  was  enforced. 
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1.  Liturgy  tmid  Preaching. —  Besides  the  Roman  or  Gregorian^  other 
liturgies  were  in  use ;  differing  from  it  in  some  respects.  Such  was 
the  attachment  both  of  the  people  and  clergy  of  Milan  to  their  old 
Ambrosian  Liturgy,  that  even  Charlemagne  was  not  strong  enough  to 
displace  it ;  and  to  this  day  has  Milan  preserved  its  possession  of  this 
relic.  Not  less  tenacious  were  the  Spaniards  in  their  adherence  to 
their  national  or  so-called  Mozarahic  Liturgy  (581,  1).  In  several 
points  it  resembled  the  Eastern  liturgies ;  after  having  been  recast  and 
enlarged  by  Leander  and  Isidore  of  Seville,  it  was  adopted  throughout 
the  Spanish  Church  by  the  national  Synod  of  Toledo  in  C33.  This 
similarity  to  Eastern  liturgies  is  also  noticeable  in  some  of  the  older 
GaUicati  liturgies,  before  the  time  of  the  Carolingians.  —  Throughout 
the  West,  the  Sermon  always  occupied  a  comparatively  subordinate 
place  in  public  worship.  The  intellectual  decay  subsequent  on  the 
migration  of  nations,  almost  banished  it  entirely  from  the  services  of 
the  Church.  But  when,  in  the  seventh  century,  the  Latin  Church 
addressed  itself  to  missionary  work,  the  great  importance  of  sermons 
in  diffusing  the  truth  was  deeply  felt.  Few,  however,  of  the  clergy 
were  capable  of  composing  sermons.  Charlemagne  therefore  com- 
missioned Paulus  Diacanus  (J  90,  3),  in  782,  to  collect  from  the 
writings  of  the  Fathers  a  (Latin)  Homiliarium  for  Sundays  and  feast- 
days,  to  serve  as  a  model  for  similar  compositions,  or,  where  this  could 
not  be  expected,  to  be  read  to  the  people  either  in  the  original  or  in 
translation.  Of  course  the  missionaries  preached  in  the  vernacular ; 
in  established  congregations  the  sermon  was  mostly  delivered  in  Latin. 
But  (fharlemagne  and  the  synods  of  his  time  enjoined  preaching, 
either  in  German  or  in  the  Romanic.  (Comp.  also  Johnson,  English 
Canons;  ^(wA-e/Z,  Ancient  Liturgy.) 

2.  (Cp.  Hoffmann  v.  Fallersleb.  Gesch.  d.  dcutsch.  Kirchenlieds  bia 
auf  Luther.  3  Aufl.  Ilann.  1854. — A,  Schnhiger,  d.  Sringerpchulo  St 
Galleus.  Einfied.  1831.) — According  to  the  rule  laid  down  by  Gregory, 
the  chanting  in  churches  was  performed  by  the  clergy.  The  ordinance 
of  Charlemagne,  that  the  people  should  at  least  take  part  in  singing 
the  "Gloria"  and  the  Sanctus,"  was  not  obeved.  Between  the 
seventh  and  the  ninth  centuries  flourished  a  number  of  Latin  hymn- 
writers,  among  whom  we  specially  mention  Beffa  Vejierabilis,  Pavl 
Wam^/ricd,  TheoduJf  of  Orleans,  Alcuin,  and  Rahanus  Maurus.  The 
heautiful  hymn  for  Pentecost.  "  Veni  creator  Spiritus,"  is  commonly 
ascribed  to  Charlemagne  himself.  Instead  of  following,  as  formerly 
the  tone  and  style  of  the  classics,  the  religious  compositions  of  that 
age  became  gradually  more  German  and  Christian  in  their  spirit, 
being  characterized  by  deep  simplicity  and  genuine  feeling.  Towards 
the  close  of  this  period  a  considerable  impulse  was  given  to  this  species 
of  compositions  by  the  adoption  of  what  were  called  sequences 
(sequentise)  into  the  service  of  the  Mass.  Instead  of  the  long  seriei 
cf  notes  without  words  —  intended  to  indicate  that  the  feelings  wert 
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too  strong  for  expression  (hence  the  term  Juhili) — which  formerly  had 
followed  upon  the  Halleliyah  of  the  Mass,  suitable  rhythmical  language 
in  Latin  prose  was  adopted,  which  by  and  by  was  cast  into  metre, 
rhyme,  and  stanzas.  Notker  BalbfdvSy  a  monk  of  St.  Oall  (oh.  912), 
was  the  first  distinguished  writer  of  sequences.  —  The  only  part  which 
the  people  were  allowed  to  take  in  the  services  of  the  Church  was  to 
sing,  or  rather  to  shout,  the  '*  Kyrie  £leison ''  in  the  Litany,  and  that 
only  at  extraonlinary  seasons,  such  as  processions,  pilgrimages,  tho 
transportation  of  relics,  funerals,  the  consecration  of  churches,  and 
other  similar  occasions.  In  Germany,  during  the  second  half  of  the 
ninth  century,  short  verses  in  the  vernacular  were  introduced  at  such 
times  —  the  Kyrie  Eleison  forming  the  refrain  of  every  stanza.  This 
was  the  humble  commencement  of  German  hymnology.  The  only 
monument  of  this  kind  of  poetry  still  extant  from  that  period  is  a 
hymn  in  honour  of  St.  Peter,  composed  in  the  old  high  German  dialect. 
—  The  Ambrosian  chant  (§59,  3)  had  entirely  given  place  to  the 
Gregorian  (the  so-called  Cantus  firmus  or  choralis).  When  Stephen 
II.  visited  France  in  754,  Pepin  ordered  that  the  Romish  chant  should 
be  universally  adopted.  To  this  injunction  CJiarUmaqne  gave  general 
effect  throughout  the  West,  by  entirely  abolishing  the  Ambrosian  chant, 
by  instituting  excellent  singing-schools  at  Metz,  Soissons,  Orleans, 
Paris,  Lyons*  and  in  other  places,  over  which  he  placed  musicians  sent 
from  Rome  for  the  special  purpose,  and  by  introducing  music  as  a 
branch  of  education  in  all  the  higher  schools  throughout  the  Empire. 
The  first  organ  brought  to  France  was  that  which  the  Byzantine 
Emperor  Copronymus  presented  to  Pepin  in  757.  A  second  organ  was 
given  to  Charlemagne  by  the  Emperor  Michael  I.  and  placed  in  the 
church  at  Aix-la-Chapelle.  After  that  it  was  gradually  introduced 
throughout  the  Church.  But  these  instruments  were  still  very  imper- 
fect; they  had  only  from  nine  to  twelve  notes,  and  the  keys  were  si) 
ill  constructed  that  they  required  to  be  struck  with  the  fist. 

3.  The  Sacrifice  of  the  Mass.  —  The  idea  of  a  sacrifice  attaching  t4 
the  Eucharist,  which  led  to  the  celebration  of  masses  for  the  benefit 
of  the  dead  (?  58,  3),  t*.  e.,  for  alleviating  and  shortening  the  torments 
of  purgatory,  was  gradualh*  developed  and  applied  to  other  purposes. 
Thus  private  masses  were  celebrated  for  the  success  of  any  under- 
taking, as  for  the  restoration  of  a  sick  person,  for  favourable  weather, 
etc.  This  increase  of  masses  was  somewhat  limited  by  the  enactment, 
that  only  one  mass  might  be  celebrated  at  the  same  altar  and  by  the 
same  priest  in  one  day.  The  desire  to  secure  as  many  masses  as 
possible  after  death,  gave  rise  to  associations  of  churches  and  monas^ 
teries  on  the  covenant  that  a  certain  number  of  masses  should  be  said 
in  all  these  churches  and  monasteries  for  every  member  of  the  asso* 
ciation  that  died.  The  idea  of  such  fraternities  —  into  which,  by 
special  favour,  kings,  princes,  and  lords  were  sometimes  received  — 
icems  to  have  originated  with  St.  Boniface. 
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.  4.  Among  the  Germans  the  worship  of  saints  was  in  great  repute, 
Mpeciallv  as  they  served  as  substitutes  for  the  displaced  deities  of 
former  dajs.     Far  above  the  other  saints  towered  in  popular  esteem 
the  Mother  of  God,  the  fair  and  gracious  Queen  of  Heaven  —  the  full 
ideal  of  woman,  that  object  of  ancient  veneration  among  the  Ger« 
mans.     Partly  from  the  want   of  images,  and  partly  from  national 
dislike,  the  worship  paid  to    images  was  little  in  vogue  in  the 
German  Church.     Indeed,  during  the  time  of  the  Carolingians,  the 
Prankish  Church  formally  protested  against  such  services  (J  92,  1). 
But  all  the  greater  was  the  zeal  displayed  in  toe  worship  of  relics, 
in  which  the  saint  reappeared,  as  it  were,  in  concrete  and  bodily  form. 
Innumerable- relics  existed  in  the  West,  supplied  partly  fn)m  the  inex- 
haustible treasury  at  Rome,  and  partly  from  the  band  of  zealous  mis- 
sionary martyrs,  from  the  solitudes  of  hermits,  or  even  from  monasteries 
and  episcopal  sees.     The  bones  of  these  saints  were  the  objects  of  en- 
thusiastic veneration.    When  a  church  or  a  monastery  acquired  a  new 
relic,  the  whole  country  rejoiced  in  the  accession ;  the  concourse  of 
multitudes,  and  an  abundant  harvest  in  the  shape  of  donations  by  the 
pious,  attended  the  deposition  of  the  prized  memorial  in  the  crypt  of 
the  sanctuary.     In  the  ninth  century  the  Frankish  monastery  of  Cen- 
tula  boasted  of  a  large  quantity  of  such  relics ;  among  them,  memorials 
fwm  the  grave  of  the  Innocents  at  Bethlehem,  part  of  the  milk  of  the 
Virgin,  of  the  beard  of  St.  Peter,  of  his  casula,  of  the  Orarium  of  St. 
Paul,  nay,  even  of  the  wood  with  which  Peter  was  about  to  construct 
the  three  tabernacles  on  Mount  Tabor. —  Among  the  Germans,  and 
specially  the  Anglo-Saxons,  who  were  so  fond  of  travelling,  the  prao 
ncE  or  MAKING  pilgrimages  was  very  general.     The  favourite  places 
for  such  devotions  were  t4ie  tt>mb8  of  the  princes  of  the  apostles  at 
Rome,  the  grave  of  St.  Martin  at  Tours,  and,  towards  the  close  of  this 
period,  that  of  St.  Jago  de  Compostella  (Jacobus  Apostolus  the  Elder, 
the  supposed  founder  of  the  Spanish  Church,  whose  bones  were  disco- 
vered  by  Alphonse  the  Chaste).      But  the   demoralizing   influences 
attendant  on  these  pilgrimages,  which  formed  subject  of  complaint 
even  in  older  times,  were  painfully  felt.     Accordingly.  St.  Boniface 
insisted  that  his  countrywomen  should  be  prohibited  joining  them, 
since  they  only  served  to  provide  loose  women  for  the  towns  of  Gaul 
and  Italy.  —  The  idea  of  patron  angels  proved  specially  attractive  to 
the  Germans.     More  particularly  did  they  accord  their  sympathies  to 
Michael,  the  knightly  Archangel,  who  had  defeated  the  great  dragon. 

5.  Ecclesiaatical  Seasons  and  Places, — Besides  the  Easter  Quadro' 
geiima,  another  was  introduced  after  Pentecost,  and  a  third  before 
Christmas.  The  ecclesiastical  year  now  commencod  at  Christmas, 
instead  of  Easter.  In  the  ninth  century,  the  Feast  of  AH- Saints  (J  57, 
1),  which  at  first  had  been  only  celebrated  at  Rome,  was  observed 
throughout  the  Church  — In  consequence  of  the  number  of  relics  and 
Uie  increase  of  ma.sses,  \dditional  altars  were  erected  in  the  churches. 
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Charlemag;ne  enjoined  them  to  be  limited  to  the  number  actually  r^ 
quired.  The  nion  altar  stood  unsupported  in  the  centre  of  the  nich^ 
in  the  choir.  The  other  altars  were  either  placed  in  juitaposition  or 
supported  by  pillars.-  Pulpits  and  confessionals  had  not  yet  been  in* 
troduced  into  churches.  Special  baptistries  adjoined  those  churches  in 
which  the  sacred  rite  was  administered  (J  84,  2).  But  when  this  privi- 
lege was  extended  to  all  churches,  a  baptismal  font  was  placed  at  the 
left  side  of  the  principal  entrance,  or  at  the  point  where  the  nave  was 
crossed  by  the  transept.  This  change  contributed  to  the  general  intro- 
duction of  the  practice  of  sprinkling  instead  of  immersion  in  baptism. 
Bells  and  towers  were  common  ;  the  latter  stood  at  first  by  themselves, 
but  since  the  time  of  Charlemagne  they  were  connected  with  the  main 
building.  Cliarlemagne  prohibited  the  christening  of  hells^  but  the 
practice  still  continued. 

G.  During  the  domination  of  the  Ostrogoths,  the  Fine  Aria  were 
chiefly  cultivated  on  the  other  side,  during  that  of  the  Carolingians  on 
this  side,  the  Alps.  On  the  British  Isle  also,  considerable  attention 
was  paid  to  their  cultivation.  The  German  monasteries  of  St.  Gall 
and  Fulda  bore,  in  the  ninth  century,  the  palm  in  artistic  taste.  Thus 
Tutilo,  a  monk  of  St.  Gall  (oh.  912),  was  greatly  distinguished  as  an 
architect,  painter,  sculptor,  poet,  and  general  savant.  The  old  Koman 
Basilica  still  formed  the  model  for  ecclesiastical  architecture.  At  Ra- 
venna— the  Byzantium  of  Italy — some  splendid  churches  were  built  in 
the  Byzantine  style  during  the  domination  of  the  Goths.  Einhard  was 
the  favourite  architect  of  Charlemagne.  Among  the  various  churches 
built  by  that  monarch,  the  Munster  of  Aix-la-Chapelle,  constructed 
after  the  model  of  these  Ravenna  churches,  is  the  most  beautiful. 
Being  intended  to  serve  as  royal  chapel,  it  was  connected  with  the 
palace  by  a  colonnade.  For  the  same  reason,  it  was  originally  of  mode- 
rate size  ;  but  being  also  used  for  coronations,  it  was  enlarged  in  1355 
by  the  addition  of  the  grand  principal  choir,  in  the  Gothic  style.  The 
ceremonies  of  the  Church  tended  to  the  promotion  of  the  plastic  arts, 
as  costly  shrines  were  required  for  relics ;  and  the  crucifixes,  candle- 
sticks, ciboria.  censers,  and  other  vessels,  called  forth  the  skill  of  artists. 
The  liturgical  lxx)ks  were  covered  with  boards  elaborately  carved,  and 
the  diwrs  of  churches,  the  stalls  of  bishops,  reading-desks,  and  bap- 
tismal fonts  adorned  with  decorations  in  relief.  Among  the  various 
kinds  of  pictorial  representations,  miniature  painting  was  employed  in 
adorning  copies  of  ecclesiastical  books. —  (Comp.  G.  Kinkel^  Gesch.  d 
bildenden  KUnste.  I.  Bonn  1845. — E.  Forster^  Gesch.  d.  deutsch.  Kunst 
Leips.  1851-55.  3  Vols.) 
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I  90.  STATE  OF   SCIENCE  AND  OF  THEOLOGICAL  LITE- 
RATURE. 

CoMP.  /.  C.  F.  Bahr,  Gesch.  d.  rom.  Liter,  im  karoling.  Zeitalter. 
Rarlsr.  1840. 

So  lonjc  as  Arianism  continued  the  creed  of  the  German  races, 
independent  scientific  pursuits  seem  not  to  have  been  followed, 
with  the  exception  of  those  of  Uljilas.      But   Theodoric,  the 
generous  monarch  of  the   Ostrogoths,   patronized  and  distin- 
guished the  representatives  of  ancient  Roman  literature.    Among 
them  Boethius  and  Caaaiodorus  have  the  merit  of  preserving  the 
remnants  of  classical  and  patristic  learning  in  Italy.     A  similar 
service  Isidore  of  Seville  {ph.  636)  performed  for  Spain,  and  his 
works  were  for  centuries  used  also  on  the   other  side  of  the 
Pyrenees  as  text-books  and  guides  for  students.     The  numerous 
monasteries  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  were,  till  late  in  the  ninth 
century,  equally  famed  for  the  extensive  learning  and  the  deep 
piety  of  their  inmates.     The  learned  Greek  monk,  Theodore  of 
Tarsus,  whom  the  Pope  elevated  to  the  archiepiscopal  See  of 
Canterbury  (ob.  690),  and  his  companion  Hadrian,  awakened 
among  the  Anglo-Saxons  an  ardent  zeal  for  the  prosecution  of 
learned  investigations,  while  Beda  Venerabilis,  though  he  never 
left  his  monastery,  was  regarded,  throughout  the  Western  Church, 
as  a  leading  authority.     For  a  time  the  Northmen  pirates  swept 
away  the  traces  of  this  high  civilization,  till  Alfred  (he  Great. 
(871  to  901)  again  restored  it.     This  monarch,  ecpially  great  in 
peace  and  in  war,  distinguished  as  a  general,  a  statesman,  and  a 
legislator,  and  renowned  both  as  a  poet  and  prose  writer,  raised 
the  literature  of  his  country  to  a  height  never  before  attained — 
'though,  unfortunately,  only  for  a  time.     In  Gaul,  Gregory  of 
Tours  (oh.  595)  was  the  last  representative  of  Roman  ecclesi- 
astical lore.     After  him  came  that  chaos  which  onlv  under  the 
reign  of  Charlemagne  (768  to  814)  gave  place  to  a  new  day,  of 
which  the  light  shone  throughout  the  West.     The  encourage- 
ment which  that  monarch  gave  to  literature  dates  from  the  ])eriod 
of  his  first  visit  to  Italy,  in  774.     There  he  made  the  acquaint- 
ance of  such  men  as  Petrus  of  Pii>a,  Paul  Warnefricd,  Paulinus 
of  Aquileja,  and  Theodulf  of  Orleans,  whom  he  attached  to  his 
court.     From  the  year  782,  Alcuin,  an  Anglo-Saxon  "  Levite,'* 
was  the  leading  spirit  at  the  Prankish  court.     Charlemagne  had 
30* 
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made  his  acquaintance  the  year  before  in  Italy.     Study  now 
became  one  of  the  main  pursuit?,  which  even  the  royal  family, 
the  court,  and  all  connected  with  it,  encouraged  or  followed ;  but 
among:  these  noble  scholars,  Charlemaji^ne  himself  was  the  most 
zealous  and  docile  pupil  of  Alcuin.    At  the  court  school  (schola 
palatina),  which,  like  the  court  itself,  was  migratory,  the  sons 
and  daughters  of  the  king  received,  along  with  the  children  of 
the  noblest  families  in  the  empire,  a  liberal  education.     From 
England,  Ireland,  and  Italy,  continual  additions  were  made  to 
the  staff  of  teachers   employed  in   it.      At  last   Charlemagne 
issued,  in  787,  a  circular  letter  addressed  to  all  the  bishops  and 
abbots  of  his  empire,  in  which,  under  pain  of  his  royal  displea- 
sure, he  commanded  that  schools  should  be  attached  to  all  mon- 
asteries and  cathedral  churches.     And,  in  truth,  the  result  of 
these  measures  was  most  encouraging,  although  as  yet  the  course 
of  study  w^as  limited  to  the  acquisition  of  classical  or  patristic 
lore,  to  the  neglect  of  anything  like  national  literature.     The 
great,  the  liberal,  and  patriotic  mind  of  Charlemagne  perceived, 
indeed,  the  importance  of  encouraging  the  growth  of  a  national 
literature ;  but,  with  the  exception  of  Paul  Warnefried,  his  other 
learned  advisers  had  lost  every  sympathy  with  the  spirit,  the 
language,  and  the  nationality  of  Germany.    They  even  regarded 
such  studies  as  endangering  Christianity  and  encouraging  the 
spread    of  former  heathen  notions;    hence  their  influence  was 
rather  in  the  way  of  discouraging  these  views  of  their  monarch. 
—  The  weak  administration  of  Louis  the  Pious  (^814  to  840), 
disturbed  as  it  was  bv  nartv  fights  ond  civil  wars,  was  far  from 
favourable  to  the  promotion  of  science ;  but  as  yet  the  fruits  of 
his  father's  labours  had  not  disappeared.    Lothair,-  his  son,  issued 
an  edict  by  which   the  scholastic   arrangements   of  Italy  wer% 
entirely  reorganized,  and    indeed  completely  remodelled.      But 
that  country,  with  its  factions  and  tumults,  was  not  the  place 
where  such  institutions  could  for  any  length  of  lime  prosper.    It 
was  otherwise  in  France,  where,  under  the  reign  of  Charles  the 
Bald  (S40-S77),  a  new  }>eriod  was  inaugurated.     At  his  court, 
as  at  that  of  his  grandfather,  the  choice  spirits   of  the  West 
gathered  ;  under  the  guidance  of  Johannes  En'gena,  a  Scotch- 
man, the  court-school  rose  rapidly;  the  cathedral  and  monastic 
schools  of  France  emulated  the  most  celebrated  institutions  of 
Germanv  ^such  as  St.  Gall.  FuKla,  Reiohenau,  etc.V-  and  the 
French  sees  were  occupied  by  men  of  the  most  exteasiye  learn* 
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ing.  Bat  after  the  death  of  Charles  this  high  state  of  cultiva- 
tion rapidly  disappeared,  and,  amidst  the  troubles  of  that  period, 
gave  place  to  deep  ignorance,'confusion,  and  barbarism. 

1.  It  was  the  primary  object  of  these  monastic  and  cathedral  schools, 
to  train  persons  for  the  Church.  The  writings  of  Oassiodoms,  of  Isi- 
dore, Beda,  and  Alcuin,  were  the  manuals  and  text-books  chiefly  in 
use.  The  inmates  of  monasteries  were  in  the  habit  of  making  careful 
copies  of  books,  for  the  purpose  of  founding  libraries  and  of  multiply- 
ing celebrated  works.  Alcuin  arranged  all  knowledge  under  three 
branches,  viz..  Ethics,  Physics,  and  Theology.  His  Ethics  included 
what  was  afterwards  designated  as  Trivium  (Grammar,  Rhetoric,  and 
Dialectics) ;  Physics  corresponded  to  the  later  Quadrivium  (Arithmetic, 
Geometry,  Music,  and  Astronomy) ;  both  together  constituting  what 
were  called  the  Liberal  Arts.  Conversation  and  instruction  were  to 
be  carried  on  in  Latin.  In  the  higher  schools  Greek,  of  which  Theo- 
dore of  Tarsus  and  his  pupils  had  promoted  the  study,  was  also  taught. 
Acquaintance  with  Hebrew  was  a  more  rare  accomplishment ;  some 
scholars  obtained  a  knowledge  of  it  by  intercourse  with  learned  Jews. 
The  writings  of  Boethius  were  the  principal  source  for  the  study  of 
philosophy ;  Plato  and  Aristotle  were  known,  however,  to  some  extent, 
and  in  the  ninth  century  the  Byzantine  Emperor  Michael  presented 
Louis  the  Pious  ({  92,  1)  with  a  copy  of  the  so-called  writings  of  Dio- 
nysius  the  Areopagite.  He  was  regarded  as  the  same  Dionysius  who 
bad  founded  the  Church  of  Paris,  and  on  this  ground  his  writings, 
even  when  not  understood,  were  vaunted.  Hilduiriy  Abbot  of  St.  Denis, 
and  afterwards  Johannes  Erigena,  translated  them  into  Latin. — Isidore 
of  Seville  and  Rahanus  JIaurus  composed  encyclopaedias  which  enibo- 
die<l  a  summary  of  the  lore  of  their  times.  The  work  of  Isidore,  which 
bears  the  title  of  Originum  s.  Etymologiarum  LI.  XX.,  is  a  remarkable 
monument  of  industry  and  comprehensive  learning.  Almost  the  same 
meed  of  praise  is  due  to  the  LI.  XXIL  de  Uuiverso,  by  Rabanus.  Both 
writers  group  theology  along  with  the  other  sciences. 

2.  The  following  were  the  most  celebrated  Theologians  before  the 
time  of  the  Carolingians : 

(1.)  Gregory  op  Tours,  the  scion  of  a  noble  Roman  family.  While 
on  a  pilgrimage  to  the  grave  of  St.  Martin,  to  implore  the  removal  of  a 
disease  (in  573),  he  was  elevated  to  the  See  of  Tours,  which  he  occu- 
pied to  his  death  (oh,  595).  His  family  connections,  his  office,  his 
character,  learning,  and  piety,  contributed  to  make  him  one  of  the  most 
c<»lebruted  men  of  his  time.  Posterity  is  indebted  to  his  writings  for 
its  knowledge  of  public  and  private  affairs  at  the  time  of  the  Mert>vin- 
pians.  (Best  edition  by  Th,  Ruinart.  Par.  1099  f.  CoMr.  also  /.  W. 
LoefjclL  Gre^or  von  Tours  u.  s.  Zeit.  Leipz.  1809.) 

(2.)  Isidore  of  Seville  (Hispalensis),  the  scion  of  a  distinpjuished 
G<.ithic  family,  who  succeeded  Leamler,  his  brother,  in  the  archicpisco- 
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pal  See  of  Ilispalis  (oh.  63G).     He  composed  excellent  and  careful  com 
pilations,  in  which  information  and  fragments  not  otherwise  known 
are  preserved.    For  his  cotemporaries  he  did  a  more  important  service, 
by  making  the  German  Church  acquainted  with  classical  and  patristic 
lore.     (Best  ed.  by  F.  Arevalo.  Rom.  1797.  7  Voll.  4.) 

(3.)  Beda  Vexerabilis,  an  Anglo-Saxon,  educated  in  the  monastery 
of  Wearmouth,  which  he  afterwards  left  for  that  of  Jarrow,  where  ha 
died  in  735.  His  fame  for  learning,  in  all  branches  of  science  known 
at  the  time,  was  very  great.  These  acquirements  were  combined  with 
great  modesty,  piety,  and  amiability.  While  his  numerous  disciples 
attained  the  highest  posts  in  the  Church,  Beda  himself  continued  in 
quiet  retirement,  a  simple  monk,  satisfied  with  this  his  chosen  lot. 
Even  on  his  death-bed  he  was  engaged  in  teaching  and  writing ;  and 
immediately  before  he  expired,  he  dictated  the  last  chapter  of  an  Anglo- 
Saxon  version  of  the  Gospel  according  to  John.  (Best  ed.  of  his  wri- 
tings by  J.  A.  Giles,  London  1843.) 

3.  The  most  eminent  theologian  during  the  reign  of  CJiarlemagne 
(7G8-814)  "was  an  anglo-Saxon,  Alcuin  (Albinus),  suruamed  Fl(iccus, 
He  was  trained  in  the  celebrated  academy  of  York,  under  Egbert  and 
Elbert.  "When  the  latter  was  elevated  to  the  arch i episcopal  see,  Alcuin 
became  president  of  this  academy.  On  a  journey  to  Rome  (781),  he 
was  introduced  to  the  notice  of  Charlemagne,  who  invited  him  fo  hia 
court,  where  he  became  the  teacher,  friend,  and  most  intimate  advisei 
of  the  monarch.  To  the  period  of  his  death  (in  804),  he  continued  the 
king's  great  authority  in  all  religious,  ecclesiastical,  and  scholastic  ques- 
tions. In  790  he  went  as  ambassador  to  his  own  country,  whence  he  re- 
turned in  792,  no  more  to  leave  France.  In  790  Charlemagne  bestowed 
on  him  the  Abbacy  of  Tours;  and  the  school  connected  with  it  became 
henceforth  the  most  celebrated  in  the  empire. — (Best  ed.  of  his  writings 
by  Frobenius.  2  Voll.  f.  1777.  —  Comp.  Fr,  LorentZy  Life  of  Alcuin 
transl.  by  J.  M.  Slee,  London  1S39.  —  F.  Mounicr,  Alcuin.  Par.  1853.) 
— After  Alcuin,  the  most  learnod  man  of  that  age  was  Paulus  Diaco 
Nus  (son  of)  Warnefrid,  a  Langobard  of  noble  family,  and  chancellor 
of  King  Desiderius.  From  grief  over  the  decay  of  his  own  country,  he 
retired  to  the  monastery  of  Monte  Cassino,  whence  Charlemagne  drew 
him  to  his  court  in  774.  Ilis  attainments  were  vaunted  as  those  of  a 
Homer  in  Greek,  of  a  Virgil,  Horace,  and  Tibullus  in  Latin,  and  of  a 
Philo  in  Hebrew.  But  love  to  his  country  induced  him  to  return  to 
his  monastery  (in  787),  where  he  died  at  a  very  advanced  age.  The 
story  of  his  having  conspired  against  Charlemagne,  and  being  sent  into 
exile,  is  devoid  of  historical  foundation.  It  deserves  special  notice  that 
this  learned  and  amiable  man  was  also  distinguished  for  qualities  rare 
in  his  time,  such  as  openness,  enthusiastic  admiration  of  the  language, 
the  national  legends,  the  poetry,  and  the  ancient  laws  and  customs  of 
his  own  people.  Besides  these  two  divines,  the  names  of  Paclincs, 
Patriarch  of  Aquileia,  a  native  of  Friaul  (oh,  804),  of  Leicrai}  of 


SCIENCE    AND    THEOLOQICAL    LITERATURE         351 

Lyons  {ob,  813),  and  of  Theodulf  of  Orleans,  de»jrve  particular  noticei 
The  latter  acquired  fame,  not  only  as  a  poet  and  a  man  of  learning,  but 
from  his  zeal  in  establishing  elementary  schools.  Under  the  reign  of 
Louis  the  Pious,  he  was  accused  of  traitorous  communications  with 
Bernard  of  Italy,  deposed  and  exiled  (in  817),  but  afterwards  pardoned. 
lie  died  before  again  reaching  his  own  diocese  (in  821). 

4.  The  following  were  the  most  celebrated  theologians  under  the 
reign  of  Louis  the  Pious  (814-840). 

(1.)  Agobard  of  Lyons,  by  birth  a  Spaniard,  ob,  as  Bishop  of  Lyons 
in  840.  His  anxiety  for  preserving  the  unity  of  the  empire,  and  his 
position  as  chief  of  the  national  party  among  the  Prankish  clergy, 
implicated  him  in  the  conspiracy  against  Louis  the  Pious,  in  con- 
8er{uenee  of  which  he  was  deposed  and  exiled  (835).  Two  years  after- 
war«is  he  obtained  the  royal  pardon.  Agobard  was  a  man  of  rare 
mental  endowments  and  learning ;  withal  a  keen  opponent  of  eccle- 
siastical  and  other  superstitions  ({  02,  2). 

(2.)  Claudius,  Bishop  of  Turin  {ob.  840),  also  a  Spaniard,  and  a 
.  pupil  of  Felix  of  Urgellis  (J  91,  1) ;  whose  heretical  views,  however,  he 
did  not  share ;  well  known  as  a  bold  reformer.  —  (Comp.  J  92,  2). 

(3.)  Jonas  of  Orleans,  the  successor  of  Theodulf  (ob.  844),  one  of 
the  most  reno^-ned  prelates  of  his  age,  who  com})lctely  succeeded  in 
restoring  discipline  and  order  in  his  own  diocese. 
(4.)  Amalarius,  a  priest  of  Metz  (comp.  J  84,  4). 
(5.)  Christian  Druthmar,  a  monk  of  Corboy,  and  celebrated  as  at 
the  time  the  only  advocate  of  a  grammatical  and  historical  exegesis. 
(0.)  Walafrid  Strabo,  teacher  and  Abbot  of  Reichenau  (ob.  849). 
(7.)  Fredegis,  an  Anglo-Saxon,  who  came  with  Alouin  from  £ngland, 
and  succeeded  him  both  in  the  school  and  Abbacy  of  Tours,  —  a  man 
whose  philosophical  investigations  constitute  him  in  a  certain  sense  the 
precursor  of  medieval  scholasticism. 

5.  The  following  w(»re  the  most  celebrated  theologians  during  the 
reign  of  Charles  the  Bald  (840-877). 

(1.)  Rabaxus  Maonentius  Maurus,  the  descendant  of  an  ancient 
Roman  family  which  had  early  settled  in  Germany,  and  a  pupil  of 
Alcuin,  who  designated  him  St.  Maurus  (^  85).  lie  was  first  a  teacher, 
then  became  Abbot  of  Fulda,  and  finally  Archbishop  of  Mayence  (oh. 
856).  Maurus  was  the  most  learned  man  of  his  age,  and  under  his 
tuition  the  academy  of  Fulda  rose  to  highest  distinction. —  (Comp.  X. 
Bach,  Arab.  Maur.,  der  S<ihopfer  d.  deutsch.  Schuhvcsens  (Rab.  Maur., 
the  Originator  of  the  Schol.  System  in  Germ.).  Fulda  1835.  — i'r. 
Kun^tnumn,  Arab.  Magn.  Maur.  Mayence  1841). 

(2.)  Uincmar  of  Rheims,  (comp.  J  83.  1).  (Best  ed.  of  his  writings 
by  /.  Sirmond.  Par.  1645.  2  Voll.  f.). 

(3.)  Paschasius  Radbertus,  from  844  AblK)t  of  Corbey,  an  office 
which  he  resigned  in  851,  when  he  dedicated  himsolf  exclusively  tc 
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studies  and  writing  (oh.  8G5).    Despite  occasional  ultraisms,  he  wat 
deservedly  celebrated  (J  91,  3). 

(4.)  Ratramnus,  a  monk  of  Corbey,  the  opponent  of  Radbertus;  A 
clear  and  acute  thinker,  but  somewhat  rationalistic  in  his  views. 

(5.)  Florus  Magister,  a  clerk  at  Lyons,  celebrated  both  for  hit 
learning  and  for  tlie  share  he  took  along  with  Agobard  in  certain  con* 
troversies. 

(6.)  IIayxo.  Bishop  of  Ilalberstadt,  a  friend  and  class-mate  of 
Rabanus. 

(7.)  Skrvatus  Lupus,  Abbot  of  Ferri^res,  a  deep  and  independent 
thinker,  distinguished  alike  for  his  interest  in  science  and  in  public 
instruction. 

(8.)  Prudentius  of  Troves. 

(9.)  AxASTASius,  papal  librarian  at  Rome. 

(10.)  Reoino,  Abbot  of  Priim  (ob,  915) ;  and  lastly,  that  enigma  and 
wonder  of  his  time,  Johannes  Scotus  Erigrna.  lie  was  born  in 
England.  Like  a  brilliant  meteor,  he  appears  at  the  court  of 
Charles  the  Bald ;  like  a  meteor  he  disappeared ;  and  no  one  knew 
whence  he  came,  or  whither  he  went.  He  was  undoubtedly  the 
most  learned  man,  and  the  deepest,  boldest,  and  most  independent 
thinker  of  his  time.  His  speculations  have  not  been  surpassed  for 
centuries  before  or  after  him.  Had  he  lived  three  centuries  later, 
he  might  have  occasioned  a  complete  revolution  in  the  learned 
world;  but  in  his  own  time  he  was  neither  understood  nor  appreciated, 
and  scarcelv  doomed  oven  worthv  of  boin^  declared  a  heretic.  The 
latter  omission,  however,  was  rov'tified  by  the  Church  after  the  lapse 
of  throe  and  a  half  oonturios  (5  108,  2).  For  further  details  see  below. 
Note  7. — (CoMP.  F,  A.  Stinnhnmoier,  J.  So.  Erig.  u.  d.  Wiss.  sr.  Zeit. 
Fraiikf.  1834.  —  ^f.  Ttiiiiandur,  Sl\  Erigene  et  la  philos.  schulast. 
Strassb.  184^5.  —  X  J/b7/Vr,  J.  So.  Erig.  u.  d.  Wissonsch.  s.  Z.  Frankft. 
18o4.  — .4.  Torsfrick,  Phil.  Eri^ona\  llott.  1844:  and  //iY/<t,  Gesch.  d. 
chr.  Phil.  Voll.  111.  —  X  }fdiUr.  J.  So.  Erig.'u.  s.  Irrthlimer.  May- 
enco  1844). 

0».  Th^  th''^fo.jirol  invostiirations  of  the  Gorman  Church  at  that  time 
won^  s]>ocially  dinvtod  to  ih»^  imnnHliato  wants  of  the  Church,  and 
honco  chiotly  of  a  pnictical  character.  AVithal.  "^uch  was  the  rovoronce 
paid  to  th»^  Fathers,  that.  whonov»^r  practicable,  their  wt^nU  and  thoughts 
wore  employed  in  teachinsi.  wriiin:;.  preachinji.  denvnistratins:.  and 
refutin!!.  But  the  rer.nnatorv  movement  initiatdl  under  Charlemairne 
loil.  in  the  domain  of  tht^doj^ical  science,  als.-*  to  srreater  freedom : 
while  the  lvnt^»versies  of  the  ninth  vvntury  noi^essitated  independent 
thinkinji.  and  irra-luallv  in<pire«l  tht^^l«':;ical  writers  with  creator  con- 
fidence. —  Anion:;  the  varirHi'*  branches  of  iluvloi^y.  most  attention  was 
p;iid  to  Exrr.Fsis.  although  vv^nnnentators  still  ivntintvl  themselves  lo 
making  notes  on  the  Tr^'iV.  Oharlemajrne  vvmmission»^d  Alouin  to 
niake  a  ci  I'cal  revision  v»f  its  text*  which  had  been  greatly  corrupted. 
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The  first  to  cippose  the  theory;  of  a  meclmnical  inspiration  was  Ayohard 

ff  Lyotut.     He  started  from  the  principle,  that  the  prophets  had  not 

been  merely  passive  instruments  like  Balaam's  ass,  and  that  only  the 

wensus  prcediccUionis  and  modi  vd  artjumenta  didionum,  but  not  the 

curporalia  verlm,  had  been  inspired  by  the  Holy  Ghost.     One  only 

among  the  numerous  exegetical  TiTilers  of  that  age,  Christian  Druih- 

mar,  perceived  that  it  was  the  first  and  most  important  work  of  an 

interpreter  to  ascertain  the  grammatical  and  liistorical  meaning  of  the 

text.     All  other  interpreters  set  lightly  by  the  literal  meaning  of  the 

text,  while  they  sought  to  discover  the  treasures  of  Divine  wisdom  by 

an  allegorical,  tropical,  and  anagogic  interpretation.    After  Druthmar, 

it  was  probably  Paschasins  Radbertus  who  devoted  greatest  attention 

to  a  calm  investigation  of  the  literal  meaning  of  Scripture.     Bet^ides 

these,  the  most  celebrated  exegetical  authors  at  that  time  were  Bcda 

Venerabilis,  Alcuin,  liahanus  Maurus,  and   Walafrid  Slrabo,  whose 

"Glossaj  onlinariae"  formed,  on  account  of  their  convenient  size  (next 

to  the  more  full  commentaries  of  Rabanus),  the  exegetical  manual  in 

common  use  during  the  Middle  Ages.     The  work,  however,  contains 

little  that  is  original,  by  far  the  greater  part  being  derived  from  the 

Latin  Fathers. 

7.  In  the  study  of  SysUmafic  Theology,  proportionally  least  attention 
was  bestowed  upon  apoloyetics.  Though  the  illiterate  character  of  the 
heathen  around  called  not  for  any  elaborate  refutation  of  their  super- 
stitions, this  remark  applies  not  either  to  Mohammedanism  or  to  Jnda- 
\9m.  In  Spain,  a  large  number  of  Jews  were  obliged  to  submit  to 
baptism,  or  else  expelled  ;  but  in  the  Prankish  Empire,  especially  under 
the  reign  of  Louis  the  Pious,  wealth  and  bri})eries  ensured  them  ample 
protection.  Thus  encouraged,  they  not  only  prohibited  their  Jewish 
and  heathen  slaves  from  being  baptized,  but  obliged  their  Christian 
servants  to  observe  the  Sabbath,  to  work  on  the  Lord's  day,  and  to  eat 
meat  during  Lent.  Occasionally  they  even  openly  blasphemed  the 
name  of  Christ,  derided  the  Church,  and  sold  Christian  slaves  to  the 
Saracens.  Agobard  of  Lyons  was  very  active  in  opposing  them,  b}'  his 
preaching,  writings,  and  measures ;  but  they  enjoyed  the  protection 
of  the  court.  Isidore  of  Seville  and  Rabanus  Mnurus  also  refuted  their 
distinctive  tenets.  —  The  department  oi  pohmical  theology  was  more 
fully  cultivated  than  that  of  apologetics,  especially  since  the  time  of 
Charlemagne  (comp.  JJ  91,  92). — In  his  LI.  III.  Senteutiarum,  Isidore 
of  Seville  collected  from  the  writings  of  the  Fathers  a  system  of  dog- 
matics and  ethics,  which  for  several  centuries  continued  the  text-l^^ok 
in  use.  Another  manual  of  dogmatics,  chiefly  derived  from  the  writ- 
ings of  Augustine,  was  Alcum's  LI.  HI.  de  fide  sanctai  et  individuas 
trinitatis — Philosophical  mysticism,  which  was  first  intnxluced  by  the 
writings  of  the  so-called  Areopagite,  was  represented  by  Johannes 
ScotUK  Erigena,  a  mind  far  in  advance  of  his  age.  Follcwing  up  the 
gnosticism  of  t)  e  school  of  Origen,  the  theosophic  mysticism  of  th« 
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Araopagite,  and  the  dialectics  of  Maximus  Confessor,  his  'irork  "  !)• 
DiviHionc  Naturae''  embodied  a  system  of  speculative  theology  of  TasI 
dimensions.  Though  Erigena  felt  anxiously  desirous  to  retain  the 
fundamental  doctrines  of  the  Church,  his  system,  from  first  to  last, 
was  one  great  heterodoxy.  He  started  from  the  principle,  that  true 
theology  and  true  philosophy  were  essentially  the  same,  and  differed 
only  in  point  of  form.  Faith  had  to  do  with  the  truth  as  "  theologia 
afBrmativa"  (xaro^KWtxi}),  revealed  in  the  Bible,  and  handed  down  by 
the  Church  in  a  metaphorical  and  figurative  garb,  and  in  a  manner 
adapted  to  the  limited  capacity  of  the  multitude.  It  was  the  task  of 
reason  to  strip  off  this  envelope  (theologia  negative,  dro4>artx»J),  and,  by 
means  of  speculation,  to  convert  faith  into  knowledge.  The  peculiar 
title  of  the  work  was  intended  to  express  its  fundamental  idea,  viz., 
that  nature  —  t.  e.,  the  sum  of  everything  existent  and  non-existent  (aa 
the  necessary  opposite  of  what  existed) — manifested  itself  in  a  fourfold 
manner,  as  natura  creatrix  non  creata  (t.  e.,  God  as  the  potential  sum 
of  all  existence  and  non-existence),  natura  creatrix  creata  (i.  «.,  the 
eternal  thoughts  of  God  as  the  grand  eternal  types  of  everything 
created,  the  source  and  medium  of  which  is  the  Logos),  natura  creata 
non  creans  (the  eternal,  invisible,  and  ideal  world),  and  natura  neo 
creata  nee  creans  (.t  <?.,  God  as  the  final  end  of  everything  created,  to 
which,  after  all  antagonisms  have  been  overcome,  everything  created 
returns  in  the  aftoxatdotaati  tCtv  rtavcutv).  It  is  evident  that  this  system 
must  speedily  have  merged  into  Pantheism  ;  but  in  the  case  of  Erigena 
himself  genuine  Christian  feeling  seems  to  have  prevented  these  con- 
sequences, and  he  was  anxiously  desirous  of  preserving  at  least  the 
fundamental  truths  of  Christian  Theism. 

8.  The  Homiletlc  literature  of  that  period  was  comparatively  very 
scanty.  Besides  the  Ilomiliarius  of  Paul  Warnefrid  (§  89,  1),  only 
Bede,  Walafridy  Rahaniis^  and  Ilaymo  appear  to  have  been  known  as 
writers  of  original  sermons.  But  the  Theory  of  Worship  (its  descrip- 
tion and  mystical  interpretation)  attracted  considerable  attention.  The 
first  work  of  this  kind  was  that  of  ItsidorCy  "de  oflBciis  ecclesiasticis." 
Charlemagne  invited  his  theologians  to  discuss  the  import  of  the  ritea 
connected  with  baptism.  During  the  reign  of  Louis  the  Pious,  Agohard 
of  Lyons  proposed  to  reform  the  Liturgy,  and  defended  himself  with 
considerable  vehemence  in  several  tractates  against  the  attacks  of 
Amalarius  of  MetZj  whose  liturgical  work  (de  ofiiciis  ecclesiasticis)  he 
sliarply  criticised.  Flonis  Magisier  (de  actione  Missarum)  also  entered 
the  listw  against  Amalarius.  Of  other  important  works  on  this  subject, 
we  mention  those  of  Rabanus  (de  institutione  Clericorum),  of  Walafrid 
(de  exordiis  et  incrementis  rerum  ecclesiasticarum),  and  of  i^ent^t'ta 
of  Auxerre  (expositio  Missoe).  The  great  authority  on  questions  con- 
nected with  ecclesiastical  law  and  church-politics  was  Hincmar  of 
Rheims,  and  nexl  to  him  Agohard  and  Regitw  of  Priim  (]  88,  5). 
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9.  The  Bcanty  knowledge  of  ancient  Church  History  which  theolo 
gians  possessed,  was  solely  derived  from  the  works  of  Riifinus  and  Caa- 
siodorus.     The  ecclesiastical  history  of  Itaymo  consists  only  of  a  com- 
pilation from  Rufinus.     All  the  more  diligent  were  writers  throughout 
the  Middle  Ages  in  chronicling  the  current  political  and  ecclesiastical 
events,  and  in  recording  those  which  had   taken   place  within   the 
memory  of  man.     To  these  lahours  we  owe  a  threefold  kind  of  litera- 
ture:—  1.  That  of  NATIOXAL  histormns.     Thus  the  Visigoths  had  an 
Isidore  (Hist.  Gothorum,  Hist.  Vandal,  et  Suevorum) ;  the  Ostrogoths  a 
Cojtsiodorus  (LI.  XII.  de  reb.  gestis  Gothorum —  a  work  which  unfor- 
tunately has  been  lost ;  or  at  least  only  preserved  in  extracts,  in  the 
tractate  of  JornandeSf  in  550,  de  Getarum  orig.  et  reb.  gostirt) ;  the  Lan- 
gobanis  a  Paul  Waniefrid  (LI.  VI.  de  gestis  Langobar(l«»rum) ;  the 
Franks  a  Grtgory  of  Tours  (Hist,  eccles.  Francorum) ;  the  Britt)n8  a 
GUdas  (about  560) :  Liber  querulus  de  excidio  Britannijje)  and  a  Nt-n- 
nius  (Eulogium  Brittanniie  s.  hist.  Britonum,  about  850) ;  and  the 
Anglo-Saxons  &  Bede  (Hist,  eccles.  gentis  Anglorum).     2.  Annals  or 
Cbronicles,  chiefly  composed  in  monasteries,  and  continued  from  year 
to  year.     3.  Biographies  of  prominent  political  or  ecclesiastical  per- 
sonages.    Among  the  former,  the  most  important  are  the  Vita  Caroli 
M.,  by  Einhardj  and  the  Vitas  Ludovici  Pii,  by  TheyanuSy  by  Nithard, 
and  hy  an  anonymous  writer  commonly  designated  nsAisironomus.   The 
number  of  Vit<e  Sanctorumy  compiled  in  a  most  credulous  spirit,  chiefly 
in  honour  of  local  saints,  was  very  great.     In  the  same  class  we  also 
reckon  the  numerous  martyrologies,  generally  arranged  according  to 
the  calendar.     The  best  known  of  these  compositions  were  compiled 
by  Bedt\  Ado  of  Vienne,   Usuardus^  RabanuSy  Kotker  BalhuluSy  and 
Watiddbfrt.     The  Miraculorum  hist.,  by  Gregory  of  Tours,  deserves 
special  mention.     Books  III.  to  VI.  give  an  account  of  the  miracles  of 
St.  Martin;  while  Book  VII.  (de  vitis  patrum)  describes  tlie  lives  of 
other  twenty-three  Frankish  saints.  —  The  Biographies  of  the  Popes  in 
the  Liber  pontificalis  of  Afiastasius  the  Librarian,  the  Ilistoria  Metten- 
sium  Kpiscoporum  by  Paulus  Wamefrid,  and  the  continuation  of  Je- 
rome's Catalogus  s.  de  ecclesiast.  scriptoribus  by  Isidore^  deserve  to 
be  ranked  among  more  solid  historical  contributions. 

j91.  DE\T:L0PMENT  of  doctrine   and  DOGMATIC   CON 

TROVERSIES. 

CoMP.  C,  G.  Fr.  Walchy  hist.  Adoptianorum,  Gottg.  1755,  and  his 
" Ketzerhist."  (Hist,  of  Ileret.)  ;  against  him:  Frohenius,  Diss,  in  his 
ed.  of  Alcuin. — J.  G,  Walch,  Hist,  controversiae  Gr,a?corum  et  Latin,  de 
process.  Spir.  s.  Jenae  1751  . —  G.  Mauyvin  (a  Janseni.st).  Vett.  auc- 
torum,  qui  in  Sec.  IX.  de  praedest.  soripserunt  opera  et  fragnienta. 
Par.  1650.  2  Voll.  4to:  with  hist,  dissert.  Atcainst  him:  /..  Celloi 
(a  Jesuit),  Hist.  Gotteschalci.  Par.  1055.  Jac.  Usseriiy  G'j:teschaloj 
H  eontroversiae  ab  eo  motoa  hist.  Dubl.  1631.  4t  >. 
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The  first  important  heresy  of  Germanic  origin  (at  the  time  of 
Charlemagne)  was  that  to  which  the  name  of  Adoptionisni  hai 
been  given,  and  which  originated  in  Spain.  Following  up  the 
doctrine  about  the  person  of  Christ,  as  it  had  been  defined  by  the 
sixth  (Ecumenical  Council  of  Constantinople  in  680  (§  52,  8),  it 
was  argued  that  the  idea  of  a  twofold  nature  and  of  a  twofold 
will  implied  also  that  of  a  twofold  Sonship.  But  the  Prankish 
divines  regarded  this  innovation  not  as  a  further  development 
of  the  doctrine  in  question,  but  apostacy  into  Nestorianism, 
and  accordingly  carried  its  condemnation. —  About  the  same 
time  the  doctrine  of  the  procession  of  the  Holy  Spirit  became 
the  subject  of  discussion,  when  the  Prankish  Church  defended 
orthodox  truth  against  the  objections  of  Eastern  theologians. — 
Several  controversies  took  place  during  the  reign  of  Charles  the 
Bald.  In  the  Exicharistic  Controversy,  the  principal  Prankish 
divines  opposed  the  views  of  Radbertus  about  transubstantialion 
Connected  with  this  was  another  discussion  about  the  parturition 
of  the  Virgin.  On  neither  of  these  questions  did  the  Church 
give  any  formal  or  synodical  deliverance.  It  was  otherwise  in 
reference  to  the  controversy  about  predestination ^  which  soon 
afterwards  broke  out.  Although  discussed  in  councils,  the 
question  was  not  finally  settled.  Of  less  importance  was  the 
controversy  about  the  appropriateness  of  the  expression  *'<n>ia 
Deitas.'' 

1.  The  Adopiionist  Controversy  (785-818).  — Of  all  the  doctrines  of 
Christianity,  none  was  so  repugnant  to  Moslem  feelings,  or  excited 
their  ridicule  more  than  that  of  the  Divine  Sonship  of  Christ.  It  was 
probably  with  the  view  of  meeting  these  Moslem  objections  that  a  num- 
ber of  Spanish  liishops,  headed  by  ElipanduSy  Archbishop  of  Toledo^ 
and  Fdix,  Bishop  of  Irycltis,  addressed  themselves  anew  to  the  eluci- 
dation of  the  doctrine  concerning  the  person  of  Christ.  These  divines 
held  that  Clirist  was  properly  the  Son  of  God  (flius  Dei  naturd  or 
generc)  only  in  reference  to  His  divinity  ;  in  reference  to  His  humanity 
He  was  properly  a  servant  of  Otxi,  as  all  of  us,  and  only  adopted  as  Son 
(Jxlius  Di  i  (iii(fpiirus)  by  the  determination  of  God,  just  as  all  of  us  are 
by  Him.  and  after  His  similitude  to  be  transformed  from  servants  to 
children  of  (lod.  Hence,  according  to  His  Divine  nature,  He  was  the 
0SLY't>eyotten,  according  to  His  human  nature  the  TiRST-lpe^^often  Son  of 
God.  This  adoption  of  His  human  nature  into  Sonship  had  commenced 
at  His  conception  by  the  Holy  Ghost,  appearetl  more  fully  at  His  bap- 
tism, and  had  l>een  completed  at  the  resurrect!  m.  The  controversy 
>ccasioneil  by  these  views  first  brv»ke  out  in  Spain.  Two  representative! 
frf  the  Esturian  clergy  (f  81),  Beatus,  a  presbyter  of  Libana,  and  Eth& 
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nus.  Bishop  of  Osma,  attacked  the  views  of  Elipandus  both  by  word 
Mid  writing  (785).    The  doctrinal  divergence  between  these  divinec 
probably  received  a  keener  edge  by  the  desire  of  emancipating  the 
Esturian  Church  from  the  See  of  Toledo,  which  was  still  subject  to 
Saracen  rule.    The  Esturians  appealed  to  Pope  Hadrian  /.,  who,  in  an 
encyclical  addressed  to  the  bishops  of  Spain,  condemned  Adoptionism 
as  essentially  akin  to  the  Nestorian  heresy  (786).     Another  stage  of 
this  controversy  commenced  with  the  interference  of  Charlemagne^ 
occasioned  by  the  circumstance  that  Adoptionism  was  rapidly  spread- 
ing in  the  portion  of  Spain  subject  to  his  sceptre.     Most  probably  he 
gladly  seized  this  opportunity  of  coming  before  the  West  in  the  char- 
acter of  Protector  of  Orthodoxy,  and  hence  as  Emperor  in  spe.    At  the 
Synod  of  Rati^hon  in  792,  Felix  was  obliged  to  abjure  his  heresy,  and 
vas  sent  to  Pope  Hadrian  L     In  Rome  he  was  made  to  repeat  his 
eeantation ;  but  escaped  from  captivity  and  gained  Saracen  territory. 
leantime  Alcuin  had  returned  from  his  journey  to  England,  and  im- 
led lately  took  part  in  the  controversy  by  addressing  to  Felix  a  kind, 
jonitory  letter.     To  this  the  Spaniards  replied  in  strong  language, 
rhen  Charlemagne  convoked  the  celebrated  Synod  of  Frankfort  (794), 
.t  -which  Adoptionism  was  again  fully  discussed  and  condemned.    The 
udgraont  of  the  Synod  was  accompanied  by  four  detailed  memorials 
to  represent  the  different  national  churches  and  authorities  —  in  order 
o  give  it  an  oecumenical  character).     Although  dispatched  with  such 
Tormalities  to  Spain,  it  produced  little  impression.    No  greater  was  the 
success   of  a  learned  controversial  work  by  Alcuin,  to  which  Felix 
replied  in  a  clever  tractate.     Meantime  Charlemagne  had  sent  a  com- 
mission, with  Leidrad  of  Lyons  and  Benedict  of  Aniane  at  its  head, 
into  Spain,  in  order  to  put  an  end  to  the  spread  of  this  heresy.     The 
commissioners  persuaded  Felix  t^  submit  to  a  second  investigation.   At 
the  great  council  held  ai  Aix-la-Chapdle  in  799  he  disputed  for  six  days 
with  Alcuin,  and  at  the  close  declared  himself  perfectly  convinced. 
Alcuin  and  Paulinus  of  Aquileja  now  published  controversial  tractates 
on  the  subject;  and  Leidrad  went  a  second  time  into  Spain,  where  he 
succeeded  in  almost  extirpating  the  heresy  from  the  Frankish  provinces 
But  the  bishops  who  were  subject  to  Saracen  rule  continued  to  defend 
these  opinions ;  and  when  Alcuin  addressed  a  flattering  and  conciliatory 
letter  to  Elipandus,  the  latter  replied  in  the  most  violent  and  coarse 
language.    Felix  was,  till  his  death  in  818,  committe<l  to  the  charge  of 
the  Bishop  of  Lyons.    Agobardy  the  successor  of  Leidrad,  found  among 
his  papers  clear  evidence  that  Felix  had  to  the  end  continued  in  heart 
an  adoptionist.    Agobard  now  published  another  controversial  tractate, 
which  happily  proved  the  last  written  on  the  subject.     In  Spain  Pro- 
per, also,  Adoptionism  became  extinct,  with  the  death  of  its  leading 
representatives. 

2.  Controversy  about  the  Procession  of  the  Holy  Ghost. — At  the  Synod 
of  GentiUy  in  767,  held  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  a  Byzantine  em 
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bassy  in  connection  with  the  iconoclastic  controversy,  the  question  oi 
the  enlargement  of  the  Creed  by  the  addition  of  the  expression  ^*Jil> 
oque*'  (J  50,  6;  67, 1)  was  also  discussed.  The  result  of  this  conferenca 
is  not  known.  At  the  time  of  Charlemagne,  Alcuin  and  Theodulf 
wrote  special  tractates  in  defence  of  the  Latin  view.  At  the  Synod 
hdcbin  Friaul  in  791,  Paulinus  of  Aquileia  vindicated  the  insertion  of 
the  expression  in  the  Creed  —  a  view  also  defended  by  the  Caroline 
books  (§  92).  The  question  was  discussed  anew,  when  the  Latin  monkfl 
on  Mount  Olivet  appealed  to  the  practice  of  the  Frankish  Church  in 
reply  to  the  attacks  of  the  Greeks.  Pope  Leo  III,  communicated  on  the 
subject  with  Charlemagne,  and  a  Council  held  at  Aix4a-Chapelle^  in 
809,  gave  its  solemn  sanction  to  the  addition.  But  although  the  Pope 
did  not  question  the  correctness  of  this  tenet,  he  disapproved  of  the 
alteration  of  the  Creed.  Accordingly,  he  erected  in  the  Church  of  St. 
Peter  two  silver  tablets,  on  which  the  Creed  was  engraved  without  the 
addition  —  manifestly  as  a  kind  of  protest  against  the  ecclesiastical 
interferences  of  the  Emperor. 

3.  Controversies  of  Paschasius  Radhertus. —  I.  Eucharistic  Coxtro- 
VERSV  (844).— (Cf.  Ebrard  u,  Kahnis,  ?  33.—^.  W,  Dieckhof  die 
Abendmalilsl.  im  Reformationszeit.  Gottg.  1854.  Bd.  I. — L.  J.  liiickert, 
d.  Abendmahlstreit  im  M.  A.,  in  Hilgenfeld's  Ztschr.  fUr  wschl.  Theol. 
1858,  I.,  II.)  —  So  late  as  the  ninth  century  the  views  of  theologians 
concerning  the  Eucharist  were  expressed  in  ambiguous  terms  (J  58,  2), 
But  in  831,  Paschasius  Radhertus^  a  monk  of  Corbey,  wrote  a  treatise, 
**  De  sanguine  et  corpore  Domini,"  for  the  purpose  of  proving  that  the 
elements  were  completely  changed — an  opinion  which,  even  before  his 
tn.  ',  had  been  current  in  ecclesiastical  practice  and  in  popular  belief. 
The  work  of  Rad})ertu8  ])reathca  a  spirit  of  genuine  piety  ;  manifestly, 
it  was  his  chief  aim  to  present  the  deep  import  of  this  sacrament  in  all 
it«  fulness,  power,  and  depth.  Withal,  the  treatise  was  popularly 
written.  Already  the  author  could,  in  the  course  of  his  argumentation, 
appeal  to  a  number  of  supposed  facts  in  the  "Vitis  Sanctorum,"  in 
which  this  internal  Veritas  had  also  become  outwardly  manifest.  For 
the  circumstance  that  such  was  not  always  the  case,  he  accounted  on 
the  ground  that  the  Eucharist  was  intended  to  be  a  mt/sferium  for  faith, 
and  not  a  viiranihtm  for  unbelief;  as  also,  on  that  of  the  Divine  con- 
descension, which  had  regard  to  the  infirmity  of  man  and  his  shrinking 
from  flesh  and  blood,  and  which,  besides,  would  cut  off  all  occasion  for 
the  heathen  to  blaspheme.  The  treatise  at  first  remained  unnoticed. 
But  when  Radhertus  became  Abbot  of  Corbey,  he  recast  and  handed  it 
to  Charles  the  Bald  in  844.  This  monarch  commissioned  Ratramnus, 
a  learned  monk  of  Corbey,  to  express  his  opinion  on  the  question ;  and 
the  latter  gladly  seized  the  opportunity  of  controverting  the  statements 
of  his  abbot.  In  his  tractate  "De  corp.  et  sang.  Domini  ad  Carolum 
Calvum,"  Ratramnus  submitted  the  views  of  his  abbot  (without  naming 
tiir.)  to  a  searching  criticism,  and  then  explained  his  own  opinions. 
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a»;cording  tri  which  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  was  present  in  th^ 
Eucharist  only  **  spiritualiter  et  secundum  potentiam."     In  the  8amc> 
sense,  Rahanus  Maunts^  Scofns  Erigena,  and  Florxis  of  Lyons  wrote 
against  Radbertus'  view  of  a  magic   transformation.     Ilincmar  and 
Uaymo  took  the  side  of  Radbertus ;  while  Walafrid  Strabo,  and  that 
able  interpreter  of  Scripture  ChrUtian  Druthmar^  sought  to  avoid  either 
extreme,  and  propounded  the  doctrine  of  impanationorconsubstantial- 
ity,   as  adequately  expressing  the  import  of  this  mystery.     But  Rad- 
herfus  had  only  given  publicity  to  what  really  were  the  tendencies  of 
the  Church  generally ;  and  the  opposition  of  so  many  great  divines 
could  only  retard,  but  not  prevent,  the  spread  and  prevalence  of  these 
riews. — II.  CoNTRovERsy  about  the  Parturition  of  the  Virgin  (845). 
Jn  entire  accordance  with  his  fundamental  views  ab(»ut  the  marvellous 
influences  of  the  Divine  power  and  presence,  Radbertus  soon  afterguards 
Composed  a  tractate,  "De  partu  virginali,"  for  the  purpose  of  defending 
ttie  view  that  the  Virgin  had  given  birth  "  utcro  clauso,"  and  without 
1>ain  —  an  opinion  which  Ambrose  and  Jerome  had  already  broached. 
Jiatramnus  opposed  this  tenet  as  savouring  of  Docetism  (De  eo,  quod 
C^hristus  ex  Virgine  natus  est).  —  In  the  controversy  about  predestina- 
tion, Ratramnus  took  the  side  of  Gottschalk,  and  Kadbertus  that  of  his 
<z>pponent8. 

4.   Controversy  about  Predestination  (847-8G8). —  (Cf.  G,  Maiigiiin 

^Jansenist),  Vett.  auctorum,  qui  in  seculo  IX.  de  praedost.  scripserunt 

:^Dpera  et  fragmenta.  Par.  1650,  2  volls.  with  a  hist.  diss.    Against  him: 

-i.  Cellot  (Jesuit),  hist.  Gottschalkii.  Par.  1655.  —  Jac.  Vsserii  Gottes- 

^^halkii  et  controv.  ab  eo  motse  hist.  Dubl.  1631,  4to.) — The  former  dis- 

^^ussions  on  this  subject  (J  53.  5)  had  not  issued  in  the  final  settlement 

^jf  the  question.     Indeed,  the  views  of  theologians  varied  from  the 

extreme  of  semi-Polagianism  to  that  of  a  predestination  to  condemna- 

"tion,  which  went  even  beyond  the  statements  of  Augustine.     In  the 

Plinth  century  the  controversy  broke  out  afresh.     Gottschalk,  the  son 

of  Berno,  a  Saxon  count,  had  as  a  child  been  devoted  by  his  parents  to 

the  monastic  profession,  and  trained  at  Fulda.     At  a  synod  held  in 

Mayence  (829),  he  obtained  permission  to  leave  that  monastery ;  but 

Jiabanus  MauruSy  at  the  time  Abbot  of  Fulda,  prevailed  on  Louis  the 

Pious  to  annul  this  dispensation.     Translated  to  the   monastery  of 

Orbais  in  the  diocese  of  Soissons,  Gottschalk  sought  consolation  in 

ardent  study  of  the  writings  of  Augustine,  from  which  he  rose  an  en- 

thasiastic  advocate  of  the  doctrine  of  absolute  predestination.     In  one 

point  he  went  even  beyond  his  great  teacher,  since  he  held  a  twofold 

predestination  (gemina  praedestinatio) — one  to  salvation,  and  the  other 

to  condemnation;  whilst  Augustine  generally  spoke  of  the  latter  only 

^  God  leaving  sinners  to  deserved  condemnation.    While  travelling  in 

*Uily  in  847,  he  sought  to  gain  adherents  to  his^iews.    Among  others, 

**^  addressed  himself  to  Noting ^  Bishop  of  Verona.     This  prelate  gave 

^tifomiation  to  Rabanus,  who  in  the  meantime  had  berm  elevated  to  the 

81* 
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See  of  Mayence.  Rabanus  immediately  issued  two  thundering  epistles^ 
in  which  the  views  of  Gottschalk  were  in  some  particulars  misrepr^ 
sented,  and  certain  unjust  inferences  drawn  from  them,  mere  especially 
in  the  way  of  transforming  the  **praBde8tinatio  ad  damnationem"  intr 
a  "  praedestinatio  ad  peccatum."  Rabanus  himself  distinguished  be 
tween  foreknowledge  and  predestination,  ranging  under  the  formei 
head  the  condemnation  of  the  reprobate.  But  other  weapons  than 
those  of  discussion  were  employed.  A  synod  teas  convoked  at  Mayence 
(848),  before  which  Gottschalk  appeared,  strong  in  the  conviction  of 
the  orthodoxy  of  his  statements.  But  the  council  took  a  different  view. 
Gottschalk  was  excommunicated,  and  handed  over  to  his  metropolitan, 
Hincmar  of  Rheims^  for  punishment.  This  prelate,  not  content  with 
the  spiritual  sentence  which  the  Synod  of  Chiersy  pronounced  against 
him  (849),  condemned  him  to  the  most  severe  bodily  chastisement, 
since  ho  refused  to  recant,  and  consigned  him  to  a  prison  in  the  mon- 
astery of  Haut  Villiers,  In  vain  Gottschalk  proposed  to  submit  the 
justice  of  his  cause  to  a  solemn  ordeal.  Hincmar,  though  otherwise 
favourable  to  these  trials,  retorted  by  characterizing  this  offer  as  the 
boast  of  a  Simon  Magus.  —  The  inhuman  treatment  of  which  the  poor 
monk  had  been  the  victim,  and  the  rejection  of  the  doctrine  of  Augus- 
tine by  two  influential  prelates,  excited  an  angry  controversy  in  the 
Frankish  Church,  of  which  the  weight  was  chiefly  directed  against 
Hincmar.  PrudentiuSy  Bishop  of  Troyes^  was  the  first  to  publish  a 
tractate  in  favour  of  Gottschalk.  Upon  this  Charles  the  Bald  requested 
Ratramnus  of  Corbey,  and  SciTatus  LujniSy  Abbot  of  Ferriferes,  to 
express  their  judgment  on  the  question,  which  in  both  cases  was  in 
favour  of  Gottschalk.  The  position  of  Hincmar  was  becoming  very 
difficult,  when  at  last  he  succeeded  in  enlisting  the  advocacy  of  Florus, 
a  deacon  of  Lyons,  of  AmalariuSj  a  priest  of  Metz,  and  o{  John  Scotus 
Eriqena.  But  the  aid  of  Erigena  was  fraught  with  almost  greater 
"Sanger  to  Hincmar  than  the  attacks  of  his  opponents.  The  Scotch 
metaphysician  founded  his  opposition  to  the  doctrine  of  predestination 
on  the  principle,  hitherto  unheard  of  in  the  West,  that  evil  was  only  a 
fijj  ov.  Accordingly,  he  argued  that  condemnation  was  not  a  positive 
punishment  on  the  part  of  God.  and  only  consisted  in  the  tormenting 
consciousness  of  having  missed  one's  destiny.  The  cause  of  Hincmar 
was  fast  getting  into  disrepute,  as  his  opponents  made  him  responsible 
for  the  heresies  of  his  Scottish  friend.  Not  Pnidentins  of  Troyes  only, 
who  had  long  been  his  literary  antagonist,  but  even  Wenilo,  Archbishop 
of  Sens,  and  Flonts  of  Lyons,  who  hitherto  had  espoused  his  cause, 
now  turned  their  weapons  against  him.  But  Charles  the  Bald  came  to 
the  aid  of  his  metropolitan.  A  national  synod  was  convoked  at  Chiersy 
in  853,  when  four  articles  [Capitula  Cari^iaca)j  embodying  a  moderate 
form  of  Augustinianism,  were  adopted,  and  the  doctrine  of  a  twofold 
predestination  formally  rejected.  Thus  the  opponents  of  Hincmar  in 
Neustria  were  silenced.    But  ReniigiuSf  Archbishop  of  I^y<m%  OOaTOlnd 
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&  LMaringian  Synod  at  Valence  in  855,  in  which  both  the  decrees  of 
Chiersy  and  the  "Scottish  mesu"  (miltea  Scotoriun)  were  stigmatized; 
and  six  articles  of  a  very  different  lone  adopfed,  as  the  tent  of  ortho- 
doxy.    At  last  the  secular  rulers  interposed,  and  convoked  a  general 
synod  at  Saronnidresy  a  suburb  of  Toul,  in  859.     But  here  also  the  dis- 
putants could  not  arrive  at  an  agreement.     Already  the  members  were 
about  to  separate  in  mutual  estrangement,  when  liemiyins  proposed  to 
leave  the  settlement  of  the  c<mtnjversy  t4>  a  future  council  in  less  trou- 
bled times,  and  till  then  to  continue  in  harmony.     The  Syno<i  unani- 
mously adopted  this  suggestion ;  and  as  the  proposed  council  never 
took  place,  the  controversy  c<^mpletcly  terminated.    Abandnned  by  his 
former  friends,  Gottschalk  now  appealed  to  Pope  Nicholas  /.,  who 
ordered  Ilincmar  to  defend  himself  for  his  conduct  towards  the  monk 
before  Papal  legates  at  the  Synod  of  Mtfz  in  803  (?  82,  4).     Ilincmar 
deemed  it  prudent  not  to  obi^y  the  citatiim.    Happily  for  him,  the  Pope 
himself  afterwards  annulled  the  decrees  of  this  synod  on  account  of 
the  venality  of  his  legates,  and  the  metropolitan  soon  afterwards  suc- 
ceeded in  appeasing  the  Pope  by  intercessions  and   letters.     Thus 
Gottschalk  was  deprived  of  his  last  hope.     Twenty  years  had  he  lin- 
gered in  prison,  but  to  his  latest  breath  he  rejected  with  indignation 
every  proposal  of  recantation.     lie  died  in  808.  and  by  order  of  Hijig- 
mar  was  interred  in  uncopa^t^rftf^^*!  pnrtti,  —  From  hi8~prl.son  he  had 
charged  his  metro]>olitan  with  another  heresy.     In  the  hymn.  "  Te 
TrinaDeitasUnaque,"  Ilincmar  had  substituted  the  expression  **Sancta 
Deltas"  for  "Trina  Deitas."     On  this  ground  his  opponents  accused 
him  of  Sabellianism,  a  charge  which  Katramnus  embodied  in  a  contro- 
versial tractate.    But  the  reply  of  Ilincmar  put  an  end  to  this  agita* 
tion  (857). 

-{92.  REFORMATORY  MOVEMENTS. 

The  independence  which  Charlemagne  restored  to  the  German 
Church  seems  to  have  awakened  in  the  divines  of  Germany  a 
feeling  that  they  were  destined  to  become  the  reformers  of  pre- 
vailing abuses.  This  tendency,  thongli  limitc<l,  one-sided,  and 
frequently  liable  to  aberrations,  manifested  itself  more  or  less 
throughout  the  Middle  Ages,  until  it  rcaohed  its  maturity  and 
perfection  in  the  sixteenth  century.  The  series  of  reformers 
commenced  with  Charlemagne  himself,  who  vigorously  op|)osed 
the  image-worship  of  that  time.  Louis  the  Fiom  continued  in 
the  path  of  his  father,  and  allowed  Agobard  of  Lyons  and  Clou- 
diuB  of  Turin  to  combat  kindred  forms  of  ecclesiastical  sui)er. 
■tition  —  in  the  case  of  the  latter  divine,  perhaps,  even  beyonc 
the  bounds  of  evangelical  prudence. 
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1.  Opposition  oj  the  Carlovingians  to  Image-Worship  (790-825). — Oc 
occasion  of  an  embassy  from  the  Emperor  ConstantinusCopronymus  (8^, 
2),  Pepin  the  Short  had  convoked  in  767  a  synod  at  (rcii/iVty  (J  91,2), 
where  the  question  of  image-worship  was  also  discussed.     But  we  are 
left  in  ignorance  of  all  beyond  this  fact,  as  the  acts  of  the  synod  hav 
been  lost.     Twenty  years  later  Pope  Hadrian  I.  sent  to  Charlemagne 
the  acts  of  the  Seventh  (Ecumenical  Council  of  Nice  ({  66,  3).     In  his 
character  of  emperor-expectant,  Charlemagne  felt  deeply  aggrieved  at 
the  presumption  of  the  Greeks,  who,  without  consulting  the  German 
Church,  had  ventured  to  enact  laws  which  were  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  practice  of  the  Prankish  Church.     lie  replied  by  issuing  in  his  own 
name  the  so-called  Libri  Carolini  (best  ed.  by  Heumann^  Ilan.  1731). 
In  this  work  the  attempts  of  the  Eastern  prelates  are  sharply  met,  and 
the  acts  of  the  Synod  refuted  seriatim.     Although  Charlemagne  dis- 
avowed the  views  of  the  iconoclasts,  and  admitted  the  utility  of  religious 
images  for  exciting  devotional  feelings,  for  instructing  the  people,  or 
OS  suitable  decorations  in  churches — with  special  reference  to  the  views 
of  Gregory  the  Great  (J  59,  3) — he  reprobated  every  species  of  image- 
worship  as  a  kind  of  idolatry.     On  the  other  hand,  the  Libri  Carolini 
expressed  approbation  of  the  reverence  paid  to  saints,  to  relics,  and  to 
the  crucifix.     Charlemagne  sent  this  significant  treatise,  which  in  all 
probability  was  composed  hjAIcuiny  to  the  Pope,  who  rejoined,  although 
in  the  most  guarded  language.     But  this  reply  made  no  impression  on 
the  Prankish  monarch.     Nay,  the  authority  of  a  great  general  council 
of  all  the  Germanic  churches  was  to  be  opposed  to  that  of  the  Council 
of  the  Byzantine  Court.     During  his  sojourn  in  England  (790-792), 
Alcuin  secured  for  this  purpose  the  co-operation  of  the  Anglo-Saxon 
Church.     The  Synod  met  at  Frankfort  in  794,  and  solemnly  confirmed 
the  principles  of  the  "  Libri  Carolini/'     The  Pope  deemed  it  prudent 
to  leave  this  controversy  io  the  operation  of  time  and  popular  feeling. — 
Under  the  reign  of  Lonis  the  Pious  the  quevStion  was  again  discussed, 
on  occasion  of  an  embassy  from  the  iconoclastic  emperor,  Michael  Bal- 
bus.  At  a  national  si/nod  held  at  Paris  (825),  the  conduct  of  Hadrian  I. 
was  reprehended,  the  practice  of  image-worship  reprobated,  and  the 
principles  of  th»'  "Libri  Carolini"  once  more  confirmed.     Pope  En- 
gene  11.  made  no  reply.     This  rejection  of  the  Second  Nicene  Council 
and  opposition  to  image-worship  continued  in  the  Prankish  Empire  till 
the  tenth  century. 

2.  Soon  after  the  Council  of  Paris,  Jgohard  of  Lyons  (§  90,  4)  pub- 
lished a  tractate :  Contra  superstitionem  eorum,  qui  picturis  et  imagi- 
nibus  Sanctorum  adorationis  obsequium  deferendum  putant.  But  the 
prelate  went  much  further  than  the  Libri  Carolini.  He  proposed 
entirely  to  remove  all  images  from  churches,  as  the  practice  would 
inevitably  lead  to  abuses.  Besides,  he  also  rejected  the  idea  of  paying 
homage  to  saints,  relics,  or  angels.  Our  confidence  was  to  be  placed 
only  in  Almighty  God,  whom  alone  we  were  to  worship  through  Jesus 
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Christ,  the  sole  Mediator.  At  the  same  time,  he  wished  to  int:  oduco 
certain  reforms  in  the  Liturgy  (J  90.  8).  lie  also  opposed  tlio?*e  por- 
tions of  the  public  services  which  were  merely  designed  to  affect  the 
senses,  and  would  nave  banished  the  use  of  all  non-inspired  hymns. 
On  the  other  hand,  he  insisted  on  the  ncccs^jity  of  diligent  study  of  the 
Bible,  and  condemned  all  appeals  to  ordeals  (J  88, 4),  and  all  the  popu- 
lar superstitions  about  witchcraft,  and  supernatural  means  for  securing 
favourable  weather  (Contra  insulsam  vulgi  opiniuncm  do  grandine  et 
tonitruis) ;  as  also  the  belief,  that  diseases  and  other  plagues  niiglit  be 
averted  by  donations  to  churches.  On  the  subject  of  iusj)! ration  his 
views  were  somewhat  loose  (§  90,  G).  Still  nobody  thought  of  charging 
him  with  heresy. —  ClaudiuSy  Bishop  of  Turin  (2  00,4),  went  even 
beyond  Agc^bard,  From  the  writings  of  Augustine  that  prcliitc  had 
derived  views,  more  deep  and  full  than  any  of  his  cotemporaries,  of  the 
blessed  truth,  that  man  is  justified  without  any  works  of  his  own,  only 
through  the  mercy  of  God  in  Christ.  Louis  the  Pious  had  elevated  him 
to  the  See  of  Turin  for  the  express  purpose  of  opposing  image-worship 
in  Italy,  the  great  stronghold  of  this  superstition.  In  his  diocese  the 
veneration  paid  to  images,  relics,  and  crucifixes  had  been  carried  to 
fearful  excess.  These  abuses  seemed  to  call  for  stringent  measures. 
Accordingly,  Claudius  ordered  all  images  and  crucifixes  to  be  flung  out 
of  the  churches.  Popular  tumults  ensued  in  consequence,  and  only 
fear  of  the  Prankish  arms  could  have  preserved  the  life  or  protected 
the  office  of  the  bold  prelate.  When  Pope  Paschal  expostulated  with 
him  on  the  subject,  he  replied,  that  he  would  only  recognize  his  apos- 
tolic dignity  so  long  as  he  did  the  works  of  an  apostle ;  if  otherwise, 
Matt,  xxiii.  2,  3,  applied  to  him.  Claudius  expounded  his  views  in 
some  exegetical  tractates.  In  answer  to  Theotliniir,  Abbot  of  Psahnody, 
the  Bishop  of  Turin  wrote,  in  825,  a  work  entitled  **  Apolngoticus," 
which  is  only  known  from  the  rejoinder  of  Theodiniir.  A  Scotchman, 
Dungaly  teacher  at  Pavia,  also  wrote  against  him,  and  accused  him 
before  the  Emperor.  Upon  this  Jonas^  Bishop  of  Orleans,  was  com- 
missioned to  refute  the  Apologeticus.  The  work  (de  Cultu  Imaginum 
LI.  III.),  which  appeared  only  after  the  death  of  Claudius,  emlodies 
the  principles  of  the  Frankish  Church  on  the  subject  of  image-wo:Bhip. 
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SECOND    PERIOD 

ECCLESIASTICAL     HISTORY 

IN  ITS  MEDLEVAL  AND  GERMANIC  FORM  OF  DEVELOPMENT. 

FROM  THB  TENTH  TO  THB  THIRTEENTH  CENT. 


I.  SPREAD  OF  CHRISTIANITY. 

i  93.  MISSIONARY  OPERATIONS  DURING  THAT  PERIOD. 

The  christianization  of  the  continent  of  Europe  was  almost 
completed  daring  this  period,  that  of  Lapland  and  Lithuania 
alone  being  reserved  for  the  following.  Both  the  mode  and 
results  of  missionary  operations  continued  as  before.  The 
labours  of  the  heralds  of  the  Cross  were  supported  by  armed 
force ;  monasteries  and  fortresses  became  the  bases  for  the  spread 
of  Christianity ;  political  motives  and  marriages  with  Christian 
princesses  generally  effected  the  conversion  of  heathen  rulers ; 
and  the  peoples  were  either  obliged  to  follow  the  example  of 
their  sovereigns,  or  submitted  in  silent  resignation  ;  while,  under 
the  cover  of  Christianity,  many  heathen  superstitions  continued 
to  exist.  It  was  the  policy  of  the  German  emperors  to  place 
the  newly-converted  races  under  the  spiritual  supremacy  of  the 
Metroj)olitan  of  Germang.  Thus  Hamburg  and  Bremen  was 
made  the  see  for  Scandinavia  and  the  Baltic  Provinces,  Magde- 
burg  that  for  Poland  and  the  adjoining  countries,  Mayence  for 
Bohemia,  Paasau  and  Salsburg  for  Hungary.  But  the  Papacy 
uniformly  opposed  such  attempts  of  the  German  clergy  and 
rulers.  Each  of  these  countries  was  to  have  its  independent 
metropolitan,  and  thus  to  occupy  a  place  of  equality  in  the 
great  family  of  Christian  states,  of  which  the  See  of  Rome  wai 
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to  be  the  spiritual  head  (§  SS").— The  Western  Church  repeatedly 
commenced  missionary  operations  among  the  Mongols  of  Asia 
and  the  Saracens  of  Africa,  but  without  leading  to  any  lasting 
results. 

1.  The  Scandinavian  Mission,  —  (Com p.  Fr.  Mlinter,  K.  G.  v.  Dane- 
mark  u.  Norweg..  I.  Lpz.  1823.  —  K.  Maurer,  {\.  Bekehr.  d.  Norweg. 
8tammc8.  2  Bde.  MUnch.  185G. — F.  C.  DaJdmann,  Gesch.  v.  Danem.  I. 
Ilamb.  1840.—  C.  G,  Geijer,  Gesch.  Schwed.  I.  Ilamb.  1832.  — Main 
S«>urce:  Adam  v,  Bremen,  Gesta  Ilanib.  eccl.  Pontiff.) — The  labours  of 
Anxfjar  and  Rimbert  (J  80)  extended  only  to  the  border  provinces  of  Jut- 
land and  some  places  of  traflBc  in  Sweden ;  and  the  churches  even  there 
established  had  virtually  died  out.     A  revival  of  the  mission  was  not 
to  be   thought   of,  in   the  face   of  the   predatory  incursions  of  the 
Xormans,  or  Vikinger  (Wikingar  =  warrior),  who  were  the  terror  of 
the  entire  European  coast,  during  the  ninth  and  tenth  centuries.     But 
their  incursions  opened  the  way,  in  other  respects,  for  the  new  intro- 
duction of  Christianity  in  those  countries.     Many  of  the   returning 
Vikinger  had  embraced  Christianity  abroad,  and   thus   carried  the 
knowledge  of  it  back  to  their  homes.     In  France  Norwe^jjian  Normans 
founded  (912)  Normandy,  under  Rollo's  guidance ;  in  England,  in  the 
tenth  century,  the  northern  half  of  ihe  country  fell  into  the  hands  of 
the  Danish   Normans,  and  ultimately  King  Sven  of  Denmark  con- 
quered (1013)  the  whole  country.     In  both  countries  the  invaders 
emhraced  Christianity,  and  in  virtue  of  the  intimacy  kept  up  with 
their  native  countries,  participated  in  the  work  of  their  conversion. — 
In  Denmark  Gorm  the  Aged,  the  founder  of  the  Danish  monarchy, 
showed  violent  hostility  to  Christianity.   He  destroyed  all  the  Christian 
institutions  of  the  country,  drove  away  all  the  priests,  and  devastated 
the  neighbouring  German  coasts.     Finally  the  German  king  Henry  I, 
went  on  an  expedition  against  the  Danes,  made  them  tributary,  and 
exacted  toleration  of  the  Christian  faith  (904).     At  once  Archbishop 
Unni  of  Bremen  resumed  the  work  of  missions.     Witli  a  large  part 
of  his  clergy  he  went  into  the  Danish  territory,  restored  the  churches 
of  Jutland,  and  died  in  Sweden  (936).     Gorm's  son,  Harold  Bloafand 
(Blue-tooth),  was  baptized  after  having  conclude<l  a  peace  with  Otho  I. 
in  972.     But  his  son,   Seen   Gahelhart,  although    likewise  baj)tized, 
became  leader  of  a  heathen  reactionary  party.     Harold  fell  in  battle 
against  him  (986),  and  Sven   madly  persecuted  the  Christians.     In 
988,  however,  Erich  of  Sweden,  also  a  heathen  and  foe  of  Christianity, 
drove  out  Sven,  and  by  the  advice  of  a  Gorman  embassy,  tolerated 
Christianity.     After  Erich's  death  Sven  returned  (098).     Converted 
during  his  exile,  he  now  furthored  Christianity  as  zealously  as  ho  had 
opposed  it.    In  1013  he  conquered  all  England  and  died  there  in  1014. 
His  wm,  Canute  the  Mighty  {ob.  1036),  united  the  two  kingdoms  undei 
bis  sceptre,  and  made  great  efforts  to  reconcile  both  nations  in  a  com- 
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mon  Christian  faith,  and  thus  form  a  bond  of  union  between  them. 
The  German  mission  of  Bremen,  urged  by  him^  now  actively  co-operated 
with  an  English  mission.  In  102G  ho  made  a  pilgrimage  to  Rome, 
and  effected  an  intimate  connection  of  the  Danish  Church  with  the 
ecclesiastical  centre  of  the  AYestern  Church ;  a  movement  which  was 
probably  based  on  far-seeing  political  considerations.  Thenceforth 
Denmark  appears  as  a  completely  Christianized  country. —  (Main 
Source,  next  to  Adam  of  Bremen:  Saxo  Grammatinis^  oh,  1204,  Hist. 
Danica.)  —  In  Sweden  also.  Archbishop  Unni  of  Bremen  reoppned  the 
work  of  missions,  and  died  there  in  936.  From  that  time  the  German 
missitm  continued  uninterruptedly  active.  But  little  was  effected, 
however,  until  English  missionaries  went,  early  in  the  eleventh  century, 
from  Norway,  with  Sigurd  (Sigfried)  at  their  head,  and  baptized  King 
Olaf  Skaufkonung  (Lap-king,  oh.  1024).  Olaf  and  his  followers  did  all 
they  could  to  promote  the  mission,  which  was  very  successful  in  Goth- 
land, also ;  whilst  in  Swealand  (with  the  heathen  temple  at  Upsala), 
heathenism  still  prevailed.  King  Inge,  having  refused  to  relapse  from 
Christianity,  was,  1080,  driven  with  stones  from  a  popular  assemblage 
at  Uj)sala.  His  brotber-in-law.  Blot  Sverij  headed  the  heathen  reaction, 
and  excited  a  violent  persecution  against  Christians.  After  reigning 
three  years  he  was  killed,  and  Inge  restored  Christianity,  which,  how- 
ever, first  became  predominant  in  Upper  Sweden,  under  St.  En'rh 
(oh.  1160). — (Sources:  Adam  v.  Br.  ;  Saxo  Gramm.) — Norway  had  early 
obtained  a  knowledge  of  Christianity  through  the  romantic  adventures 
of  its  seafaring  youth,  through  captives,  and  by  intercourse  with 
Norman  colonics  in  England  and  Normandy.  The  first  Christian  king 
of  Norway  was  Haco  the  Good  (034-61)  who  had  been  trained  a  Chris- 
tian at  the  English  court.  After  gaining  the  affections  of  his  people 
by  his  admira])le  government,  he  ventured  to  request  them  legally  to 
adopt  Christianity.  The  people,  however,  compelled  him  to  participate 
in  heathen  sacrifices ;  and  when  he  made  the  sign  of  the  cross  over 
the  sacrificial  bowl  before  he  drank  it,  he  barely  escaped  violence  by 
an  evasive  reference  of  the  act  to  Thor's  mark.  He  could  never  forgive 
himself  for  this  weakness,  and  died  broken-hearted,  not  even  deeming 
himself  worthy  of  a  Christian  burial.  Ohif  Trt/ggrason  (095-1000), 
at  first  the  ideal  of  a  Northern  Viking,  then  of  a  Northern  king,  was 
baptized  during  his  last  invasion  of  England,  and  bent  all  the  energies 
of  his  character  to  the  forcible  introduction  of  Christianity.  Not  even 
a  stranger  left  Norway  without  being  persuaded  or  compelled  by  him 
to  be  baptized.  Those  who  resisted  were  imprisoned  or  put  to  death. 
He  fell  in  a  battle  against  the  Danes.  His  example  was  followed  by 
Olaf  Harold  san  (the  Fafj  afterwards  Saint;  1014-30).  Without  pos- 
sessing the  amiability  and  noble-heartedness  of  his  predecessor,  but 
pursuing  his  ecclesiastical  and  political  schemes  more  arbitrarily  and 
cruelly,  he  soon  lost  the  regard  of  his  subjects.  His  enraged  chief* 
tains  conspired  with  Canute  the  Dane;  the  whole  country  rose  against 
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him ;  he  fell  in  liattle,  and  Norway  became  a  Danish  provinoe.    But 
the  hard  Danish  joke  soon  changed  the  popular  sentiments  regai  ling 
Olaf,  who  now  came  t*)  be  considered  a  martyr  of  national  freedom  and 
independence.     Countless  miracles  were  wrought  by  his  relics,  and  in 
1031  he  was  unanimously  proclaimed  a  national  saint.     Enthusiasm 
in  his  worship  daily  increased,  and  with  it  enthusiasm  for  the  libera- 
tion of  their  country.     Borne  onward  by  this  mighty  agitation,  Olafs 
son,  Marjnus  the  Good^  expelled  the  Danes  (1035).     But  although  the 
elevation  of  Olaf  to  saintship  at  first  led  to  purely  political  results,  it 
was  the  means  of  stamping  the  country  forever  with  the  seal  of  Chris- 
tianity (Suurce:   Snorrs  Sturleson  t>6.  1241   Ileimskringla  oder  norw. 
Kouigssagon).   On  the  North-Westerx  group  of  islands,  the  Hebrides, 
Orkneys,   Sketland,  and  Faroe   islands,   the   sparse  Christian  Celtic 
population  was  driven  out  in  the  ninth  century  by  the  immigration  of 
heathen    Norwegian  Vikinger,  among   whom   Christianity  was   first 
introduced  by  the  two  Norwegian  Olufs.  —  The  first  mission  to  Ice- 
land was  conducted   by  the  Icelander  Thorwald,  who,  baptized  in 
Saxony  by  a  bishop  (?)  Frederick,  took  him  to  Iceland  to  assist  there 
in  tht?  conversion  of  the  heathen  natives.     After  nearly  five  years' 
labour  a  number  were  converted,  but  the  Thing  (national  diet)  con- 
demned the  movement,  and   the   missionaries   left  the  island  (985). 
Olaf  Tnjf/(jvason  did  not  readily  allow  an  Icelander  visiting  Norway 
to  return  without  being  baptized,  and  twice  sent  expeditions  thither 
to  convert  the  natives.     The  first,  under  Sfefnir,  a  native  Icelander, 
accomplished  but  little  (996) ;  the  second,  under  Olafs  court  chaplain, 
Vankhrand  (a  Saxon  who  was  both  priest  and  warrior,  effecting  with 
his  sword  what  his  preaching  failed  to  accomplish),  converted  many 
of  the  most  powerful  chieftains.     A  civil  war  threatened  to  ruin  every- 
thing, but  was  averted  by  a  timely  compromise,  in  accordance  with 
which  all  the  natives  were  baptized.  Christian  worship  only  publicly 
performed,  whilst  secretly  idolatry,  infanticide,  and   the   eating   of 
horseflesh  was   tolerated    (ICXX)).     Subsequently  an  embassy  of  the 
Norwegian  king,    Olaf  Haraldsorif   had  these   relics   of  heathenism 
expunged  from  their  laws.  —  Greenland  also,  which  had  been  dis- 
covered  by   an  outlawed   Icelander,   Eric  the   Bed,   and   soon    after 
colonized    (985),   owes    its    Christianity   to   King    Olaf  Tn/f/t/rasoji. 
who  sent  thither  (1000)  a  son  of  Eric,  Jj^if  the  Lucky,  with  an  (ixi)e- 
dition  for  its  conversion.     The  people  did  not  objectto  being  ])a[)tizod.'' 
This  same  Leif  discovered  on  his  vovnge  a  rich  fertile  country,  which 
he  called  Vinland,  from  the  wild  grapes  foun<l  there ;  it  was  subse- 
quently colonized  by  Icelanders.     In  the  twelfth  century  yet,  a  Green- 
land bishop,  Eric,  went  thither  to  confirm  the  inhabitants  in  the  faith. 
It  doubtless  lay  on  the  east  coast  of  North  America,  and  is  prola])ly 
identical  with  Massachusetts   and   Rhode   Island.  —  (Main   Source: 
Snorrs  Sturlesor.) 
2.  The  Slavonian  Magyar  Mission  —  (Comp.  /.  Pilacky,  Gesch,  v, 
32 
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Bohtnen.  I.  Prag.  1836.— C.  G.  v.  Frieze,  K.  G.  d.  Kiinigr.  Polen.  I.  Bresl 
1786. — R,  Roepelly  Gcsch.  Polens.  Hamb.  1840. 1. — /.  v.  MaUaih,  Gesoh, 
d.  Magyaren,  I.  Wien  1828.  2  Ausg.  Regensb.  1852.  —  L.  Giesebrecht, 
wendischo  Gesch.  3  Bde.  Berl.  1843. — E.W.  Spieker,  K.  u.  Ref.  Gesch. 
d.  Mark  Brandenb.  I.  1839. — Jul.Wiyfjers,  K.  G.  Mecklcnb.  Parchim. 
1840.  —  P.  i^.  Aa/wt^^ie^^cr,  Bekehrungsgesch.  d.  Pommern.  Greifsw. 
1824.  ^F.  W.  Barthhold,  Gesch.  v.  Rugeu  u.  Puniniern.  2  Bde.  Hamb. 
1839.  —  E,  L,  Dummler,  Piligrim  v.  Passau  Lpz.  1854.  —  F.  C.  KnisCf 
St.  Vicelin.  Altona  1826.  (/.  /.  Sell)  Otto  v.  Bamberg.  Stettin  1792.  — 
C  F.  Busch,  Memoria  Ottonis  ep.  Bamb.  Jen.  1824.) — The  Gospel  liad 
been  introduced  into  Bohemia  during  the  preceding  period  (|  79,  2). 
After  the  death  of  Vratislav,  Drahomira,  his  widow,  a  heathen,  seized 
the  reins  of  government  in  name  of  Bolcdav,  her  younger  son.  The 
attempt  of  Ludmilla,  with  the  aid  of  certain  priests  and  Germans,  to 
elevate  to  the  throne  St.  Wenceslav,  the  elder  son,  whom  she  had  edu- 
cated, was  frustrated.  Ludmilla  was  killed  by  order  of  Drahomira 
(927),  and  Wenccslav  fell  by  the  hand  of  his  brother.  Boleslav  at 
first  attempted  to  exterminate  Christianity  from  his  dominions,  but 
was  obliged  to  relax  his  former  severity  after  his  defeat  by  Oiho  I.  in 
950.  His  son,  Boleslav  11. y  established  Christianity  in  the  country, 
and  founded  the  archiepiscopal  see  of  Prague.  The  Pope  gave  his 
consent  to  the  erection  of  this  see,  on  condition  that  the  Romish  Liturgy 
should  be  introduced  (973).  —  From  Bohemia  the  Gospel  spread  tc 
Poland,  Duke  Miecislav  was  induced  bv  Dambrovka,  his  wife,  a 
Bohemian  princess  (daughter  of  Boleslav  L),  to  adopt  the  Christian 
religion  (960).  His  sulijects  followed  his  example,  and  the  Sec  of 
Posen  was  founded.  The  Church  secured  a  firmer  footing  under  his 
son,  the  powerful  Boleslav  Chrolmj  (992-1025),  who,  with  the  appro- 
bation of  Otto  III.,  emanciputed  the  Polish  Church  from  allegiance  to 
the  Magdcl)urg  See,  and  founded  an  archiepiscopal  see  at  Gnesen 
(1000).  He  also  freed  Poland  from  fealty  to  the  German  empire,  and 
let  himself  be  crowned  sh»)rtly  before  his  death  (1025).  Five  years  of 
anarchy,  which  threatened  to  destroy  Christianity  in  the  land,  were 
brought  to  an  end  by  liis  grandson  Casimir  (1039).  Casimir's  grand- 
son, Boleslav  II.,  murdered  Biv^hop  Stanislaus  of  Cracow  (1079),  who 
had  put  him  under  the  l)an,  and  thus  furnished  Poland  with  a  saint. — 
(Main  Source:  Thietmar's  v.  Mersel).  (oh.  1018)  Chronik,  and  Martini 
Gain  [c.  1130)  Chronic.  Polon.)  —  The  Gospel  was  first  carried  to 
Hungary  from  Constantinople,  where  Gi/las,  a  Ilungurian  prince,  was 
baptized  in  950.  He  returne<i  home  with  Jlicrofhcus,  a  monk  who  had 
been  consecrated  Bishop  of  Hungary:  but  this  connection  with  the 
Greek  Church  was  only  temporary.  After  Henry  I.  routed  the  Hun- 
garians (933)  at  Keuschberg,  and  still  more  after  they  had  been 
enfeebled  by  the  defeat  inflicted  on  them  by  Otto  L  in  955,  German 
influence  became  predominant  there.  The  indefatigable  missionarjr 
leal  of  Bishop  Piligrim  of  Passau,  and  the  immigration  of  many 


MISSIONARY    OPERATIONS.  371 

fbieigner^,  especially  Germans,  soon  secured  for  Christianity  a  com- 
plete ascendancy  over  heathenism.  This  end  was  also  favoured  by 
Diike  Gcisa  (972-97),  and  his  resolute,  energetic  wife,  Sarolta,  a 
daughter  of  the  above-named  Gylas.  The  work  was  perfected  by 
3eisa's  son,  SL  Stephen  (997-1038),  who  was  baptized  at  his  marriage 
with  Gipela,  sister  of  the  subsequent  Emp.  Henry  II.,  suppressed  a 
heathen  insurrection,  and  gave  the  country  a  constitution  and  laws. 
He  also  founded  the  archiepiscopate  of  Grarif  with  ten  suffragan 
bishops,  put  on  his  head  the  crown  (1000)  which  had  been  solicited 
from  Pope  Sylvester  II.,  and  made  Hungary  a  powerful  member  of 
the  national  confederacy  of  Christian  Europe.  Under  his  successors, 
heathenism  twice  made  menacing  insurrections,  but  was  soon  put 
down.  Its  last  remains  were  annihilated  by  St.  Ladislaus  (1077-95). 
—  (Chief  Source:  Thietmar.) 

Among  the  numerous  inbes  of  Wends,  in  N.  and  N.  E.  Germany, 
tie  most  prominent  were  the  Obotrites,  (in  modern  Ilolstcin  and 
Mecklenburg),  the  Lutia'ans  or  Wilzens,  (between  the  Elbe  and  Oder), 
the  Pomeranians,  (from  the  Oder  to  the  "Weichsel),  and  the  Serbians 
or  Sorbens,  (southward  in  Saxony  and  Lusatia),  Henry  I.  (919-36), 
and  his  son  Otho  I.  (936-73),  subjected  them  to  German  rule,  and  Otho 
founded, besides, several  bishoprics,  the  archbishopric  oi Magdeburg  (908). 
The  loss  of  their  national  liberty,  as  well  as  the  pride  and  tyranny  of 
the  German  Margraves,  rendered  Christianity  exceedingly  odious  to  the 
Wends,  so  that  it  could  not  be  firmly  established  among  them  until 
their  freedom  and  nationality  had  been  wholly  eradicated,  and  the 
Slavic  population  had  been  merged  in  the  predorainent  German  element. 
An  insurrection  of  the  Obotnies,  under  Mistevoi  (983),  who  hoped  with 
one  blow  t»>  get  rid  of  the  German  yoke  and  Christianity,  overthrew  all 
Christian  institutions.  His  grandson  Gottsehalfcwiis  reared  in  a  German 
monastery,  but  enraged  by  the  murder  of  his  father,  Udo  (1032),  fled 
from  the  monastery,  renounced  Christianity,  and  excited  a  fearful  per- 
secution against  Christians  and  Germans.  This  revengeful  madness, 
however,  was  soon  followed  by  repentance.  The  Germans  captured 
him ;  on  being  set  free,  he  went  to  Denmark,  but  soon  returned  and 
founded  a  great  Wend  empire  which  extended  from  the  North  sea  to 
the  Oder  (1045).  He  then  bent  all  his  energy,  with  glowing  zeal,  to 
the  establishment  of  the  Church  in  his  empire  upon  a  national  basis, 
Adalbert  of  Bremen  furnishing  him  with  missionaries.  He  himself 
became  in  a  great  measure  their  interpreter  and  expounder.  The  suc- 
cess was  brilliant,  but  the  national  sentiment  of  the  Wends  hated  him 
as  a  friend  of  the  Saxons  and  the  Church.  He  was  assassinated  lOOO. 
Then  followed  a  most  cruel  persecution  of  the  Christians.  Gottsohalk's 
son,  Henry,  was  supplanted,  and  Cruco  (of  the  island  Iliio;on),  the 
powerful  prince  of  the  Rani,  a  fanatical  foe  of  Christianity,  was  chosen 
ruler.  At  Henry's  instigation,  he  was  murdered,  1105,  in  his  house. 
Henry  died  1119.  A  Danish  prince,  Canute,  bought  the  Wend  crown 
from  the  Saxon  duke,  Lothar;  but  he  was  murdered  in  1131.     Thus 
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ended  the  "Wend  empire;  only  among  the  Obotrites^  prince  Ntclot  {%fb 
1160),  maintained  his  authority  for  some  time.  His  son,  PribisUis, 
(the  ancestor  of  the  present  princes  of  Mecklenburg),  by  a  timely 
adoption  of  Christianity  (1164),  secured  for  himself  a  part  of  hif 
paternal  inheritance,  as  a  Saxon  feudal  principality.  The  rest  of  the 
country  Henry  the  Lion  divided  among  his  German  Tvamors,  settling 
the  devastated  possessions  with  German  colonists.  The  power  of  the 
LuTiciANS  was  broken  by  Albert  the  Bear^  the  founder  of  Mark  Bran- 
denburg, after  long  contests  and  numerous  insurrections  (1157).  He, 
also,  placed  a  great  number  of  German  colonists  upon  the  desolated 
country.  The  work  of  Christianizing  the  Sorbi  was  much  easier. 
After  their  fiint  defeats  by  Henry  I.  (922-927),  they  never  regained 
tn^'r  liberty.  The  mission  of  the  sword  more  or  less  closely  attended 
the  mission  of  the  cross  among  the  Wends.  Among  the  Sorbi,  bishop 
Benno  of  Misnia  (o6.  1106),  laboured  with  special  zeal ;  among  the 
Obotrites,  St.  Vicelinf  under  sore  trials  and  sufferings.  St.  Vicelin  died 
whilst  bishop  at  Oldenburg  (1154).  His  successor,  Gerold,  who  trans- 
ferred the  see  to  Llibeck,  followed  in  his  footsteps.  Other  zealous 
Wend  apostles  deserving  mention,  are,  bishop  Everanod  of  Katzeburg 
(from  1154),  bishop  Berno  of  Schwerin  (from  1158).  (Chief  sources: 
—  Widukinds,  v.  Corbei.  (c.  970),  Chronik. —  Thietmar^s  Chronik. — 
Adam  v.  Brem.  —  Helmold^s  (ob.  1170),  Chronicon.  Slavorum).  The 
Pomeranians  were  subjugated  (1121),  by  the  Polish  duke  Boleslav  III., 
who  extorted  from  them  an  oath  that  they  would  embrace  Christianity. 
But  the  work  of  their  conversion  proved  so  difficult,  that  he  could  find 
no  one  among  his  clergy  willing  to  undertake  it.  Thereupon  Bern- 
hard^  a  Spanish  monk,  offered  his  services  (1122).  But  the  Pomera- 
nians drove  him  off  as  a  beggar,  asserting  that  if  the  God  of  the 
Christians  was  really  Lord  of  heaven  and  earth,  he  would  send  them 
a  servant  corresponding  with  his  dignity.  This  convinced  Boleslav 
that  none  but  a  man  who  combined  with  a  true  missionary  spirit,  the 
show  of  worldly  grandeur  and  wealth,  could  succeed  on  that  field,  and 
bishop  Otho  v.  Bamberg  seemed  to  suit  the  case.  Oiho  consented,  and 
in  two  missionary  towns  (1124, 1128),  founded  the  Pomeranian  Church. 
Following  Bolcvslav's  counsel,  he  both  times  travelled  in  princely  style. 
The  result  was  astonishing,  though  he  several  times  came  near  losing 
his  life.  The  entire  Middle  Ages  furnish  no  example  (unless  St.  Boni- 
face be  excepted),  of  a  like  noble,  pure,  and  successful  missionary 
effort.  No  missionary  of  that  period  exhibited  the  same  firmness,  with- 
out egotism ;  earnestness,  without  severity  ;  gentleness,  and  placability, 
without  weakness;  glowing  zeal,  without  fanaticism;  and,  in  no  other 
instance  did  the  German  and  Slavic  nationalities  merge  so  harmoniously. 
The  last  bulwark  of  Wend  heathenism  was  the  island  RVoen;  it 
yielded  (1168),  to  a  league  between  the  Danish  king  Waldemar  I^ 
and  princes  of  Chi  Istian  Pomeranians  and  Obotrites. — (Main  Bouroe ; 
Vitae  Ottoni). 


MISSIONARY    OPERATIONS.  877 

8.  Mlssuns  among  (he  Fins  and  Letonians.  —  (Cf.  Fr.  Rvths^  Finnl, 
«.  8.  Bewohner.  Lpz.  1809.  —  ^.  K.   Gadebuschy  livl.  Jahrb.  o  Bde. 
Riga.  1780. — Fr.  Kruse,  Urgesch.  d.  estbnisch.  Volksstaniuies.  Lpz. 
1846  (unreliable).  —  Osk.  KienUz,  24  Bb.  livl.  Gesch.   Bd.  I.  Dorp. 
1847.  —  K.  V.  SchWzer,  Livl.  u.  d.  Aufdnge.  d.  deutsch.  Lebons  iin  bait. 
Norden.  Berl.  1850. — A.v,  Richtery  Gesch.  d.  russ.  Kaiserth.  einverl- 
eibten.  deuteeh.  Ostseeprov.  Bd.  I.,  Abth.  I.  (1158-1347),  Riga.  1857. 
—  E,  Papsi,  Meinhart,  Livland's  Apost.  Reval.  1847-49.  —  /.  Toigif 
Gesch.  Preussens.  bis  z.  Unterg.  d.  Herrsch.  d.  deutsch.  Ordens.  Bd. 
I-III.,  Konigsb.  1827. — K.  0.  Tomwaldfy  d.  Leb.  Adalb.  v.  Prag.  &<j., 
in  d.  hist,  theol.  Ztschr,  1853,  II.  —  /.  M,  Watterichy  d.  Grlindiing.  d. 
deutsch.  Ordenstaates   Preusson.  Lpz.  1857).  —  Christianity   was  in- 
"troduced  into  Finland  by  St.  EriCy  by  means  of  conquest  and  force 
^1157).     Bishop  Henry  of  Upsalxiy  the  apostle  of  the  Fins,  who  accom- 
panied him,  suffered  martyrdom  in  1158.    The  Fins  hated  Christianity 
as  ardently  as  the  Swedish  rule  which  brought  it  to  them.     It  was  only 
after  the  third  invasion,  under  the  chief  magistrate  Thorkel  Cannfeson 
(1293),  that  success  was  achieved.    Lapland  became  sulycot  to  Sweden 
in  1279,  and  Christianity  was  gradually  introduced.     In  1335,  bishop 
Hemming  of  Upsala  consecrated  the  first  church  in  Tornca.     Modern 
EsTHONiA,  Livonia,  and  Curland,  were  settled  by  people  of  Finnish 
descent;  though  Livonia  and  Curland  wore  likewise  settled  by  Leto- 
nians  from  the  South   and  East,  (Letonians   and   Letonian-Gauls  in 
Livonia,  and  Semgauls  and  Wends  in  Curland).     The  first  attempts  to 
plant  Christianity  in  those  regions  proceeded  from  Swedes  and  Danes, 
and,  as  early  as  1048,  under  the  Danish  king  Sven  ///.,  Estritson,  a 
church  was  built  in  Curland  by  Christian  merchants ;  and  the  Danes, 
not  long  after,  built  the  fortress  Lindanisso,  in  Esthnia.    The  elevation 
of  the  bishopric  of  Lund  to  a  metropolitan  see  (KH)8),  occurred  with 
reference  to  these  countries.     In  1171,  Pope  Alexander  III.  sent  FulcOy 
a  monk,   as  bishop  of  Finland  and  Esthnia,  to  convert  the  heathen 
there,  but  he  seems  not  to  have  entered  upon  his  duties.     The  first 
permanent  results  were  secured  by   German  preachers   and    swords. 
Merchants  from  Bremen  and  Llibeck  had  formed  commercial  leagues 
with  the  regions  along  the  Dlina.     Meinharty  a  pious  priest  from  the 
monastery  of  Segeberg,  in  llolstein,  undertook,  in  their  company,  and 
ander  the  auspices  of  the  Bremen  archbishop,  Ilartwig  II.,  a  missionary 
journey  thither  (1180),  established  a  church  at  Uerklill,  on  the  Dlina, 
and   became   its  bishop,   but  died    1196.     His   companion,    Dietrichy 
laboured  in  the  vicinity  of  Treiden,  as  far  as  into  Esthnia.     Meinhart's 
{successor  as  bishop  was  the  Cistercian  abbot  Berthold  v.  Ijoccum,  ip 
Hanover.     Driven  off  soon  after  his  arrival,  he  returned  with  a  band 
of  German  crusaders,  and  fell  in  battle,  1198.     Ilis  successor  was  the 
Bremen  Gtmctxiy  Albert  von  Burhowden,  (v.  Appeldorn).     lie  removed 
the  see  to  Jiigay  which  he  built  in  1201 ;  and,  for  the  protoi-tion  of  thf- 
mission,   established,   1202,   the    Order  of  the   Sword   (§  D8,  G),  and 
32* 
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founded,  amid  constant  conflicts  with  the  Russians,  Esthnians.  CarSr 
and  Letonians,  new  bishoprics  in  Esthuia,  Dorpat,  Oescl,  and  Sem- 
gaul,  and  wellnigh  Christianized  all  these  countries.  He  died  1229. 
After  1219,  the  Danes  co-operated  with  Albert  in  the  conquest  and 
conversion  of  Esthnia.  Waldemar  II.  founded  Reval  (1219),  elevated 
it  to  a  bishopric,  and  used  all  means  to  expel  the  Germans ;  but  ho 
failed.  Indeed  the  Danes  were  compelled  (1227),  to  leave  Esthnia. 
After  Albert's  death,  the  difficulties  of  the  Germans  so  increased,  that 
Volguin^  the  excellent  master  of  the  Order,  had  to  invoke  the  aid  of 
the  new  Prussian  order  of  Teutonic  Knights.  The  union  of  the  two 
orders,  hindered  by  Danish  intrigues,  was  not  effected  until  1237,  when 
a  fearful  defeat  of  the  Germans  by  the  Letonians  not  only  threatened 
the  existence  of  the  Order  of  the  Sword,  but  the  Livonian  Church  itself. 
Then  first  was  Curland  (the  see  at  Pilten),  permanently  subjugated 
and  converted;  it  had  promised  to  embrace  Christianity  in  1230,  but 
soon  again  relapsed  into  heathenism.  Finally,  in  1253,  Riga  was  also 
made  a  metropolitan  see ;  Albert  Suerheer  (previously  archbishop  of 
Armagh  in  Ireland),  having  been  appointed  by  Innocent  IV.  arch- 
bishop of  Prussia,  Livonia,  and  Esthnia,  removed  his  see  to  Riga. 
(Cf.  P.  V.  Goize,  Albert  Suerbeer,  St.  Petersb.  1854).  —  (Chief  sources: 
Henry  the  Leitonianj  (oh.  alter  1227),  Origines  Livonicae.  —  DUleb^a  v. 
Alepeke  livl.  Reimchronik.)  —  The  old  Prussians  and  Lithuanians  also 
belonged  to  the  Letonians.  To  the  Prussians  (between  the  Weichsel  and 
Memel),  St.  Adalbert  of  Prague  first  bore  the  tidings  of  salvation,  but 
suffered  martyrdom  soon  after  he  commenced  labours  in  Samland  (997). 
In  1009,  the  zealous  monk  Bruno,  and  eighteen  companions,  met  with 
a  similar  fate  on  the  borders  of  Letonia.  Two  centuries  elapsed  before 
another  missionary  showed  himself  in  Prussia.  The  first  was  abbot 
Godfrey,  of  the  Polish  monastery  of  Lukina.  At  the  outset  he  and  his 
companion  Philip  were  encouraged,  but  they  soon  suffered  martyrdom 
'1207).  The  labours  of  the  Cistercian  Christian,  of  the  Pomeranian 
monastery  Oliva,  three  years  later  (1209),  were  more  successful  and 
permanent.  He  was  the  real  apostle  of  the  Prussians,  became  bishop 
in  1214,  and  died  in  1244.  Following  the  example  of  the  Order  of  the 
Sword  in  Livonia,  he  founded,  1225,  the  order  of  the  Milites  Christi, 
which,  however,  was  reduced  to  five  men  in  the  first  year  of  its  existr 
ence.  —  In  union  with  duke  Conrad  of  Masovia,  whose  country  had 
also  suffered  fearfully  from  the  inroads  of  the  heathen  Prussians, 
Christian  called  in  the  aid  of  the  Teutonic  Knights  (?  98,  0),  then 
already  in  hi^h  repute  in  Germany,  a  branch  of  whom  emigrated  to 
Culmerland  in  1228,  and  thus  laid  the  foundation  of  the  civil  sway  of 
the  Teutonic  Knights  in  Prussia.  Then  commenced  a  sanguinary  con- 
flict of  sixty  years'  duration,  for  the  extermination  of  Prussian  heathen- 
ism. This  struggle  may  be  said  to  have  lasted  until  the  greater  part 
of  the  Prussians,  after  numerous  insurrections,  victories,  and  defeats, 
irere  slain  (1283),  by  the  swords  of  the  Knights  and  of  crusaders  from 
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Genminy.  Poland,  Bohemia,  &o.  Among  hosts  of  missionaries 
(chiefly  Dominicans),  Bishop  Chrisiiany  the  papal  legate  William^ 
bishop  of  Modena,  and  the  Polish  Dominican  Hyaciniky  an  ardent 
preacher  of  repentance  and  faith  (oh.  1257),  merit  special  mention. 
As  early  as  1243,  William  of  Modena  had  drawn  up  an  ecclesiastical 
constitution  for  the  country,  which  divided  Prussia  into  four  bishoprics, 
which,  after  1253,  were  under  the  metropolitan  of  Riga.  —  (Chief 
sources:  the  Chronicon  PrussicR  of  Peter  of  Duisburg,  of  the  14th  cent., 
a  Chron.  van  d.  Duitscher  Oirder  of  the  15th  cent.,  and  the  Pruss. 
Chron.  of  Luk.  David  (oh.  1583),  in  which  use  was  made  of  the,  since 
then,  lost  work  of  bishop  Christian,  Liber  filiorum  Belial). — The 
establishment  of  Christianity  in  Lithuania  proved  a  difficult  task. 
After  Rinyold  had  founded  (1230).  a  grand  duchy  in  Lithuania,  his 
son  Mindowe,  (Mendog),  resolved  to  extend  it  by  conquest.  The 
Prussian  Livonian  Knights,  however,  so  reduced  him  that  he  sued  for 
p^acc,  and  was  compelled  to  hb  baptized  (1252).  But  he  had  scarcely 
reco%'ered  from  his  humiliation,  when  he  threw  aside  the  mask  (12G0), 
and  assailed  his  Christian  neighbours  anew.  His  son,  Wolstiniky  who 
had  adhered  to  the  faith,  reigned  too  short  a  time  (oh.  12GG),  to  secure 
recognition  from  his  people.  With  him  disappeared  every  trace  of 
Christianity  in  Lithuania.  The  grand  duke  Gedimin  (1315-40),  was 
the  first  again  to  tolerate  Christianity  in  his  country.  Under  his  suc- 
cessor, Olgerdj  Romish  Dominicans  and  Russian  priests  rivalled  each 
other  in  their  missionary  zeal.  Olgcrd  was  baptized  by  the  Greeks, 
but  soon  relapsed.  Ilis  son,  JagcUoj  whoso  mother  was  a  Christian, 
and  who  had  married  the  young  Polish  queen,  Iledwuj,  whose  hand 
and  crown  he  obtained  by  being  baptized,  and  obligating  himself  to 
introduce  Christianity  into  his  country  (1380),  put  an  end  to  heathen- 
ism in  Lithuania.  His  subjects,  to  each  of  whom  a  woollen  garment 
was  given  by  their  sponsors,  ])res8ed  in  crowds  to  be  baptized.  An 
episcopal  see  was  founded  at  Wilna. 

4.  Missions  among  the  Mongols.  —  (Cf.  Marco  Polo,  Travels,  &c. — 
Da  Ouignes,  hist.  gfen6rale  des  Huns,  des  Turcs,  des  Mongols.  Par. 
1756.  —  D'ArezaCf  Relation  des  Mongoles  ou  Tartares.  Par.  1838,  in 
the  R^cueil  de  voyages  et  mtooires  pul)li6  par  la  soc.  j];6ogr.  T.  IV. — 
Abfl-Bemiisat,  M^moires  sur  les  relations  poHtiques  des  princes  Chre- 
tiens avec  les  empereurs  Mongols,  in  the  M^m.  des  Tliistit.  royal  de 
France.— T.  VI.,  396,  &c.,  VIL,  355,  &c.,  Par.  1822,  IS24.—D' Ohsson, 
Hist,  des  Mong.  depuis  Tschingis-Khan  jusqu'jl  Timur-lonk.  Par.  1824, 
—  L.  Mo.'heim,  Hist.  Tartarorum  eccl.  Ilelmst.  4to,  1741. —  W.  Ileyd^ 
Studien  bber  d.  Kolonien  d.  rom.  K.  unter  d.  Tartarcn,  in  the  hist 
theol.  Ztschr.  II.  1858).  —  The  most  extravagant  accounts  of  the  powei 
and  glory  of  the  Tartar  priest-king  John  (?  73,  1),  wore  current  in  the 
West,  even  after  his  kingdom,  was  overthrown  by  Gonfrhis  Khan,  in 
1202.  Pope  Alexander  III.  sent  an  embassy  to  him  (1177),  of  thf 
result  of  which  nothing  is  known.     The  Mongol  prince^,  after  the  tims 
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of  Genghis  Khan,  in  deistic  indifference,  showed  themselTes  equallj 
tolerant  and  inclined  towards  Christianity,  Islam,  and  Buddhism.  The 
Nestorians  were  very  numerous,  though  greatly  reduced  in  their 
empire.  In  1240  and  41,  the  Mongol  hosts,  in  their  constant  advancea 
westward,  threatened  to  overrun  and  lay  waste  all  Europe.  Russia, 
Poland,  Silesia,  Moravia,  and  Hungary,  had  been  already  fearfully 
devastated,  when  the  wild  plunderers  suddenly  and  unexpectedly 
turned  their  course.  Pope  Innocent  IV.  sent  (1245),  a  Dominican  em- 
bassy, under  Nich,  AscelinuSy  to  the  commander-in-chief  5afcAu,  then 
in  Persia,  and  a  Franciscan  embassy  under  John  of  Plano-Carpini  to 
the  Great  Khan,  Oktaiy  (successor  of  Genghis  Khan,  from  1227),  to  his 
capital  Caracorum,  calling  upon  him  to  be  converted,  and  commanding 
him  to  abstain  from  his  repeated  incursions.  Both  embassies  were 
fruitless.  Equally  so  were  two  embassies  of  Louis  IX.,  of  France,  oc- 
casioned by  a  pretended  Mongol  embassy,  which  told  the  king  some 
fabricated  stories  concerning  the  inclination  of  the  Great  Khan,  Gajuk 
and  his  princes,  to  Christianity  and  of  their  purpose  to  conquer  the 
Holy  Land  for  the  Christians.  The  first  embassy  (1241),  proved  an 
utter  failure,  for  the  Mongols  regarded  the  presents  brought  to  them 
as  tribute  and  an  acknowledgment  of  voluntary  subjection.  The 
second,  also,  to  the  Groat  Khan  Manrjn  (1253),  although  conducted  by 
that  admirable  tactician,  the  Franciscan,  William  liuyshroek  (de  Rubru- 
quis),  was  fruitless,  for,  Mangu,  instead  of  allowing  them  to  remain 
and  preach  the  gospel  in  the  country,  sent  them  back  to  Louis,  after 
they  had  held  a  debate  with  the  Mohammedans  and  Buddhist*,  with 
a  menacing  demand  of  subjection  to  him.  After  Mangu's  death  (1257), 
the  Mongol  empire  was  divided  into  an  Eastern  (China),  and  Western 
(Persia).  The  former  was  ruled  by  the  Khan  Kublaij  the  latter  by 
the  Khan  Hnlagu.  Hulagu,  whose  mother  and  wife  were  Christians, 
put  an  end  to  the  caliphate  of  Bagdad,  but  was  thereupon  so  pressed 
by  the  Sultan  of  Egypt,  that  he  opened  a  long  series  of  embassies  and 
negotiations  in  England  with  the  popes,  and  kings  of  France,  who  were 
planning  a  common  movement  against  the  Saracens,  and  made  splendid 
offers  to  the  East.  His  successor  continued  these  negotiations,  which, 
however,  were  only  empty  ])romise8  and  encouragements.  The  age  of 
the  crusades  had  passed,  and  even  the  most  powerful  popes  could  not 
revive  them.  The  Persian  khans,  vaccilatiug  between  Islam  and 
Christianity,  sank  into  greater  impotence,  until,  finally,  Tamerlant^ 
upon  the  ruins  of  their  power  undertook  (1387),  under  the  auspices  of 
the  Crescent,  to  found  a  universal  Mongol  empire.  But  with  hii 
death  (1405),  perished  the  rule  of  the  Mongols  in  Persia,  and  that  of 
the  Turcomans  began.  Thencef(»rth  Islam  remained  the  predominant 
religion  amidst  all  the  changes  of  dynasties.  Kublai-Khanj  the  rulei 
of  China,  a  genuine  type  of  the  mixed  religion  of  the  Mongols,  also 
i^pcmed  inclined  to  Christianity,  but  at  the  same  time  favourwi  th« 
Mohammedans,  and  in  12C0,  gave  to  Buddhism  a  hierarchal  form  and 
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Amsoliddtioii  hj  tbe  appointment  of  the  firal  Grand  Lama.  The 
journey  of  two  Venetians,  of  the  house  of  Poliy  who  returned  from  the 
couDtr  J  of  the  Mongols  in  1269,  led  to  the  establishment  of  an  Eastern 
Christian  mission  in  China.  In  1272,  Pope  Gregory  X.  sent  two 
Dominicans  thither,  who  were  joined  by  the  two  Folit  and  the  son  of 
one  of  them,  Marco  Polo^  then  seventeen  years  old.  Marco  won  the 
implicit  confidence  of  the  Khan,  who  entrusted  him  with  an  important 
vicegerency.  On  his  return  he  published  a  Periyriiiaiio  s,  LI,  4  de 
Oriental,  ref/tojiibv^,  which  attracted  great  attention,  and  was  the  first 
work  to  furnish  the  West  with  correct  ideas  of  the  state  of  £ast<%*n 
Asia.  But  the  Franciscan,  John  de  Monte-Corvino  (1291-1329),  one 
of  the  most  noble,  discerning,  and  faithful  missionaries  of  the  entire 
Middle  Ages,  was  the  first  to  start  regular  and  persevering  effl)rts  to 
evangelize  that  region.  Having  frustrated  the  inimical  machinations 
of  the  Xestorians,  he  gained  a  high  degree  of  favour  with  the  Khan. 
He  built  two  churches  in  Cambalu  (Peking),  the  Khan's  residence, 
baptized  about  6000  Mongols,  and  translated  the  Psalms  and  N.  T. 
into  the  Mongol  language.  Until  1303  he  laboured  alone.  After  that, 
other  Franciscans  went  to  his  aid.  Clement  V.  appointed  him  arch- 
bishop of  Cambalu.  Annually  new  congregations  were  gathered.  But 
intestine  quarrels  among  Kublai's  successors  reduced  the  strength  of 
the  Mongol  dynasty,  and  it  was  overthrown  in  1368,  by  the  national 
Ming  dynasty.  The  Mongols  were  driven  from  China,  and  with  them 
the  missionaries  whom  they  had  favoured,  so  that  the  harvest  was  lost. 

5.  Missions  in  Mohammedan  Countries.— The  princes  and  hosts  of  the 
crusaders  only  desired  to  wrest  the  Holy  Land  from  the  power  of  the 
unbelievers,  but  did  not  (unless  we  except  Louis  IX.)  think  of  con- 
ferring upon  them  the  blessing  of  the  Gospel.  Still  less  could  it  be 
expected  that  an  influence  favourable  to  Christianity  would  be  ex- 
erted upon  them,  by  men  so  dissolute,  covetous,  cruel,  faithless,  and 
immoral,  as  most  of  the  crusaders  were.  At  the  commencement  of  the 
13th  century,  the  new  orders  of  Franciscans  and  Dominicans  started 
zealous  but  unsuccessful  missionary  operations  among  the  Moslems  of 
Africa  and  Spain.  The  leader  in  this  movement  was  St.  Franci^cus 
himself,  who,  during  the  siege  of  Damietta  by  the  crusa<ler8,  1219, 
went  into  the  camp  of  the  Sultan,  Kameh  and  challenged  him  to  kindle 
a  large  fire,  into  which  St.  F.  and  a  Moslem  priest  should  plunge.  When 
the  priest,  who  was  present,  secretly  withdrew,  Franoiscus  offered  to 
enter  the  flames  alone,  if  the  Sultan  would  promise,  that  he  and  his 
people  would  embrace  Christianity  if  he  came  forth  unhurt.  The 
Sultan  declined  the  test,  and  dismissed  Franciscus  with  presents, 
which  the  latter  rejected.  Subsequently  many  Franciscan  missions 
were  undertaken  to  the  Moslem,  which,  however,  accomplished  noth- 
ing but  the  increase  of  their  number  of  martyrs.  The  Dominicaii:' 
commenced  similar  efforts  earlier,  but  with  no  better  results.  Their 
Oeneral,  Raymun  ^  of  Pennaforti   (ph.  1273)  devoted  himself  to  this 
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work  with  great  zeal.  For  the  purpose  of  preparing  the  brethren  of 
his  order  for  this  work,  he  founded  institutions  at  Tunis  and  Murcia, 
for  the  study  of  Oriental  languages.  Most  important  were  the  labour! 
of  Raymund  Ltdlus  of  Majorca,  who  after  his  conversion,  thoroughly 
studied  the  requisite  languages,  and  thrice  visited  North  Africa,  and 
there  engaged  in  disputations  with  Saracen  scholars,  to  convince  them 
of  the  truth  of  Christianity.  But  his  "  great  art "  (J  104,  2),  which  he 
had  devised  for  this  purpose  with  extraordinary  efforts,  failed  to  secure 
appreciation  either  there  or  in  Europe.  Imprisonment  and  abuse  were 
his  usual  reward.     He  died  of  maltreatment  in  1315. 

{  94.   THE  CRUSADES. 

Sources:  /.  BongarSt  Gesta  Dei  per  Francos.  Hann.  1611.  2  Voll.^ 
F,  J.  Michaud,  Biblioth.  des  Croisades.  Par.  1830.  4  T.  — Comp. 
William  of  Tyre,  Hist,  of  the  Crus.  and  of  the  Kingd.  of  Jerus.  — 
Chronicles  of  the  Crusaders  (in  Bohn's  Antiquar.  Libr.)  —  /.  Michaud, 
flist.  dea  Croisades,  transl.  by  W.  Bobsoji,  London  1852,  3  Vols.  — 
F,  Wilken,  Gesch.  d.  KreuzzUge  (Hist,  of  the  Crus.).  Lcips.  1807. 
7  Vols.  —  H.  V.  Sybel,  Gesch.  d.  crsen  Kreuzzlige.  DUsseld.  1841  — 
the  same  author:  Aus  d.  Gesch.  d.  Kreuzz.  and  Braunschw.  1858. — 
A,  H.  L.  Heereny  Versuch  u.  Entw.  d.  Folgen  d.  Kreuzzlige  fur  Europa 
(essay  on  the  results  of  the  Crus.  for  Europe).  Gottg.  1808. 

During  the  rule  of  the  Arabs,  Christian  pilgrims  to  the  Holy 
Sepulchre  had  enjoyed  ample  protection.  But  under  the  reign 
of  the  Fatimites,  at  the  coramenceraent  of  the  tenth  century, 
persecutions  commenced,  especially  during  the  Caliphate  of 
Hakim^  who  equally  oppressed  native  Christians  and  pilgrims, 
and  interdicted  their  worship  under  severe  penalty,  probably  in 
order  by  such  severities  to  wipe  out  the  disgrace  of  having 
sprung  from  a  Christian  mother.  Under  the  dominion  of  the 
Seljookian  Turks,  from  lOTO,  these  measures  of  oppression 
greatly  increased.  The  feeling  evoked  throughout  the  West  by 
these  persecutio?is  was  all  the  more  deep,  since  the  expectation 
of  the  approaching  end  of  the  world,  which  was  general  in  the 
tenth  century  (§  106,  1),  induced  many  to  undertake  pilgrimages 
to  the  Holy  Land.  So  early  as  the  year  999  Sylvester  II,  had 
—  ex  persona  devastatJB  Hierosolyrasj  —  made  an  appeal  to 
Christendom  to  rescue  the  Holy  Land  from  the  infidel.  Gregory 
VII.  entered  warmly  into  this  project,  and  had  indeed  resolved 
to  head  a  crusade  in  person  ;  but  his  dissensions  with  Henry  IV 
prevented  the  execution  of  the  plan.  Twenty  years  later  Peter 
of  Amiens,  a  hermit,  returned  from  his  pilgrimage.     In  baraing 
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hngnage  he  portrayed  to  the  Sovereign  ToniiS  (Urhar.  IT.)  the 
sufferings  of  the  Christians ;  he  reconnted  a  vision  in  which 
Christ  Himself  had  charged  him  with  the  commission  to  rouse 
Christendom  for  the  delivery  of  the  Holy  Sepulchre.  By  direc- 
tion of  Urban,  Peter  travelled  through  Italy  and  Franco,  every- 
where exciting  the  feelings  of  the  people.  A  council  was  sum- 
moned at  Pincenza  in  1095,  where  this  cause  was  pleaded.  Still 
greater  success  attended  the  address  of  Urban  at  the  Council  of 
Claremont  in  the  same  yenr.  In  response  to  his  enthusiastic 
appeal  for  a  holy  war  under  the  standard  of  tho  Cross,  the 
universal  exclamation  was  heard  :  "  It  is  the  will  of  God  I "  and 
on  the  same  day  thousands  enlisted  m  the  cause,  and  had  the  red 
cross  affixed  to  their  right  shoulder  —  nmoner  them  Adhemar, 
Bishop  of  Le  Puij,  who  was  named  Papal  legate  for  the  war. 
On  their  return  to  their  dioceses,  the  bishops  everywhere 
preached  the  Crusade,  and  before  many  weeks  had  elnpsed 
"Western  Christendom  was  stirred  to  its  inmost  depths.  Thus 
commenced  a  movement  which  lasted  for  two  centuries,  and 
which  in  its  character  can  only  be  compared  with  the  migration 
of  nations.  By  these  expeditions  Europe  lost  nearly  5,000,000 
of  men  in  bootless  attempts.  In  the  end  every  hope  and  purpose 
cherished  by  the  crusaders  was  frustrated.  Still,  the  consequences 
of  the.se  expeditions  proved  of  deepest  importance,  and  their 
influence  extended  to  all  departments  of  life,  both  ecclesiastical 
and  political,  spiritual  and  intellectual,  civil  and  industrial. 
New  views,  requirements,  tendencies,  and  forces  were  introduced, 
by  the  operation  of  which  mediaeval  history  entered  on  the  last 
stage  of  its  development,  and  which  prepared  the  way  for  tho 
modem  phases  of  society. 

1.  The  First  CniJtfule  (1090).— In  tho  spring  of  1090  vast  multitudes 
of  ptN^ple,  impatient  of  the  tardy  preparations  of  the  princes,  started  on 
their  journey  under  the  leadership  of  Waiter  the  Penniless.  He  was  fol- 
lowed bv  Peter,  with  40,000  men.  But  the  excesses  committed  bv  them, 
and  the  utter  absence  of  all  discipline,  aroused  the  hostility  of  the  popu- 
lations: half  the  army  was  destroyed  in  Bulpjaria,  the  rest  perislied  hy 
the  Rword  of  the  Saracens  at  Nicwa.  Several  fresh  fratherinjrs.  finally  a 
dis«irderly  host  of  200,000  men,  perished  in  Hungary,  or  on  its  confines. 
At  length,  in  the  month  of  August,  the  regular  army  of  the  crusailors  set 
oat  under  the  command  of  Oodfrev  of  Bouillon.  Originally  it  con 
MPted  of  30,000  men,  but  bv  the  wav  it  increased  to  not  loss  than  000.000 
The  reception  which  the  Byzantine  Government  acconled  tho  crusader? 
was  by  no  means  favorrable.   In  1097  they  crossed  to  Asia.   Xica^a,  An* 
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tioch,  and  Edessa  were  taken,  not  without  considerable  resistance  and 
great  losses.  But  their  efforts  ultimately  proved  successful,  and  on  the 
15th  July,  1009,  the  crusaders  scaled  the  walls  of  Jerusalem  with  the 
shout,  **  It  is  the  will  of  God  I*'  By  the  light  of  burning  houses,  and  wad- 
ing in  blood,  they  marched  in  solemn  procession  to  the  Church  of  the 
Resurrection,  repeating  psalms.  Godfrey  was  chosen  King  of  Jerusa- 
lem, but  refused  to  wear  a  royal  diadem  where  his  Master  had  been 
crowned  with  thorns.  The  pious  leader  of  the  crusaders  died  after  the 
lapse  of  only  one  year,  and  was  succeeded  by  Baldwirty  his  brother, 
who  was  crowned  at  Bethlehem.  The  bestowal  of  numerous  fiefs  soon 
gathered  a  number  of  vassals  around  the  new  monarch.  Jerusalem 
was  made  the  seat  of  a  patriarchate,  to  which  four  archiepiscopal  sees 
and  a  corresponding  number  of  bishoprics  were  subjected.  Tidin^js 
Df  these  events  awakened  fresh  enthusiasm  throughout  the  "West.  So 
early  as  the  year  1101  three  other  large  armies  of  crusaders  set  out. 
They  marched  against  Bagdad,  with  the  view  of  breaking  the  Moslem 
power  in  its  great  stronghold ;  but  these  undisciplined  masses  never 
reached  their  destination. 

2.  Sf!cond  Cnisade  (1147).— The  fall  of  Edessa  (1146)  — the  great 
bulwark  of  the  kingdom  of  Jerusalem — seemed  a  loud  call  for  renewed 
exertions.  Pope  Eugene  II.  summoned  the  nations  to  arms.  Bernard 
q/  Clairraux,  the  great  prophet  of  that  period,  preached  the  Crusade, 
and  prevlioted  victory.  Louis  VII.  of  France  took  the  cross,  thereby 
to  expiate  the  sacrilege  of  having  burned  down  a  church  filled  with 
pe*>ple.  I'Hdor  the  impression  of  the  sermons  of  St.  Bernard,  Conrad 
111.  OF  Germany  followed  his  example,  not  without  considerable  reluct- 
ance. But  their  noble  armies  fell  under  the  swoni  of  the  Saracens,  or 
perished  through  the  perfidy  of  the  Greeks  and  the  utter  dissolution 
of  all  discipline,  amidst  want,  pestilence,  and  fatigue.  Damascus  was 
not  taken;  humbled,  and  with  the  scanty  remnants  of  their  armies,  the 
Christian  princes  returneil  to  their  own  countries. 

o.  Third  Cr^iitadf  (1189^. —  A  century  had  not  elapse<l  before  the 
kingdom  of  Jerusalem  had  fallen  into  complete  decay."  The  incessant 
animosities  between  Greeks  and  T*atins,  the  intrigues  of  vassals,  the 
lioentii»usne<s.  luxury,  and  lawlessness  of  the  people,  the  clergy,  and 
the  nv>blo'«.  and,  after  the  extinction  of  the  dvnastv  of  Baldwin,  the 
disputes  of  pnMenders  to  the  cr»»wn.  rendere*i  order,  security,  or  sta- 
bility impossible.  Under  these  circumstances,  it  was  comparatively 
easv  for  Sultan  StiJadhi  —  that  Moslem  knicht  without  fear  or  stain, 
who  had  alnnidy  dothn^n^ni  the  Fatimite  dynasty  in  Egypt  —  after  the 
blixnlv  victorv  of  Tib«>rias.  to  tnit  an  end  to  the  domination  of  Chris- 
tians  in  Syria.  Jerusalem  was  taken  in  (\»tober  1187.  Titiings  of 
this  calamity  ont*e  more  nnjsed  AVo<tern  Christ»*ndom.  Philip  Au^rrisfta 
of  France,  and  Hmrj;  If.  .^t'  fTw  ;'-t'i7.  f»»r  a  seas*>n  laid  a5ide  their  dis- 
putes, and  t«vk  the  crv^ss  at  the  hand  of  U7/,-iti»i  of'  Tyrr,  the  historian 
af  the  Crusades,     They  were  joine^l  by  the  Emj>eror  Frxdkhc  I.,  in 
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psrsDnal  courage  a  youth,  but  old  in  years  and  experience,  whose 
energy,  prudence,  and  ability  seemed  to  insure  success.    The  intrigues 
of  the  Byzantine  court,  and  the  indescribable  difficulties  of  a  march 
through  a  desert,  could  not  arrest  his  progress.     ITe  met  and  defeated 
the  well-appointed  army  of  the  Sultan  of  Iconium,  and  took  his  capi« 
tal,  but  soon  afterwards  was  drowned  in  a  small  river  of  Pisidia  (1190). 
The  greater  part  of  the  army  now  dispersed ;  the  rest  were  led  against 
Ptolemais  by  Frederic  of  Swabia,  the  Emperor's  son.    Soon  afterwards 
appeared  under  the  walls  of  that  city  Philip  Acgustus  and  Richard 
CcEUR-DB-LioN,  who,  after  the  death  of  his  father,  had  undertaken  his 
vow,  and  on  his  passage  to  Syria  conquered  Cyprus.     Ptolemais  (St. 
Jean  d*Acre)  fell  in  1191 ;  but  disputes  among  the  leaders  prevented 
any  lasting  success  from  that  enterprise.     Frederic  of  Swabia  had 
fallen,  and  Philip  Augustus  returned  to  France  under  pretence  of  ill- 
ness.    Richard  gained,  indeed,  a  splendid  victory  over  Saladin,  took 
Joppa  and  Askelon,  and  was  al)Out  to  march  upon  Jerusalem,  when 
tidings  arrived  that  Philip  Augustus  was  arming  agf.inst  England. 
SfUadin,  who  respected  the  knightly  qualities  of  his  opponent,  agreed 
to  an  armistice  for  three  vears,  on  conditions  favourable  to  Christian 
pilgrims  (1192).     The  district  along  the  shore,  from  Joppa  to  Askelon. 
was  ceded  to  Henry  of  Champagne.   On  his  return  to  England,  Richard 
was  seized  by  Leopold  of  Austria,  whose  flag  he  had  insulted  before 
Ptolemais,  and  kept  a  prisoner  for  two  years.     The  Crusade  was  not 
resumed  even  after  his  liberation.     He  died  1109. 

4.  Foftrth  Cnuade  (1217). — Pope  innocent  ITT.  summoned  Christen- 
dom a  fourth  time  to  the  Holy  War.  The  monarchs  of  Europe  were 
too  much  engaged  with  their  own  affairs  to  give  heed  to  this  call ;  but 
Fulk  of  Nevilly^  the  great  penitential  preacher  of  his  age,  induced  the 
nobility  of  France  to  fit  out  a  considerable  armament.  Instead,  how- 
ever, of  marchinji:  against  the  Saracens,  thev  were  induced  bv  Dandolo^ 
the  Doge  of  Venice,  to  assist  him  in  subduing  Zara  in  Dalmatia,  by 
way  of  payment  for  the  transport  of  the  troops,  and  then  to  advance 
against'  Constantinople,  where  Baldicin  of  Flanders  founded  a  I^tin 
Empire  (1204-1201 ;  Cf.  J  67,  4).  The  Pope  excommunicated  the  Doge 
and  the  crusaders  for  the  conquest  of  Zara,  and  strongly  censured  the 
campaign  against  Constantinople.  But  he  was  appeased  by  the  unex- 
pected result ;  he  rejoiced  that  Israel,  after  casting  down  the  golden 
calves  in  Dan  and  Bethel,  was  again  united  with  Judah,  and  bestowed 
the  pallium,  in  Rome,  upon  the  first  Latin  patriarch  of  Constantinople. 
—The  Crusade  of  the  Children  (1212),  which  robbed  parents  in  France 
and  Germany  of  40,000  children  (boys  and  girls),  terminated  most 
sadly.  Many  thousands  of  them  perished  in  Europe  of  hunger  and 
fatigue,  the  rest  fell  into  the  hands  of  ruthless  men  who  sold  them  into 
Egypt.  At  the  urgent  persuasion  of  Pope  Ilonorius  III.,  Andrew  II. 
of  Hungary  led  another  army  of  crusaders  to  Palestine  in  1217.  He 
gained  some  advantages ;  but,  being  betrayed  or  forsaken  by  the  bar  ma 
33 
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of  Palestine,  he  letamed  the  following  year.    The  Germ 
who  went  out  with  him  under  Leopold  VII.  of  Austria,  rei 
having  been  strengthened  bj  a  fleet  from  Cologne  and  the  N« 
undertook  (1218),  in  connection  with  King  John  of  Jerusalai 
paign  into  Egypt.    Damietta  was  taken  ;  but  by  the  bremkin^ 
dykes  of  the  Nile,  they  were  driven  to  such  extremities^  tha 
owed  their  escape  to  the  generosity  of  Kamel  (1221). 

5.  Fifth  Crusade  (1228).— The  Emperor  Frederic  II.  had  also  p 
mised  the  Pope  to  undertake  a  crusade,  but  delayed  on  various  pretext. , 
till  Pope  Gregory  at  length  excommunicated  him.  Frederic  now  set 
out  at  the  head  of  a  comparatively  small  army  (1228).  Kamely  the 
Sultan  of  Egypt,  was  at  the  time  engaged  in  war  with  a  rival.  Under 
the  apprehension  that  Frederic  might  co-operate  with  him,  he  hastily 
concluded  peace,  ceding  Jerusalem  and  several  other  towns.  On  the 
Holy  Sepulchre  the  Emperor  crowned  himself  with  his  own  hands 
(Jerusalem  being  the  hereditary  portion  of  his  spouse  Jolanihe),  and 
then  returned  to  make  his  peace  with  the  See  of  Rome  (1229).  —  The 
crusaders  whom  King  Theobald  of  Novarra  (1239)  and  Count  Richard 
of  ComtvaUis  (1240)  led  to  Palestine,  accomplished  nothing,  in  conse- 
quence of  factions  among  themselves,  and  the  distractions  pravailing 
among  Syrian  Christians. 

6.  Sixth  (1248)  and  Seventh  Crusades  (1270).  — The  ardour  in  thi§ 
3au8e  had  for  a  considerable  time  been  declining.  Nevertheless  St. 
Louis  (IX.)  of  France  assumed  the  cross,  during  a  dangerous  illness 
(1244).  At  that  time  Jerusalem  was  taken  by  the  Carizminns,  whom 
the  Sultan  of  Egypt  had  hired,  amid  the  most  fearful  cruelties.  Until 
1247  the  authority  of  the  Christians  in  Palestine  was  confined  to  Acre 
and  some  seaports.  Louis  could  be  restrained  no  longer.  In  1248  he 
once  more  set  out  at  the  head  of  a  considerable  army,  and,  having  win- 
tered in  Cyprus,  passed  in  1240  into  Egypt.  Ho  defeated  the  Egyptian* 
both  by  sea  and  by  land,  and  took  Damiette.  His  army,  however,  was 
decimated  by  battles,  pestilence,  and  famine,  and  himself  made  pri- 
soner by  the  Mamelukes,  who  had  lately  dethroned  the  dynasty  of 
Saladin.  After  payment  of  a  heavy  ransom,  he  was  allowed  to  return 
to  his  own  country  in  1250.  The  pious  monarch  still  felt  as  if  his  vow 
had  not  been  fulfilled.  Accordingly,  he  embarked  a  second  time  in 
1270  for  Tunis,  in  the  hope  of  making  that  city  the  basis  of  further 
operations.  But  half  of  his  army,  and  the  king  himself,  were  swept 
away  by  a  pestilence  that  same  year.  Ptolemais,  the  last  stronghold 
of  the  Christians  in  the  Holy  Land,  fell  in  1291.  The  Popes  failed 
ever  afterwards  to  awaken  an  interest  in  new  crusades. 

i  95.  ISLAMISM  AND  THE  JEWS  IN  EUROPE. 

In  the  eleventh  century  the  dominion  of  the  Saracens  in  Sicily 
(§  81)  gave  place  to  that  of  the  Normans.     In  Spain  (§  81) 
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ftlso  the  Bway  of  Mohammedanism  was  drawing  to  a  c-^ariscjes  or 
qnent  changes  of  rulers  and  dynasties,  and  the  diTisi(i)tate,  that 
country  into  small  caliphates,  had  weakened  the  powel- of  them 
Moors ;  while  increasing  degeneracy  c  f  morals,  in  a  rictiwhich 
luxurious  country,  gradually  diminished  the  military  prowess  auo. 
ardour  of  the  people.  Although  the  Christian  forces  of  the 
country  were  also  drawn  from  a  number  of  small  kingdoms, 
patriotism  and  religious  enthusiasm,  which  grew  as  the  contest 
continued,  rendered  them  invincible.  Eodrigo  Diaz,  the  Casti- 
lian  hero  (called  by  the  Moors  the  Cidj  or  Lord,  by  Christiana 
the  Cam])€ador  or  Commander)  —  oh.  1099  —  api)eared  to  these 
warriors  the  embodiment  of  Sj>anish  and  Christian  chivalry, 
though  it  must  be  confessed  that  the  conduct  of  this  hero 
towards  vanquished  infidels  was  at  times  neither  Christian  nor 
knightly.  The  Moors  called  in  the  aid  of  the  Almoramdes 
(1086) ;  but  neither  could  they  nor  the  Almohades  from  Bar- 
bary,  who  afterwards  (1146)  took  their  place,  restore  the  former 
glory  of  the  Moorish  arms.** 

1.  Islamism  in  Sicily. —  To  the  predatory  incursions  of  the  Sicilian 
Saracens  into  Italy,  the  Norman  settlers  there  put  an  end  (from 
1017).  Robert  Gui^card  subverted  the  remnants  of  Greek  rule  in  Lower 
Italy,  subdued  the  small  Lombard  dukedoms  there,  and  founded  9,r\ 
independent  Norman  duchy  of  Apuleia  and  Calabria  (1060),  whilst  his 
brother  Roger,  in  a  war  of  30  years'  duration,  seized  all  Sicily  from 
the  Saracens,  and  governed  it  as  a  vassal  of  his  brother,  under  the 
name  of  Count  of  Sicily  (ob,  1101).  His  son  Roger  II.  {oh.  1154)  con- 
nected the  government  of  Apuleia  and  Calabria  with  that  of  Sicily, 
had  himself  crowned  king  of  Sicily  in  1130,  and  in  1139  conquered 
Naples.  By  the  marriage  of  his  daughter  Constancia  with  Hennj  IV., 
the  Sicilian  crown  passed  over  to  the  Hobenstaufen  (1194).  But  as 
Robert  Guiscard  already  had  given  an  oath  of  fealty  to  Pope  Nicholas 
XL,  the  successors  of  Peter  regarded  Sicily  as  a  papal  fief. 

2.  Islamism  in  Spain.  —  The  times  of  Abderrahman  III.  (912-61) 
and  Hakem  II.  (961-76),  were  the  most  brilliant  and  happy  of  the 
Ommiyahen  caliphate.  After  the  death  of  the  latter  the  Hadscliib 
Almansur  {ob.  1002)  reigned  in  the  name  of  the  effeminate  and  volup- 
tuous Hescham  II.  But  endless  civil  wars  were  the  conscquonce  of 
this  arrangement;  and  in  1031,  during  one  of  these  insurrections,  the 
last  Ommiyah,  Abderrahman  IV.,  voluntarily  renounced  the  crown 
and  fled.  The  caliphate  was  now  divided  into  >is  many  emirates  as  there 
had  been  emirs.  Amid  these  distractions  Christian  princes  could 
»tend  their  power.  Sancho  the  Great,  King  of  Navarro  (970-1035), 
united  under  hif  dominion,  by  marriage  and  conquest,  wellnigh  the 
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of  Palestir^^*^®^^^'^  Spain,  but  severed  it  again  by  diyision  among  hit 
who  weaf^"^  Ferdinand  I.  (ob.  10G5)  inherited  Castile  and  conquered 
havinc/^' )•  With  him  began  the  glory  of  Spanish  knighthood.  His 
ttnA^fonzo  IV.  (ob,  1109)  wrested  (1085)  Toledo,  and  a  great  part  of 
uimsia  from  the  Moors.  These  called  the  potent  Ahwravide  lord, 
'^tis^if  Ben  Taschfin,  of  Morocco^  to  their  aid.  The  Christians  were 
defeated  on  the  plains  of  Salacca  {108G).  Soon  the  victor  turned  hia 
arms  against  the  confederates,  and  within  six  years  all  Moslem  Spain 
fell  under  his  dominion.  His  son  Ali^  in  the  fearfully  bloody  battle  of 
UcUs  (1107),  annihilated  the  flower  of  the  Castilian  nobility.  That 
was  the  zenith  of  the  Almoravide  rule ;  from  that  time  their  star  grew 
pale.  Alfonzo  L  of  Aragon  (1105-34)  took  Saragossa  (1118),  and  other 
towns;  Alfonzo  VII.  of  Castile  (1126-57),  whose  power  rose  to  such  a 
height  that  most  Christian  princes  acknowledged  him  as  their  feudal 
lord,  and  that  he  had  himself  solemnly  crowned,  1135,  as  Emperor  of 
Spain,  made  a  splendid  campaign  into  Andalusia,  and  pressed  even  to 
the  S.  coast  of  Granada  (1144).  Alfonzo  I.  of  Portugal  wrested  Lisbon 
from  the  Moors.  Count  Raymund  of  Barcelona,  tot^k  Tortosa,  &c.  Si- 
multaneously the  power  of  the  Almoravides  was  undermined  in  Africa 
In  1140  Morocco,  and  the  whole  of  N.W.  Africa,  fell  into  the  hands  of 
Almohaden  Abdolmvmin^  whose  general  Abu  Amram  at  the  same  time 
took  Andalusia  (Moslem  Spain).  Abdolmumin's  son  Yusitf  himself 
entered  Spain,  1184,  with  an  immense  army,  to  exterminate  Christian 
rule  there,  but  fell  in  the  battle  of  Santerem,  against  Alfonzo  I.  of 
Portugal.  His  son  Yahib  avenged  this  defeat  by  the  bloody  battle  of 
Alarcos,  in  which  30,(XX)  Castilians  perished  (1195).  But  as,  after  a 
few  years,  the  Christians  made  new  attempts,  Yakub's  successor,  Mo- 
hammed, entered  Spain  with  a  half  million  of  fanatical  Africans.  It 
was  the  decisive  hour  for  Spain.  The  Christians  had  gained  time  to 
unite  their  strength.  On  the  plains  of  Tolosa^  1212,  they  fought,  under 
Alfonzo  F/Z/.of  Castile,  with  unexampled  heroism.  More  than  200,000 
Africans  were  left  dead  on  the  field  of  battle.  It  was  the  death-blow  of 
Almohaden  rule  in  Spain.  In  spite  of  the  feuds  which  broke  out  among 
the  Christian  princes,  they  conquered  (especially  St.  Ferdinand  III. 
of  Castile,  1217-52,  and  James  /.,  the  Conqueror  of  Aragon,  1213-70), 
during  twenty-five  years,  all  Andalusia ;  so  that  only  in  the  extrv^me 
south  of  Spain,  in  the  kingdom  of  Granada,  there  remained  a  remnant 
of  Moslem  dominion,  under  the  Emir  Mohammed  Ahen  Alamar,  where 
tlie  splendour  of  Arabic  culture  once  more  again  shone  forth. — In  1469 
the  two  most  powerful  Christian  kingdoms  of  Spain  were  united  by  the 
marriage  of  Ferdinand  of  Aragon  with  Isabella  of  Castile.  Then  came 
Granada's  last  hour.  On  January  2d,  1492,  Abu-Abdilahi  (Boabdil), 
the  last  caliph,  concluded  a  disgraceful  treaty,  in  accordance  with  which 
he  evacuated  Granada,  and  a  few  moments  afterwards  the  Castilian 
banner  w.ived  over  the  loftiest  turret  of  the  proud  Alhambra.  The 
Pope  bestowed  upon  the  royal  pair  the  title  of  Catholic  kings.     Those 
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Moors  who  refused  baptism  were  expelled ;  but  even  the  Moriscjes,  or 
baptized  Moors,  proved  so  dangerous  an  element  in  the  state,  that 
Philip  III.,  1609,  resolved  upon  their  entire  expulsion.  Most  of  them 
sought  refuge  in  Africa,  where  they  again  professed  Islamism,  which 
they  had  never  cordially  renounced. 

3.  By  trade  and  usury  the  Jews  had  obtained  almost  exclusive  posses- 
sion of  the  coined  money.    The  influence  thus  acquired  was  more  than 
counterbalanced  by  the  cruelty  and  oppression  to  which,  from  their 
wealth,  they  were  exposed  on  the  part  of  needy  princes  and  nobles. 
Every  public  calamity  was  popularly  ascribed  to  them ;  they  poisoned 
the  wells,  and  thus  occasioned  epidemics ;  they  stole  consecrated  wafers 
in  order  to  pierce  them  through  with  needles ;  they  abducted  Christian 
children  to  sacrifice  them  at  their  Passover.     Popular  superstition  and 
enmity,  thus  excited,  frequently  found  vent  in  tumults,  in  which  thou- 
sands of  these  Jo  v^s  were  slain.    But  their  faith  was  even  dearer  to  them 
than  their  gold,  and  they  feared  baptism  more  than  torture.    Occasion- 
ally the  crusaders  also  commenced  their  heroic  exploits  at  home  with  a 
massacre  of  Jews.     In  Spain  the  synagogue  suffered  persecutions  simi- 
lar to  those  of  the  Moors  and  Moriscoes.     Several  of  the  popes  —  espe- 
cially Gregory  VII.,  Alexander  III.,  and  Innocent  III. — published  ordi- 
nances for  the  protection  of  the  Jews,  interdicted  the  practice  of  forced 
conversions,  and  called  attention  to  the  circumstance  that  they  were 
destined  by  Providence  to  be  living  evidences  to  the  truth  of  Chris- 
tianity.— The  German  £mperors,  also,  took  the  Jews  under  their  special 
protection,  regarding  them  as  servi  earner cb  nostras  speciales  (as  Vespa- 
sian and  Titus  had  done).    In  England  and  France  also,  they  were 
considered  as  property  of  the  crown. 


DL  HIERARCHY,  THE  CLERGY,  AND  MONASTICISM. 

i96.  THE  PAPACY  AND  THE   HOLY  ROMAN  GERMAN 

EMPIRE. 

Cf.  W.  GiesebrecM,  Gesch.  d.  deutsch.  Kaiserzeit.  Braunschw.  1852. 
etc.    (So  far  2  vols.) 

The  history  of  the  Papacy  daring  this  period  opens  amid  its 
deepest  degradation.  It  was  Germany  which  put  an  end  to  these 
infamoas  abuses ;  the  Papacy  once  more  recovered  from  its  low 
state,  and  remembering  its  high  aims,  rapidly  rose  to  the  hij?hest 
point  of  its  irflnence  and  power.     With  the  alternative  before  it 
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of  being  subject  to  the  secular  power  of  the  emperors  or  of  ren 
dering  them  subject  to  its  spiritual  swaj,  it  entered  into  morta> 
conflict  with  that  very  monarchy  to  which  it  owed  its  recovery. 
In  this  contest,  which  raged  most  fiercely  during  the  disputes 
with  the  Hohenstaufen  dynasty,  the  Papacy  carried  indeed  the 
victory,  but  only  again  to  experience  that  it  could  neither  co- 
exist nor  dispense  with  a  strong  imperial  government.  As  the 
overturn  of  the  empire  of  Charlemagne  had  reduced  the  Papacy 
to  utter  degradation  under  the  vile  rule  of  Italian  nobles,  so  its 
victory  over  the  Qerman  monarchs  issued  in  rendering  it  subject 
to  French  policy,  to  an  extent  scarcely  less  humiliating.  —  At 
the  time  when  the  Papacy  rose  from  its  decay,  the  orders  of 
Clugny  and  Camaldoli  (§  98)  proved  its  strongest  supporters  and 
best  advisers ;  afterwards,  the  begging  friars  formed  a  sort  of 
Papal  standing  army ;  while  the  Crusades,  besides  contributing 
a  good  deal  of  enthusiasm  in  favour  of  the  Church,  found  employ- 
ment and  a  grave  for  troublesome  princes  and.  their  armies. — 
When  the  Papacy  reached  its  climax,  the  Holy  Father  was 
regarded  as  absolute  head  of  the  Church.  Already  theologians 
argued  that  the  position  of  the  Supreme  Pontiff  in  the  theocracy 
must  insure  the  infallibility  of  his  official  decrees.  Gregory  VII 
claimed  for  the  chair  of  Peter  the  right  of  confirming  all  appoint 
ments  to  vacant  sees.  From  the  time  of  Innocent  II L,  what 
formerly  had  been  merely  papal  recommendations  to  vacant  posts 
{preces,  whence  the  parties  recommended  were  called  precistce) 
were  issued  as  mandata  ;  while  Clement  IV.  (ob.  1268)  insisted 
that  the  Pontiff  possessed  the  power  of  "  plenaria  dispositio  " 
over  all  ecclesiastical  benefices.  According  to  these  vicars  of 
Christ,  Universal  Councils  had  only  a  deliberative  voice.  From 
every  tribunal  an  appeal  might  be  taken  to  the  successors  of  the 
apostles ;  they  might  grant  dispenscUion  from  any  law  of  the 
Church,  and  they  alone  possessed  the  right  of  canonizing.  The 
practice  of  hissing  (he  foot  originated  in  an  Italian  custom  ;  and 
even  emperors  stooped  to  hold  the  stirrup  to  the  Pope."  In  all 
countries,  legates,  with  absolute  power,  acted  as  representatives 
of  the  Pope.  Theirs  it  was  to  convoke  and  to  preside  over  pro- 
vincial councils.  From  the  time  of  Nicholas  I.  it  was  cnstomary 
to  crown  the  Sovereign  Pontiff,  although  at  first  only  a  simple 
Grown  called  tiara  was  used  for  the  purpose.  The  College  of 
Cardinals,  which  consisted  of  the  clergy  of  the  cathedral  at 
Rome,  and  of  the  seven  bishops  in  the  metropolitan  dioceso. 
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formed  the  occlesiastical  and  secular  council  of  the  Pope.  The 
Romish  curia  discharged  all  the  ordinary  business  ;  the  mii.istry 
of  finance  bore  the  name  of  Bota  Bomana.  Besides  the  regular 
revenues  derived  from  the  States  of  the  Church  and  the  ani.ual 
tribute  from  foreign  countries,  the  bestowal  of  the  pall  upon 
newly-elected  metropolitans  brought  considerable  suras  into  the 
papal  treasury.  Under  special  circumstances,  the  popes  also 
claimed  the  right  of  levying  a  contribution  from  all  churches. 

1.  The  Papacy  to  the  Death  of  Sylvester  II.  (904-1003).  —  (Cf.  F.  E, 
LOscher,  Ge8ch.  d.  rom.  Hurenregiments,  1707,  2.  Aufl.  unter  d.  Titel: 
Ilist.  d.  mittlem  Zeiten  als  ein  Licht  aus  d.  Finsterniss.     Lpz.  1725, 
4to.  —  JL.  Banke,  Jahrb.  d.  deutsch.  Keiches  unter  d.  eUchs.  llause  v. 
G.  WaiiZj  B.  A,  Kopke,  W.  Ddnniyes,  W.  Giesebrechi^  u.  B.  Wilmanns, 
3  Bd.    Berl.  1837,  «kc.  —  Vehse,  Otto  d.  Gr.  u.  s.  Zeit.    Zittau,  1835.— 
€.  Hifler,  d.  deutsch.  Faipate.  Bd.  I.  Regeusb.  l^Z^.—Flosa,  d.  Papstr 
▼ahl  unter  d.  Ottomen.     Freib.  1858.)  —  In  the  contests  of  the  Italian 
nobles  which  ensued  after  the  departure  of  the  Emperor  Arnulf  (J  82, 5), 
the  party  of  Adalbert,  Margrave  of  Tuscany,  proved  ultimately  victori- 
ous.    For  half  a  century  Theodora,  the  concubine  of  that  prince  —  a 
beautiful  and  noble  Roman,  but  steeped  in   lowest  vice  —  and  her 
equally  infamous  daughters,  Marozia  (Maria)  and  Theodora,  filled  the 
See  of  Peter  with  their  paramours,  their  sons,  and  grandsons,  who  sur- 
passed each  other  in  vileness  and  wickedness  of  every  kind  (the  so-called 
Ptmiocracy).    The  first  of  these  pontiffs  was  Sergius  III.  (904-911), 
the  paramour  of  Marozia.     He  was  succeeded  by  Joun  X.  (914-928), 
whom  the  elder  Theodora  summoned  from  his  see  at  Ravenna,  uh  the 
distance  of  that  city  from  Rome  put  some  restraint  on  her  infamous 
connection  with  him.     John  successfully  resisted  the  inroads  of  the 
Saracens  in  Italy  (?  81),  and  after  the  death  of  Theodora  would  have 
put  an  end  to  the  infamous  rule  of  these  women  ;  but  Marozia  had  him 
cast  into  prison  and  smothered.     The  next  occupant  of  the  papal  chair 
was  John  XI.  (931),  the  son  of  Pope  Sergius  and  Marozia.  But  Alberic^ 
his  brother,  deprived  this  pontiff  and  his  successors  of  all  secular 
power  (oh.  954).     Octamanus,  the  son  of  Alberic,  and  the  most  disso* 
lute  of  that  race,  at  the  age  of  eighteen,  once  more  combined  the  spirit- 
ual  and  secular  power.     He  was  the  first  pontiff  who  on  liis  elevation 
to  the  Papal  See  changed  his  name,  adopting  that  of  John  XII.  (955- 
963). — Meanwhile  matters  had  progressed  beyond  measure  in  Germany. 
After  the  death  of  Louis  III.  (911),  the  last  of  the  Carlovingians,  the 
Frank  duke,  Conrad  L  (911-18),  was  chosen  German  king.    Altliough 
Tigorously  supported  by  the  higher  clergy  (the  Synod  of  Hohenaltheim, 
015,  which  invoked  all  the  terrors  of  hell  upon  insurgents),  his  con- 
flicts with  other  dukes  prevented  his  founding  a  united  German  empire. 
Tb'n  point  was  first  attained  under  his  successor,  Henry  I.  of  Saxony 
(919-36),  who,  disclaiming  the  politics  of  the  clergy,  granted  tlie  dukes 
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independence  in  the  government  of  their  respectiye  district:.  His  great 
son,  Otho  I,  (936-73),  after  long  civil  wars,  reducing  the  power  of  the 
dukes,  conquering  and  converting  the  heathen  Danes,  Wends,  Bohe- 
mians, and  Hungarians,  decided  on  interference  in  the  French  dissen 
sions ;  and,  gathering  around  him  energetic  German  clergy,  secured 
such  influence  as  no  Western  ruler  since  Charlemagne  had  enjoyed. — 
Pope  John  XII.  and  the  princes  of  Lombardy  invoked  the  aid  of  Otho  I., 
against  Bercngar  II.  Otho  conquered  the  kingdom  of  Italy,  and  at 
Candlemas,  692,  in  St.  Peter's,  vras  crowned  by  the  pope  as  Roman  Em- 
peror—  a  dignity  which  had  been  extinct  for  thirty-eight  years  (962). 
Thus  was  the  holy  Roman  German  Empire  established — a  power  which 
for  centuries  continued  the  central  point  of  the  history  of  the  world 
and  the  Churoh.  But  Otlio  had  hardly  left  Rome  before  the  Pope 
changed  sides,  and  entered  into  alliance  with  Berengar  for  the  purpose 
of  expelling  the  Germans.  Otho  hastened  to  Rome,  and  at  a  synod 
held  in  that  city  (963)  deposed  the  Pontiff,  as  guilty  of  incest,  perjury, 
blasphemy,  murder,  and  other  crimes,  and  made  the  Romans  swear 
over  the  relics  of  St.  Peter  that  they  would  never  again  elect  or  conse- 
crate a  pope,  without  obtaining  the  Emperor's  privilege  and  approba- 
tion. Otho  suppressed  repeated  insurrections  of  the  Romans,  without 
difficulty.  After  his  death,  the  Tuscan  party,  under  Cresceniius^  a  son 
of  John  XII.  by  the  younger  Theodora,  again  obtained  the  ascendency, 
and  was  only  temporarily  kept  in  check  by  Otho  II.  (973-983).  While 
in  Rome  itself  the  Papacy  was  thus  in  the  hands  of  an  unprincipled 
political  party,  its  spiritual  supremacy  was  seriously  threatened  in 
France.  In  987  Hugo  Capet  had  assumed  the  French  crown  ;  he  now 
appealed  to  Pope  John  XV,  (985-96)  to  remove  Amulf,  Archbishop  of 
Rheims,  who  had  opened  the  gates  of  that  city  to  the  enemies  of  the 
new  monarch.  The  Pope  hesitated ;  but  the  French  king  summoned 
a  synod  at  Rheims,  which  deposed  the  rebellious  prelate,  whose  place 
was  tilled  by  Gerberi  (991),  the  most  learned  man  and  the  ablest  poli- 
tician of  his  age.  The  council,  at  the  same  time,  openly  avowed  the 
purpose  of  separating  the  entire  French  Church  from  Rome,  whose 
bishops  for  a  century  had  sunk  into  the  deepest  immoralities.  Gerbert 
presented  a  confession  of  faith,  which  rejected  celibacy  and  fasting, 
and  only  recognized  the  first  four  general  councils.  But  the  scheme 
failed,  less  in  consequence  of  the  rather  ineffectual  opposition  of  the 
Pope,  than  of  a  reaction  of  the  high-church  Cluuiacensian  party,  and 
popular  feeling  excited  against  it  by  that  party.  Gerbert  could  not 
maintain  his  position,  and  was  heartily  glad  to  shake  the  dust  of 
Rheims  from  his  feet,  and  to  accept  an  honourable  call  of  OiJio  III,  to 
become  his  classical  tutor  (997).  Robert,  the  successor  of  Hugo,  was 
weak  enough  to  abandon  Gerbert  and  to  restore  Arnulf  (996).  John 
XV.  called  in  the  aid  of  Otho  III,  (983-1002)  against  the  oppressiong 
of  Crescentius,  but  died  before  the  arrival  of  the  Emperor  (996).  Otho 
directed  tie  choice  upon  Bnjno,  his  cousin,  who  assuaied  the  nacie  of 
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OusQORr  Y.  (99C-9),  the  first  German  pontiff.     This  ixcollent  prelate 
only  survived  to  999.    Gerbert,  who  had  lately  been  appointed  Arch- 
bishop of  Ravenna,  was  now  elected  through  the  influence  of  the  Em- 
peror,    lie  ascended  the  chair  of  Peter  by  the  name  of  Sitlv  ester  II. 
(999-1003).     In  Kavenna,  already,  Gerbert  had  adopted  high-church 
Tiews,  and  as  pope  he  developed  a  degree  of  energy  which  made  him 
a  worthy  follower  of  Gregory  V.,  and  a  more  worthy  predecessor  of 
Gregory  VII.     He  especially  assailed  simony,  that  real  cancer  of  the 
Church,  and  by  sending  the  ring  and  staff  to  Arnulf,  he  made  the  fir&t 
attempt  at  securing  for  the  papacy  the  right  of  investiture.     As  Otho*8 
tutor  he  had  flattered  the  young  prince's  vanity,  by  inspiring  him  with 
the  idea  of  reviving  the  ancient  glory  of  Rome,  and  becoming  a  uni- 
versal Emperor.     This  led  0th o  to  raise  Gerbert  to  the  papal  chair. 
But  nc>w  Gerbert  endeavoured  by  various  crafty  measures  to  evade  the 
scheme.     The  phantom  of  a  renovatio  imperii  Romani  was  actualized 
by  introducing  the  mummery  of  the  ceremonies  and  grand  titles  of  the 
Byzantine  Court.     Upon  the  occasion  of  a  pilgrimage  to  the  tomb  of 
bis  friend,  St.  Adalbert,  in  Gnesen  (§  93,  3),  the  Emperor  emancipated 
the  Polish  Church,  by  elevating  the  see  there  to  an  archbishopric. 
He  aliio  released  BoUslav  Chrobry  (J  93,  3),  the  most  dangerous  foe  of 
Germany,  from  vassalage  to  the  German  Empire,  and  incorporating 
him  in  his  imaginary  universal  dominion,  called  him  "A  friend  and 
confederate  of  the  Romish  nation"  (1000).     In  the  same  year  Sylveater 
bestowed,  in  the  exercise  of  papal  authority,  the  crown  on  Si.  Stephen 
of  Hungary,  and  appointed  him,  on  the  annual  payment  of  a  feudal 
tax,  papal  vicar,  with  full  power  in  ecclesiastical  affairs  over  his  coun- 
try, which,  by  forming  a  separate  metropolitinate  at  Gran,  he  wrested 
from  its  ecclesiastical  subjection  to  Passau  and  Salzburg.     Thus  Otho 
allowed  himself  to  be  tied  to  the  hierarchical  leading-strings  of  his  papal 
friend ;  although,  on  one  occasion,  when  the  Pope  had  obtained  the 
gift  of  eight  manors  in  the  Roman  territory,  Otho  reminded  him  that 
it  was  a  free  gift  of  imperial  grace,  and  unsparingly  chastised  the 
extravagance  and  covetousness  of  the  popes,  and  pronounced  the  grant 
of  Constantine  a  fraudulent  fable.     His  Germans,  and  especially  the 
German  clergy,  were  alienated  by  his  anti-national  course.     The  Ger- 
man princes  charged  him  with  treason  against  the  German  Empire. 
Soon  all  Italy,  with  spoiled  Rome  at  its  head,  was  in  open  rebellion. 
But  an  early  death,  in  his  twenty-second  year  (1002)  rescued  the  un- 
happy youth  from  extreme  humiliation.     The  Pope's  lucky  star  also 
§et.     He  died  1003.     According  to  popular  belief,  he  had  practised  the 
black  art,  and  was  indebted  for  his  learning  and  the  success  of  hi« 
bierarchix.'al  measures  to  his  league  with  the  devil. 

2.  To  the  Synod  of  Sutn  (1003-1040).  —  (Cf.  J.  G.  H.  Stenzeh  GescL 
Deutschl.  unter  d.  frUnk.  Kaisem,  2  Bde.  Lpz.  1827.  —  C.  Uojiery  d. 
Deutsche  Papste.  2  Bde.  Regensb.  1839).  — After  the  death  of  Otho 
HI.,  Henry  11.  (1002-24),  Duke  of.Bavavia,  a  gre*it -grandson  of  H«nry 
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I.,  and  the  last  offshoot  of  the  house  of  Saxony,  attained  to  the  Germaa 
throne,  one  of  the  best  rulers  who  ever  occupied  it.  Neither  a  bigoted  zealo*. 
nor  a  slave  of  the  priests,  and  yet  truly  pious  in  the  spirit  of  his  age ; 
strictly  churchly,  and  looking  to  his  bishops  as  the  props  of  his  empire 
against  all  revolutionary  tendencies  of  temporal  princes,  no  German 
emperor  ever  ruled  the  Church  as  he  did,  none  ever  so  ventured  to  oat 
away  the  excrescences  which  clung  to  her,  or  so  thoroughly  to  reform 
her  abuses.     In  Rome,  on  the  contrary,  after  the  death  of  Otho  III., 
John  Cre^ceniius,  son  of  Crescentius  II.,  who  had  been  beheaded  by 
Othu's  orders,  made  himself  sole  ruler  of  the  city,  and  placed  his  own 
creatures  on  Peter's  chair.     But  when  he,  and  the  pope  he  had  last 
appointed,  both  died,  in  1012,  the  long-oppressed  Tu?culan  party  arose 
and  chose  a  scion  of  that  family,  Benedict  VIII.  (1012-24),  as  pope. 
Gregory^  whom  the  Crescentians  had  elevated,  was  compelled  to  flee. 
He  sought  aid  of  Heni^  II.     But  Henry  preferred  the  more  mighty 
and  noble  Benedict,  had  himself  crowned  by  him  (1014),  and  thence- 
forth continued  on  the  best  of  terms  with  him.    Both  the  emperor  and 
pope  maintained  friendly  relations  with  the  monks  of  Clugny,  both 
acknowledged  the  need  of  a  thorough  reformation  in  the  Church,  and 
both  were  every  way  well  qualified  to  effect  it.     But  Benedict  was  so 
occupied  with  vanquishing  the  Crescentians,  and  then  the  Greeks  and 
Saracens  in  Italy,  and  Henry  so  engaged  with  the  suppression  of  th« 
internal  and  external  dissensions  of  his  empire,  that  they  could  not 
devise  the  desired  measures  until  near  the  end  of  their  life.     The  pope 
took  the  lead;  at  the  Synod  of  Pavia  (1018),  he  excommunicated  all 
priests  having  wives  and  concubines,  and  condemned  their  children  to 
servitude.    The  emperor  had  still  larger  schemes :  he  wished  to  call  a 
general  Western  council  at  Pavia,  and  there  reform  the  entire  Western 
Church.     But  Benedict's  death,  and  that  of  Henry,  a  few  months  later 
(1024),  frustrated  these  plans.     Henry  II.  left  no   issue.     After  his 
death,   Conrad  II.  (1024-39),  ascended  the  throne;  he  founded  the 
Prankish  or  Salic  house.     He  was  an  energetic,  and  in  his  way,  pious 
ruler,  who,  however,  lacked  all  deep  views  of  the  evils  of  the  Church, 
or  of  the  means  necessary  to  correct  them.     The  empire  was  greatly 
strengthened  and  extended  by  him,  but  the  reformatory  plans  of  his 
predecessor  were  wholly  disregarded  by  him.     Still  less  did  the  co- 
temporary  popes  attempt  any  thing  in  this  direction.     Benedict  VIII, 
was  followed  by  his  brother  Romanns,  as  John  XIX,  (1024-33),  who 
utterly  lacked  his  brother's  qualities  (Of.  J  07,  2).     When  he  died. 
Count  Alberich  of  Tusculum  persuaded  the  Romans,  by  bribes  and 
promises,  to  elect  his  son  Theophylact,  but  ten  years  old,  yet  an  adept 
in  the  most  scandalous  vices  ;  he  called  himself  Benedict  IX.  (1033—48), 
and  dishonoured  the  chair  of  St.  Peter  with  the  most  vile  profligacy. 
Not  until  Henry  III,  Conrad's  son  (1039-56),  interfered,  did  matters 
improve.     He  aimed  at  establishing  a  universal  monarchy,  after  th« 
idea  of  Charlemagne,  and  came  nearer  attaining  this  object  than  ao]^ 
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otker  German  emperor ;  at  the  same  time  he  wm  animated  with  a  strong 
dflBre  to  haye  the  Church  reformed.  Benedict  IX.  was  expelled  the 
second  time  by  the  Romans,  in  1044.  They  sold  the  tiara  to  Sylvester 
m.,  whom,  however,  Benedict  drove  off  three  months  afterwards. 
Benedict  now  conceived  the  mad  fancy  of  marrying  as  Pope ;  but  the 
father  of  his  chosen  bride  refused  his  assent.  Then  Benedict  sold  the 
papal  chair  to  the  archdeacon,  JohnGratian,  for  1000  pounds  of  silver. 
He,  though  a  pious,  unassuming  man,  subjected  himself  (by  advice  of 
his  Cluniacensian  friends,  among  whom  was  a  young  Roman  monk, 
Hildebrand^  the  son  of  a  blacksmith  at  Saona,  who  had  then  already 
distinguished  himself),  to  the  scandal  of  simony,  in  order  to  rescue  the 
papal  chair  from  ruin.  He  assumed  the  name  of  Gregory  VI,  (1045- 
46).  But  he  lacked  strength  for  his  onerous  task.  Benedict^  whose 
marriage  scheme  failed,  again  set  up  as  pope;  likewise  Sylvester. 
Rome  had  three  popes  at  once,  and  all  notorious  simonists.  The 
Cluniacensian  par^  abandoned  Gregory,  and  invoked  the  intervention 
of  the  German  king.  Henry  came,  and  at  the  Synod  of  Sutri  (1046), 
caused  all  three  popes  to  be  deposed  as  simonists.  The  Romans 
allowed  him  to  choose  a  successor.  He  selected  Bishop  Suidger  of 
Bamberg,  who  took  the  title  of  Clement  II.  (1046-47),  and  crowned  the 
king  emperor  on  Christmas  (1046).  The  Romans  were  so  overjoyed 
at  the  restoration  of  order  in  the  city,  that  they  conferred  upon  the 
emperor  the  patriciate,  and  the  right,  perpetually,  of  chosing  the  pope, 
and  swore  that  they  would  never  consecrate  a  pope  without  the 
emperor's  consent.  Henry  took  the  ex-pope,  Gregory,  to  Germany, 
where  he  died  in  Cologne.  Hildebrand,  his  chaplain,  attended  him  to 
the  last,  and  soon  after  his  death  entered  the  Clugny  monastery. 

3.  To  Gregory  YIL  (1046-73).  — (C p.  Hbflcr  and  Stenzel,  11.  cc  — /. 

F.  Gaah,  Apologie  Gregorys  VII.  TUbg.  1792.— J.  Voigt,  Hildebr.  als 

Gr.  VII.  u.  8.  Zeit.  2.  A.  Weimar,  1846.  —  G.  Cassander,  d.  Zeitalter 

Hildebr.  fUr.  u.  wider  ihn.  Darmst.  1842.— J.  M.  Sdltl,  Greg.  VII.  Lpz. 

1847. — J.  Helfenstein,  Gregor's  VII.  Bestrebungen  nach  d.  Streitschfrr. 

s.  Zeit.   Frankf.  1856.  — ^.J^.  Gfrorer,  P.  Greg.  VII.   u.  s.  Zeitalt 

Schaffh.  1859.  Bd.  I.—/.  M.  Sdltl,  Heinr.  IV.  MUnch.  1823.— 51  Floto, 

Heinr.  IV.  u.  s.  Zeitalt.  2  Bde.  Stuttg.  1855  etc.  —  B.  A.  LipsiuSj  zur 

Gewh.  Gr.  VII.     In  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1859,  II.)  —  C/ew^/i^ //. 

was  the  first  of  a  long  series  of  able  German  Popes.   They  were  chosen 

by  Henry  III.,  and  under  his  protection  laboured  energetically  and 

effectually  at  reforming  the  Church.     All  the  reformatory  spirits  of 

that  ajje,  whether  disciples  of  Clugny,  pupils  of  Romuald.  or  hermits 

«)f  Vallambrosa  (J  97,  1),  acknowledged  simony  (or  the  procuring  of 

ecclesiastical  offices  by  purchase  and  bribery,  Acts  8  :  19),  and  Kico- 

laUanism  (|  19),  which  term  designated  all  the  carnal  sins  of  the 

clergy,   including  marriage  and  concubinage,  as  well  as  unnatural 

lecheries,  —  as  the  root  of  all  prevailing  evils ;  and  toth  these  were  so 

common,  especially  in  Italy,  that  scarcely  an  ecclesiastic  could  b^ 
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found  who  was  not  guilty  of  them.  Clement  II.  opened,  in  the  empe 
ror's  presence,  at  a  synod  in  Rome  (1047),  the  attack  on  simony.  But 
he  died  (possibly  of  poison)  before  the  end  of  a  year.  Whilst  Roman 
ambassadors  were  seeking  a  new  pope  at  the  German  court,  Beiiedid 
IX.^  supported  by  the  Tusculan  party,  resumed  the  papacy,  and  Henry 
had  tc  use  severe  threats  before  his  choice,  Bishop  Poppo  of  Brixen^ 
could  ascend  the  papal  throne  as  Damasvs  II.  In  twenty-three  days 
he  was  a  corpse.  This  fatality  cooled  the  ambition  of  German  bishops 
to  obtain  the  tiara.  After  long  resistance.  Bishop  Bruno  of  Tmtl^  the 
emperor's  cousin,  and  Clugny*s  zealous  friend,*  accepted  the  appoint- 
ment, but  only  on  condition  that  the  people  and  clergy  of  Rome  should 
assent  to  his  choice,  by  a  canonical  election.  At  Besan<jon  he  met 
with  Hildebrand,  who,  at  his  request,  joined  him,  and  induced  him  to 
lay  aside  his  papal  insignia,  and  proceed  to  Rome  in  the  garb  of  a 
pilgrim.  Bruno  entered  the  Eternal  City  barefoot,  and  once  more 
elected  by  the  clergy  and  people,  ascended  the  throne  as  Leo  IX. 
(im8-54).  He  found  the  treasury  utterly  empty,  and  all  the  revenues 
from  estates  seized  by  the  nobility.  But  Hildebrand  became  his 
treasurer,  and  soon  improved  the  finances  of  the  pope  and  his  retinue. 
Leo  displayed  unexampled  activity  for  the  reform  of  the  Church  and 
the  elevation  of  the  papacy.  No  pope  travelled  about  so  much  as  he, 
none  held  so  many  synods  at  different  places.  At  all  these  the  extir- 
pation of  simony  was  the  burden  of  their  decisions.  Gratitude,  con- 
sanguinity, and  inseparable  common  interests,  bound  him  to  the 
German  emperor.  He  could,  therefore,  not  yet  have  thought  of  an 
emancipation  of  the  papacy  from  imperial  supremacy.  But  in  France 
(Council  of  Rheims,  1049),  he  confirmed  the  Pseudoisidore  decretal,  and 
demanded  of  the  Greek  emperor  the  restitution  of  Constantine's  grant. 
In  the  war  with  the  excommunicated  Normans  in  South  Italy,  his  army 
was  routed,  and  he  was  taken  prisoner  (1053).  But  as  socm  as  he 
released  them  from  the  ban  they  kissed  his  feet  most  devoutly.  On 
the  other  hand  his  ambassadors  in  Constantinople  completed  the  schism 
between  the  Eastern  and  "Western  Church  (?  67,  3).  —  After  Loo's 
death,  Ilildebrand's  friends  desired  him  to  wear  the  papal  robes;  but 
he  refused.  The  Church  had  not  yet  acquired  sufficient  power  to 
endure  the  deadly  conflict  with  imperial  supremacy.  He  therefore 
went  at  the  head  of  an  embassy  which  solicited  the  emperor  to  appoint 
a  new  pope.  Hildebrand  had  fixed  upon  Bishop  Gehhard  of  Eichsfadf, 
who  enjoyed  the  full  confidence  of  the  emperor,  and  was  his  ables* 
counsellor,  and  he  did  not  rest  until  he  had  overcome  Henry's  and 
then  the  bishop's  objections.  It  was  a  masterpiece  of  Cluniacensian 
policy;  for  thus  the  opposite  party  in  Germany  lost  \U  ablest  leader, 
and  R'^me  obtained  a  competent  pope.  At  length  Gebliard  yielded  to 
the  plea  of  th«^  emperor  with  the  declaration:  "Well!  I  yield  my»elf 
loul  and  body  to  St.  Peter,  but  only  on  condition  that  you  likewise 
restore  to  him  whai  belcngs  to  him."     The  emperor  consented  to  a 
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tap  piemen  tarj  election  in  Rome,  and  pledged  himself  to  restore  in 
full  the  patrimony  of  St.  Peter.  Gel)liard  took  the  title  of  Vict/>r  U, 
(1055-57).  Henry  kept  his  word  ;  he  restored  the  papal  territorijs  in 
the  widest  sense,  and,  besides,  transferred  to  the  pope  the  governor- 
ship of  all  Italy.  Henry  died  in  1056,  having  first  convoyed  the 
regency  to  his  wife  Agnes,  and  earnestly  recommended  her  to  the 
counsel  and  support  of  the  pope,  then  present.  But  Victor,  likewise, 
died  in  1057.  Hildebrand  could  not  l)oast  of  having  ruled  over  him, 
influential  as  his  position  was  under  Victor's  reign. 

After  Victor's  death,  the  cardinals,  regardless  of  the  imperial  pre- 
r<»gative,  forthwith  elected  Cardinal  Frederick  of  Lorraine,  then  abbot 
of  Monte-Cassino,  and  Hildebrand  went  to  Germany  to  obtain  the 
approbation  of  the  empress.    Stephen  IX.  (1057-58)  as  Frederick  called 
himself,  died  before   Ilildebrand's  return.     During  his  absence  the 
Tusculan  party  elevated  a  pope  after  their  own  mind,  Benedict  X, 
(1058.)      But  an   embassy  of   Hildebrand   to  the  empress  procured 
the  selection  of  Bishop  Gerhard  of  Florence  as  the  successor  of  Peter. 
Benedict  had  to  flee,  and  Gerhard,  under  the  name  of  Nicholas  II. 
(1058-61)  ascended   the  papal  chair.     Then  Hildebrand's   greatness 
began  to  shine  forth  in  its  full  brightness ;  he  became,  until  his  own 
elevation,  the  ruling  spirit  of  the  Roman  court.     In  spite  of  obstacles, 
he  raised  the  papacy  and  Church  to  unprecedented  power  and  glory. 
He  advanced  systematically,  ever  more  boldly  and  irresistibly,  toward 
a  total  reformation  of  the  Church.   The  freedom  of  the  Church  from  the 
arbitrariness  and  power  of  the  State ;  independence,  in  the  election  of 
popes,  of  all  temporal  influences ;  the  extermination  of  simony  ;  fearless 
severity  against  the  immorality  of  the  clergy;   the  enforcement  of 
celibacy  as  the  most  efficient  means  of  emancipating  the  clergy  from  the 
power  of  the  world  and  the  State;  and  the  appointment  of  the  best  men 
to  the  respective  oflBces,  were  the  lever  of  this  reformation.     The  indis- 
pensable temporal  support  in  these  measures  Hildebrand  sought  among 
the  Normans.     Hence  Nicholas  II.  early  applied  to  them ;   released 
them  of  the  ban  under  which  they  had  rested  since  Stephen's  time; 
on  the  ground  of  Constantino's  grant,  invested  their  loader,  Robert 
Guiscard  (§  95,  1)   with  the  dominion  over  Apuleia    Calabria,  and 
Sicily  (not  yet  wrested  from  the  Saracens) ;  took  from  him  an  oath  of 
vassalage,  by  which  he  bound  himself  to  pay  an  annual  tribute,  to 
protect  the  papal  chair  against  every  invasion  of  its  rights,  and  above 
all  to  maintain  the  papal  elections  of  the  *'  meliores  cardinales."   After 
Niclndas,  aided  by  the  Normans,  had  overthrown  the  last  citadels  of 
the  Tusculan  counts,  he  issued  a  decree,  at  a  Lateran  Council  in  Rome 
(l»»59),  according  to  which  the  election  of  popes  was  thenceforth  to  be 
made  by  the  cardinals  alone,  and  then  recognized  by  the  clergy  and 
people,  yet  salvo  dehito  honore  et  reverentia  dilecti  Jilii  nosiri  Heinrici, 
qui  imprcesentiarum  rex   habetur,  et  futunis  imperator  Deo  concedente 
sj/eratur,  sicut  jam  sibi  concessimus  et  successor ibus  illzus,  qui  ab  apos* 
34 
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tolica  Mtde  personaliier  hoc  jus  impetraverint. — This  decree,  and  no  lesf 
the  league  with  the  Normans,  was  a  public  insult  to  the  imperial 
rights  over  Italy  and  the  papal  chair.  The  empress,  therefore,  sum* 
monod  a  council  of  German  bishops,  about  Easter,  1061,  at  which  a 
sentence  of  condemnation  was  passed  upon  Nicholas,  and  all  his  regu- 
lations were  annulle<l.  The  pope  soon  after  died.  The  Tusculan  party 
now  united  with  the  Germans,  under  the  Lombard  Chancellor  Wiherf^ 
requestcil  the  empress  to  furnish  a  new  pope.  At  the  Council  of  Basel 
(KHU),  Bishop  Cadolus  of  Parma  was  appointed.  He  assumed  the 
title  of  Ifonorius  II.  (1001-72).  But  Ilildebrand  had,  four  weeks 
before,  by  agreement  with  Beatrix  of  Canossa,  caused  Bishop  Anselm 
of  Lucca  to_be  elected  by  the^_caLriijial8»~and  consecrated  as  Alex- 
ander IL  (1001-73)  ilonorius.  led  by  Wibert,  went  to  Rome  and 
repeuteiily  vanquisheii  the  party  of  his  opponent  in  bloody  conflicts. 
Duke  Godfrey  the  Bearded,  of  Lorraine,  the  husband  of  Beatrix,  now 
interfereti  as  meiiiator.  He  induced  both  popes  to  return  to  their  Seep, 
and  submit  their  ctmtroversy  to  the  decision  of  the  empress.  Mean- 
while, matters  in  (termany  were  tending  toward  a  most  pernicious 
catastrophe.  Archbishop  Anno  of  Cologne^  at  the  head  of  a  conspiracy 
i>f  princes,  allured  the  young  king,  then  twelve  years  old,  at  Raiser^- 
w^rth,  on  a  Rhine  vessel,  and  carried  him  off  to  Cologne  (1062).  He 
now  secured  the  guardianship  of  the  royal  youth,  and  with  it  the 
gorenmient  of  the  empire.  A  Council  at  Augsburg  (1062)  deposed 
Honoriuji,  and  acknowledged  Alexander  as  the  legitimate  pope.  But 
Honorius  bv  no  means  yielded  his  claims.  With  a  small  armv  he 
man^htnl  u|H>n  Rome  (llXV4),  seiietl  the  Leonine  city,  fortified  himself 
in  St.  .\ngelo  castle,  and  repeatedly  n>uted  the  troops  of  his  oppiment. 
But  Ilildebrand  reminded  the  Normans  of  their  oath.  Ther  therefore 
came,  and  for  two  years  besieged  the  anti-pope  in  St,  Angelo,  when 
he  e!va|M^l  by  flight.  At  the  Co^tncil  of  Manhta  (1067),  Alexander 
was  again  aoknowlcilgtsl,  and  Honorius,  who  tried  in  rain  to  split  the 
o^ninoil  by  martial  force,  once  more  depo!^.  After  that  he  sank  into 
oKoinirity.  and  die^l  fv^rsaken  in  1072,  Meanwhile  the  prf>ud.  ambitioui 
prie>t  »>f  Ov^b^gne  had  to  surrender  the  training  of  the  young  king, 
Hc^n  n\  \\OSi^\\0^\^  to  hi?  Northern  c^^lleague.  Archbishop  AdaJherl 
y>t  Brt^mcn :  and  if  the  former,  br  his  excessive  s>eperiiT,  had  exerted 
an  wr.happy  influenvNf  ufv^n  the  n>yal  yxnith.  the  latter  $pc»iled  him  by 
^^XvVvv^xif*  lenic^noy.  In  onier  to  pot  a  check  upon  his  debdiocheries, 
.Vr.nv'^  ivr<uav^«N!  him  tv>  marry  the  MarchicMsesss  Arf>«,  Ere  long  he 
endc«v\>uTysi  tv>  obtain  a  dirv^f^>^,  but  h^s  attempt  was  frastnted  hr 
the  oviv>s:tK>n  v\f  the  patx*!  legate  T\tmijtmi.  at  the  IHet  of  Worms  f  1<>69V 
This  w^ft#  HenrT*s  first  xN^nflio;  with  the  pdipacy.  Six«  afterwards  th* 
^Tv^rs  A^wp^aiws!  tv>  the  yvH>e  x>f  his  extiraie  OT»w?ssk>fi  of  kis  sal^ 
>ert^  an^i  makir^c  t»eT>f>ha*vdi»  of  all  ^»e  i«ftces  of  Ae  C%r«relL  Me^ 
#%*^/^  77  had  the  «r.pw<>edef»t««d  K4dn<^$9  1^^  cate  hiai  te 
|«(^  4i<e4  ^XNA  a^r.  ai>d  evMtufied  II«mt>  wratlL  «id  ikt 
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4.  Grtgwy  TIL  (1073-85). — (For  sources  see  the  preceding  section.) 
"^HUdthrand,  had  now  sufficiently  strengthened  the  papacy,  and  no 
longer  hesitated  to  complete,  in  his  own  name,  the  work  which  he  had 
so  auspiciously  begun.     He  ascended  the  chair  of  Peter  by  the  name 
of  Gregort  VII.,  and  intimated  his  appointment  to  Henry  IV.  in  a 
letter  so  humble  and  conciliatory  as  to  procure  the  emperor's  con- 
firmation.    At  a  synod  hdd  in  Rome  in  1074,  he  re-enacted  the  old 
stringent  laws  of  celibacy ;  declared  all  priests  who  lived  in  wedlock, 
or  had  obtained  their  offices  by  simony,  to  be  deposed    and  their 
priestly  functions  invalid.     The   lower  clergy,  who  were  generally 
married,  violently  opposed  this  measure;   but  Gregory  carried  the 
point  (comp.  {  97,  2).     Papal  legates  visited  every  country,  and,  sup 
ported  by  the  popular  voice,  carried  the  order  of  the  Pope  into  exe 
cation.     At  another   synod   held  in  Rome  (1075),  the   real   contest 
against  simony  and  the  practice  of  receiving  investiture  from  secular 
lords  was  commenced.     Any  ecclesiastic  who  in  future  should  accept 
office  from  the  hands  of  a  layman  was  to  be  deposed,  and  the  secular 
^lord  who  bestowed  investiture  to  be  excommunicated.    This  threat  was 
first  put  in  execution  in  the  case  of  Henry's  personal  advisors,  who 
had  been  guilty  of  the  most  shameless  simony.     The  emperor,  at  the 
time  fully  engaged  with  su]f^re8Hing  a  revolt  of  the  Saxons,  concealed 
his  anger,  and  dismissed  his  advisers.     They  were,  however,  restored 
at  the  close  of  the  war,  and  the  former  simony,  spoliation  of  churches, 
and  oppression  recommenced.     Meantime  Gregory  himself  met  with 
opposition  in  Italy.     CencitiSj  the  leader  of  that  party  among  the 
nobles  which  was  opposed  to  reform,  attacked  the  pope  in  church 
daring  the  celebration  of  the  Christmas  festivities   (1075) ;   but  the 
Romans  set  him  free,  and  Cencius  had  to  fly.     A  papal  embassy  was 
now  (107G)  despatched  to  the  court  at  Goslar,  to  cite  the  emperor  to 
appear  personally  at  Rome  under  pain  of  excommunication.     Henry 
no  longer  restrained  his  indignation  ;  he  insulted  the  legates,  and  at  a 
synod  held  at  Worms  in  1076  had  the  pope  deposed,  on  the  charges  of 
tyranny,  magic,  and  adultery.     Gregory  replied  by  excommunicating 
all  the  bishops  who  had  taken  part  in  the  synod,  and  by  solemnly 
deposing  and  excommunicating  the  emperor,  at  the  same  time  freeing 
his  subjects  from  their  oath  of  allegiance.     The  papal  ban  made  a 
deep  impression  on  the  people   and   princes   of  Germany,  and  the 
prelates  submitted  one  after  the  other.     At  a  diet  held  at  Trihur  the 
election  of  a  new  emperor  was  even  discussetl,  when  the  weak  monarch, 
as  much  dismayed  as  formerly  he  had  been  obstinate  and  imperious, 
resolved  upon  humbling  himself  to  the  utmost.     Indeed,  such  a  step 
.  bad  now  become  necessary,  and  took  not  the  pope  by  surprise,  although 
it  disconcerted  his  plans.  —  In  the  cold  winter  of  1077,  from  the  25tb 
to  the  27th  January,  the  emperor  stood  barefoot  in  the  garb  of  a 
penitent,  and  fasting  the  whole  day,  in  the  court  of  the  castle  of 
Canossa,  belonging  to  the  Countess  Matilda^  whom  Gregory  was  at  tht 
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time  Tisiting.  At  length  the  pope  consented  to  give  him  absilatiov^ 
but  only  on  condition  of  his  not  assuming  the  royal  dignity  till  hir 
cause  had  been  investigated  and  decided.  But  Henry  immediately 
broke  his  promise,  and  accepted  the  proffered  aid  of  the  Lombards. 
Gregory  again  hurled  his  anathema,  pope  and  emperor  deposed  each 
other,  and  both  parties  set  up  antagonists.  The  armies  of  Henry  were 
successful.  Rudolf  of  Stcabiay  his  opponent  in  the  empire,  died  soon 
after  the  battle  of  Merseburg  (1080),  and  Henry  escorted  the  anti- 
pope,  Clement  III.,  to  Italy.  Rome  was  taken ;  but  still  Gregory 
refused  all  overtures  of  peace,  and  shut  himself  up  in  the  castle  of  St. 
Angelo,  till  the  Norman  duke,  Robert  Chiiscardj  restored  him  to  liberty 
in  1084.     Gregory  died  the  following  year  at  Salerno  (1085). 

Gregory  VII.  also  came  in  conflict  with  King  Philip  L  of  France, 
and  threatened  him  with  an  interdict  and  with  deposition  for  his  simony. 
But  the  result  (jf  this  attempt  was  compa  ;'atively  trifling.  Philip 
apparently  obeyed  the  command  of  the  Pope,  but  did  not  change  his 
course,  and  Gregory  thought  it  prudent  not  to  press  the  matter.  Still 
more  cautiously  did  he  act  towards  William  the  Conqueror,  of  England, 
although  William  tyrannized  with  an  iron  grasp  over  the  Church  of 
his  realm,  and  was  scarcely  leas  guilty  of  simony  than  the  Kings  of 
Germany  and  France.  But  the  Pope,  who*hoped  to  engage  William  in 
a  war  against  Henry  IV.,  and  who  even  excited  expectations  of  obtain 
ing  the  imperial  crown,  closed  his  eyes  against  William's  faults,  and 
overloaded  him  with  favours.  The  primate  of  England,  also.  Lanfrane 
of  Canlerhury,  who  was  displeased  with  the  Pope  for  protecting  the 
heretic  Berengar  (J  102,  2),  showed  no  special  zeal  on  behalf  of  the 
reforms  desired  by  the  Pope.  Indeed  at  a  Synod  at  Winchester 
(107G),  the  law  of  celibacy  was  defeated,  though  with  the  restriction 
that  the  secular  clergy  should  no  longer  be  allowed  to  marry,  but 
priests  then  married  were  not  required  to  dismiss  their  wives. 

It  was  the  great  object  of  Ilildebrand's  life  to  form  a  universal 
theocracy y  of  which  the  Pope,  as  vicar  of  Christ  upon  earth,  and  hence 
as  possessing  supreme  power,  should  be  the  visible  head.  Not  that 
the  royal  power  was  to  be  abrogated,  or  its  independence  limited ;  it 
was  an  institution  of  God,  but  its  province  extended  only  to  secular 
matters,  and  any  invasion  of  spiritual  rights  was  to  be  corrected  and 
punished  by  the  Pope.  In  this  grand  papal  theocracy,  which  itself 
was  suljject  only  to  God  and  His  law,  all  Christian  states  were  to  be 
joined  t(>«;ether  as  members  of  one  body.  It  was  the  spiritual  power 
which  consecrated  and  bestowed  divine  sanction  upon  secular  rulers ; 
they  rcij^ned  by  the  grace  of  God,  but  mediately,  not  immediately  — 
the  Church  being  the  medium  between  them  and  God.  The  Pope  was 
supreme  arbiter  and  lord  over  them,  to  whose  decisions  they  were  im- 
plicitly to  submit.  The  relation  between  royalty  and  the  Papacy  was 
similar  to  that  of  the  moon  to  the  sun,  receiving  from  the  latter 
light  and  heat.    As  the  Church  gave  its  divine  authority  to  secular 
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rale,  it  might  again  withdraw  it  where  power  was  abused,  and  m  each 
eases  subjects  were  absolved  from  their  allegiance.  —  Admitting  that 
this  sjstem  was  not  consonant  with  the  Gospel,  it  cannot  be  denied 
that  daring  this  period  of  transition  it  formed  a  necessary  counterpoise 
to  the  arbitrary  and  despotic  interferences  on  the  part  of  the  secular 
power.     Gregory,  and  with  him  the  ablest  men  of  his  age,  considered 
that  in  this  system  alone  lay  the  salvation  of  society,  the  sole  and  true 
preservation  both  of  Church  and  State,  of  princes  and  peoples.    And 
in  a  certain  sense  they  were  right.     If  the  Church  was  to  accomplish 
its  great  mission  in  the  training  of  those  nations  on  whom  the  future 
devolved,  if  it  was  not  to  perish  amidst  the  barbarism  of  that  period* 
it  must  have  been  concentrated  and  secured  in  a  power  such  as,  ac 
cording  to  Gregory,  the  Papacy  was  intended  to  establish.  —  It  was 
not  to  place  his  own  individuality  on  the  summit  of  human  authority, 
bat  to  preserve  the  Church  from  imminent  destruction,  that  Gregory 
undertook  his   gigantic  work.     Not  vulgar  love  of  power  nor  vain 
ambition  animated  him,  but  the  idea  of  the  high  destiny  of  the  Church, 
to  which  he  devoted   his  life  with   enthusiastic   ardour.     In  such  a 
service  only  would  he   have  spent  his   high   intellectual  and   moral 
powers.     True,  a  strong  individuality  supported  him  in  his  struggles, 
but  at  the  same  time  he  always  preserved  the  consciousness  of  being  a 
poor  sinner,  who  could  find  mercy  only  through  the   merits  of  the 
Saviour.     Occasionally,  indeed,  his  energy  degenerated  into  passionate 
obstinacy,  and  his  enthusiastic  devotedness  to   the  interests  of  the 
Church  led  him  to  forget  what  by  Divine  appointment  was  the  pro- 
vince and  authority  of  the  State ;  but  these  exaggerations  were  pro- 
voked by  the  determined  perversity  with  which  he  was  met.     £vcn  his 
bitterest  enemies  could  not  impugn  the  strict  morality  of  his  conduct. 
However  strict  and  unbending  in  matters  which  he  deemed  true  or 
necessary,  he  displayed  at  the  same  time,  not  unfrequently,  a  kindli- 
ness and  liberality  far  in  advance  of  his  age,  as,  for  example,  in  the 
dispute  of  Berengar  (2 102,  2),  and  in  his  decided  opposition  to  the 
belief  in  witchcraft  and  magic,  common  at  that  period. 

5.  To  the  Settlement  of  the  Dispute  about  Investiture  (1085-1123)  — 
(of.  E.  Garvais,  polit.  Gesch.  Deutchl.  unter.  Ileinr.  V  n.  Lothar  III. 
2  Bde.  Lpx.  1841,  2.)  —  The  immediate  successors  of  Hildebrand  had 
been  trained  in  his  views,  and  adopted  his  policy.  The  contest  between 
the  imperial  and  papal  parties  still  continued.  Urban  II.  (1088-1099), 
the  second  in  the  See  of  Peter  after  Gregory,  was  indeed  obliged  to 
vacate  Rome  in  favour  of  Clement  III.,  the  imperial  anti-Pope ;  but  the 
enthusiasm  for  the  deliverance  of  the  Holy  Sepulchre  excited  by  Peter  of 
Amiens,  and  with  which  at  the  Council  of  Claremont  (1095)  the  Pope 
inspired  Western  Christendom,  gave  him  the  greatest  influence  among 
his  cotemporaries.  An  army  of  crusaders  chased  the  anti-Pope  from 
Rome  ;  and  Urban  was  able  to  resist  successfully  the  opposition  of  Philip 
L  of  France,  whom  he  had  excommunicated  at  Clermont  on  account  of 
84  ♦ 
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and  the  hostile  attitude  of  the  Lombards  obliged  the  Emperor  to  past 
a  second  time  into  Italy.  There  he  held  in  1158  a  diet,  at  which  th« 
rights  of  the  £mperor  were  expounded  for  the  benefit  of  the  Lombard! 
and  of  the  Pope.  The  indignation  of  the  Pontiff  was  about  to  find 
vent  in  an  anathema,  when  death  overtook  him.  lie  was  succeeded 
by  Alexander  III.  (115^1181).  Three  imperial  anti-popes  died 
within  a  short  period ;  and  when  the  Emperor  himself  was  defeated  by 
the  Lombard  confederates  at  Legnano  (1176),  he  was  obliged  to  recog- 
nize Alexander  as  pontiff.  —  Shortly  before,  the  Papacy  had  achieved 
in  England  a  victory  even  more  complete  than  this.  Henry  II.  (1154- 
1189)  was  bent  on  recovering  the  former  supremacy  over  the  clergy, 
who  now  refused  to  acknowledge  any  other  authority  than  that  of  the 
Curia.  Among  his  councillors  none  seemed  better  fitted  to  aid  him  in 
carrying  out  this  plan  than  Thomas  a  Beckett  his  chancellor,  who 
accordingly  was  appointed  Archbishop  of  Canterbury.  The  king  con- 
yoked  an  assembly  of  the  estates  of  the  realm  at  Clarendon  (1164); 
and  Becket  was  prevailed  upon  to  take  an  oath  to  the  anti-papal  statutes 
there  promulgated.  But  the  Primate  of  the  English  Church  soon 
altered  his  conduct ;  he  did  public  penance  for  his  thoughtless  oath, 
from  which  Alexander  III.  solemnly  absolved  him.  Becket  had  to 
flee,  and  in  his  exile  in  France  continued  to  oppose  his  monarch. 
In  1170  a  reconciliation  took  place.  Thomas  a  Becket  returned,  to 
pronounce  the  ban  upon  all  bishops  who  should  submit  to  the  statutes 
of  Clarendon.  Four  knights  took  up  an  unguarded  expression  of  the 
king,  extorted  from  him  in  a  moment  of  anger,  and  murdered  the 
archbishop  at  the  altar  of  his  chapel.  The  Pope  canonized  the  martyr 
of  the  Romish  system,  and  the  king  was  compelled  to  expiate  his 
offence  by  submitting  on  the  grave  of  his  sainted  enemy  to  a  humilia- 
ting penance  (1174).  At  the  Third  Lateran  Council  (the  Eleventh 
QScumenical)  in  1179,  it  was  decreed  that  in  future  a  majority  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  votes  of  cardinals  should  be  required  to  render  a  papal 
election  valid. — Frederic  I.  died  far  from  his  country  (J  94,  3).  His 
son,  Henry  VI.  (1190-1197),  obtained  the  crown  of  Sicily  by  marrying 
Constance,  the  heiress  to  that- country.  He  continued  the  measures 
which  his  father  had  taken  to  secure  the  supremacy  of  the  Emperor. 
His  opponent,  Pope  Coelestine  III.  (1191-1198),  a  man  ninety  years  of 
age,  was  too  weak  to  resist  the  monarch.  Soon  afterwards  Henry 
died,  leaving  an  infant  son,  Frederic,  only  three  years  of  age  (1197). 

7.  Innocent  IIL  (1198-1216).  —  (Cr.  Fr.  Hnrter,  P.  Innoc.  IIL  u.  s. 
Zeitgen.  3.  A.  4  Bde.  Hamb.  1845.  —  0.  Abel,  Kbnig  Philipp  d. 
Hohenst.  Berl.  1852.  —  C.  Hdfler  (Catholic),  Kaiser  Friedr.  II.  Ein 
Beitr.  z.  Berichtig.  ii.  d.  Sturz  d.  Hohenst.  Munch.  1844.)  —  For  a 
time,  during  the  pontificate  of  Coelestine,  it  seemed  doubtful  whether 
the  results  achieved  by  the  policy  of  Hildebrand  would  prove  lasting. 
But  in  1198  Innocent  III.,  the  greatest  Pope  whom  Rome  has  ever 
teen,  ascended  the  chair  of  Peter.    With  him  the  Papacy  rose  to  the 
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higfaett  conottvable  stage  of  influence  and  authority.    In  strength  of 
mind  and  purpose  Innocent  was  nowise  inferior  to  Gregory ;  in  learn- 
ing,  acnteness,  and  general  ability,  be  was  his  superior;  while  his 
piety,  moral  purity,  enthusiasm,  and  devotedness  to  the  interests  of  the 
Church,  were  at  least  as  great,  and  indeed  more  deep  and  ardent 
than  in  the  case  of  his  great  predecessor.     He  came  forward  as  the 
avcDger  of  every  species  of  wrong ;  towards  widows  and  orphans  he 
acted  like  a  father;   he  proved  a  peacemaker  both  to  peoples  and 
princes;  and  although  himself  living  in  poverty  and  simplicity,  he 
succeeded  in  accumulating  such  immense  treasures  as  enabled  him  to 
adopt  measures  for  protecting  the  interests  of  the  Papacy.     Indeed  his 
history  was  that  of  the  period,  inasmuch  as  his  influence  extended  to 
all  countries  and  courts,  not  excepting  that  of  Constantinople.     Even 
where  his  theocratic  authority  as  vicar  of  Christ  was  not  at  first  recog- 
nixed,  he  succeeded  by  his  power  and  energy,  by  his  prudence  and 
wisdom,  in  extorting  the  homage  claimed.     It  was  the  great  aim  of  his 
life  to  achieve  the  polUiccU  independence  of  the  Papal  See  by  strengthen- 
ing the  States  of  the  Church,  ridding  Italy  from  foreign  domination, 
and  emancipating  Sicily  and  Naples  from  the  rule  of  Germany.     But 
even  this  was  only  means  to  the  higher  end  of  securing  the  power  of 
exercising  unlimiUd  spiritual  supremacy   over   all   Christian   states. 
princes,  and  peoples.  —  The  most  important  of  his  conflicts  were  those 
with  Germany  and  England.     On  her  death-bed,  Constancey  the  widow 
of  Henry  YI.,  had  committed  to  him  the  tutelage  of  her  son  Frederic, 
who  had  been  recognized  as  Emperor  even  in  his  third  year.     The 
Pope  justified  her  confidence  by  giving  his  pupil  the  most  ample  and 
liberal  education.     But  the  circumstances  of  Germany  required  with- 
out delay  a  strong  ruler.     The  choice   of  the  German   nobles  was 
divided ;  the  Guelph  party  elected  Oiho  IV.,  the  Ghibellines  Philip  of 
Swabia.    In  virtue  of  his  theocratic  authority,  Innocent  gave  his  sanc- 
tion to  the  choice  of  the  Guelphs.     Scarcely,  however,  had  Otho,  after 
the  murder  of  his  rival,  obtained  the  imperial  crown,  than  he  renewed 
the  old  claims  upon  Italy.     The  Pope  anathamatized  him  (1210),  and 
elevated  Frederic  II.  (1215-1250)  to  the  imperial  throne,  after  that 
prince  had  ceded  Sicily  in  favour  of  Henry,  his  son.  —  In  England, 
Innocent  dbplayed  his  authority  in  a  manner  even  more  decisive.     In 
consequence  of  a  divided  election  there  were  two  claimants  to  the  See 
of  Canterbury  (1207).     Innocent  rejected  both,  and  appointed  Stephen 
Langton  to  the  office.     The  resistance  of  King  John  was  punished  with 
excommunication  and  an  interdict  (1209).    John,  equally  tyrannical 
and  weak,  hated  by  the  nobles,  despised  by  the  people,  and  deposed  by 
the  Pope  (1212),  did  penance,  and  received  back  his  kingdom  as  a 
oapal  fief  (1213).     But  soon  afterwards  the  estates  obliged  the  king  to 
grant  thb  3iagna  Charta  (1215) ;  the  protest  of  the  Pope,  his  threats 
of  excommunication,  and  promise  that  their  grievances  should  be  other- 
wise redressed,  were  equally  vain. — In  France,  Innocent  obliged  Philip 
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Augustus  to  take  back  Ingeburgis,  his  wife,  whom  he  had  repudiated 
(1201).  Arragon  and  Portugal  submitted  to  a  yearly  tribute.  He 
frequently  interposed  in  the  affairs  of  Poland^  Hungary,  Dalmaiia,  and 
Korway.  Lastly,  he  gave  a  king  to  Bulgaria  and  Wallachia,  At  the 
close  of  his  life,  and  looking  back  upon  the  work  he  had  achieved,  he 
assembled,  in  1215,  the  representatives  of  the  Church  at  the  Fourth 
Lateran  Synod  (the  Twelfth  Oecumenical),  where  the  Eastern  patri- 
archs were  also  represented.  The  chief  topics  discussed  in  that  assem- 
bly were,  a  new  crusade,  the  condemnation  of  the  Albigenses,  the  doc- 
trine of  transubstantiation  (which  was  formally  approved),  and  the 
coronation  of  Frederic  II. 

8.  To  Boniface  VIIL  (1216-1294).  — (Cf.  Th.  Lau,  d.  Unterg.  d. 
Hohenst.  Hamb.  1856.)  —  After  the  death  of  Innocent,  Frederic  IL 
entirely  changed  his  conduct.  Pope  Honorius  III.  (1216-1227)  ab- 
solved him  from  the  obligation  of  separating  Sicily  from  Germany.  In 
return,  the  Emperor  guaranteed  to  the  Church  the  property  left  to  it 
by  the  Countess  Matilda,  and  promised  to  undertake  a  new  crusade. 
The  latter  he  delayed  under  various  pretexts,  till  Gregory  IX.  (1227- 
1241)  carried  into  execution  the  threat  of  anathematizing  him.  Upon 
this  Frederic  commenced  the  Fifth  Crusade  (1228),  without,  however, 
even  requesting  the  removal  of  the  papal  ban.  On  his  return,  an  ap- 
parent reconciliation  took  place  (1230).  But  the  energetic  measures 
which  the  Emperor  took  to  establish  his  supreme  rule  in  Italy,  soon 
brought  upon  him  another  anathema  (1239)  — this  time  on  the  charge 
of  infidelity  and  blasphemy.  It  was  said  the  Emperor  had  declared 
the  miraculous  birth  of  the  Saviour  a  fable,  and  pronounced  Moses, 
Jesus,  and  Mohammed  the  three  greatest  impostors,  etc.  These  charges 
do  not  seem  to  have  been  wholly  ungrounded,  although  the  tractate 
**De  tribus  impostoribus "  was  certainly  not  written  by  the  Emperor, 
being  a  later  production,  erroneously  imputed  to  Frederic  on  the  ground 
of  those  very  charges  made  by  the  Pope.  Frederic  conquered  the 
States  of  the  Church,  penetrated  to  the  gates  of  Rome,  and  prevented 
the  Meeting  of  the  General  Council  which  had  been  summoned  against 
him.  Gregory  died  in  1241,  and  his  successor,  Ccelestine  F.,  after  a 
pontificate  of  only  seventeen  days.  Two  years  the  Papal  See  remained 
vacant.  At  length,  Innocent  IV.  (1243-1254),  formerly  the  friend  of 
Frederic,  but  as  pope  his  mortal  enemy,  was  elected.  Innocent  fled  to 
Lyons ;  and  at  the  First  Council  of  Lyons  in  1245  (the  Thirteenth  (Ecu- 
menical) excommunicated  and  deposed  the  Emperor,  as  guilty  of  blas- 
phemy and  sacrilege.  Neither  Emperor  nor  Pope  would  yield.  Each 
insisted  on  absolute  submission,  and  the  contest  with  pen  and  sword 
continued.  Frederic  died  in  1250  ;  Innocent  four  years  later.  Urbax 
IV.  (1261-64)  called  in  the  aid  of  Charles  ofAnjou,  the  brother  ot  Louis 
IX.  of  France,  for  the  purpose  of  conquering  Sicily.  Treason  had  pre- 
pared the  way.  Manfred,  the  son  of  Frederic,  fell  in  the  battle  of 
Beneven^o  (1266),  and  Conradin,  the  grandson  of  Frederic,  and  tht 
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last  of  tho  Hohenstaufen  dynaatj,  died  on  the  scaffold,  after  the  battle 
of  Tagliacouo  (1268).  —  The  Papacy  had,  indeed,  obtained  the  vio- 
tory ;  but  its  triumph  was  only  apparent.     The  divisions  in  Germany 
And  the  partition  of  Italy  only  increased  the  power  of  France,  and 
enabled  that  country  effectually  to  subjugate  the  Papacy.     The  former 
enthusiasm  for  crusades  was  extinct,  and  with  it  a  powerful  bulwark  of 
the  Papacy  had  fallen.     By  a,  pragmatic  sanction  (1209)  Louis  secured, 
indeed,  the  French  Church  against  simony,  but  at  the  same  time,  also, 
against  the  interferences  and  extortions  of  the  popes,  —  thereby  laying 
the  foundation  of  the  liberties   afterwards  claimed  by  the  Gallican 
Church. — Some  ultramontane  writers  have  unsuccessfully  attempted  to 
prove  that  this  document  is  a  forgery,  dating  from  the  fifteenth  century. 
Compare,  for  example,  Roneny  die  pragm.  Sanct.,  MUnst.  1855 ;  and 
against  this  ultramontane  production,  Soldan  in  his  *'  hist,  thcol.  Zeitr 
schr."  for  1850,  III,  —  The  successors  of  Innocent  IV.  could  no  longer 
control  the  supremacy  of  the  French  in  Sicily ;  they  hated  their  arro- 
gant liberators,  and  countenanced  the  conspiracy  which  issued  in  the 
bloody  Sicilian  Vespers  (1282).     French  influence  was  even  exerted  in 
elections  to  the  Papacy.     After  the  Papal  See  had  remained  vacant 
for  three  years,  Gseoort  X.  (1271-1270)  decreed  in  1274,  at  the  Second 
Sf/nod  oj' Lyons  (the  Fourteenth  CBcumenical),  that  in  future  the  elec- 
tion of  cardinals  should  be  conducted  in  conclave ;  and  that,  in  order 
tu  accelerate  a  harmonious  vote,  their  allowance  of  food  should  be  daily 
decreased.     Still  the  evil  continued.     After  another  vacancy  of  the 
Papal  See  which  lasted  two  years,  the  antagonistic  parties  agreed  in 
the  choice  of  a  pious  but  simple-minded  hermit — C(elestine  V.  (1294), 
who  the  same  year  consented  to  abdicate  at  the  suggestion  of  the  cun- 
ning and  ambitious  Cardinal  Cajetan  (J  112,  6).     Cajetan  himself  now 
ascended  the  papal  throne,  by  the  name  of  Boniface  VIII.  ^^ 


J  97.  THE  CLERGY. 

After  the  tenth  century,  canonical  life  (§  84,  4)  gradually  de- 
generated and  decayed.  The  attempts  made  to  reform  these 
abuses,  led  to  a  distinction  between  "  Canonici  seculares"  and 
"regulares."  The  latter  contended  for  the  ancient  discipline 
and  order ;  but  in  course  of  time  also  shared  in  the  general  cor- 
ruption. The  most  distinguished  amonj?  the  advocates  of  a 
stricter  discipline  were,  Oeroch,  Provost  of  Reichersberp^  in  Ba- 
varia (ob,  1169),  and  Norhert,  a  canon,  the  founder  of  the  Order 
of  Prjemonatrants  (§  98,  3).  The  cathedral  chapters  were  in  the 
habit  of  themselves  filling  up  vacancies  in  their  number ;  since 
the  restoration  of  the  old  canonical  mode  of  election,  they  also 
chose  their  bishops  generally  from  among  themselves,  and  with- 
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out  consnlting  the  people.  From  the  large  incomes  attaching  tc 
cathedral  stalls,  these  posts  were  commonlj  filled  by  members  of 
the  aristocracy  —  an  abuse  against  which  the  popes  in  vain  pro- 
tested. In  the  course  of  time  the  canons  became  more  and  more 
independent  of  episcopal  control ;  they  generally  lived  outside 
their  chapters,  and  employed  vicars  to  discharge  their  duties. 
The  bishops  exercised  jurisdiction  over  all  the  clergy  in  their 
dioceses,  and  punished  offenders  by  deposition  or  by  imprison- 
ment in  a  monastery.  All  causes  connected  with  marriage,  tes- 
tamentary dispositions,  oaths,  etc.,  were  also  pleaded  before  their 
tribunals.  The  peculiarly  German  institution  of  Sends  gave 
place  to  the  Roman  form  of  judicial  administration.  The  arch' 
deacons  threw  off  the  authority  of  their  bishops,  and  used  their 
power  in  so  arbitrary  a  manner  that,  in  the  twelfth  century,  the 
oflBce  had  to  be  abrogated.  Their  duties  were  henceforth  dis- 
charged by  episcopal  officials  and  vicars.  The  office  of  chorepiS' 
copi  had  ceased  in  the  tenth  century.  During  the  Crusades  a 
number  of  Catholic  sees  had,  however,  been  founded  in  the  East, 
the  occupants  of  which  retained  their  titles  even  after  their  expul- 
sion, and  found  employment  as  assistants  of  Western  prelates 
(suffragan  bishops).  This  gave  rise  to  the  institution  of  Episcopi 
in  partibus  (sc.  infidelium),  which  has  continued  ever  since,  in 
testimony  of  the  inalienable  rights  of  the  Church.  —  The  wealth 
of  churches  was  greatly  augmented,  partly  by  tithes,  legacies, 
donations  (especially  during  the  Crusades),  and  royal  fiefs,  partly 
from  the  increasing  value  of  landed  property.  Of  course  the 
poor  shared  in  the  benefits  of  this  growing  prosperity.  Ecclesi- 
astical property  was  subjected  to  taxation  only  in  time  of  public 
calamity.  The  celibacy  of  the  clergy  preserved  the  Church  from 
inevitable  impoverishment,  if  its  property  had  been  allowed  to 
descend  to  the  children  of  the  clergy,  as  at  one  time  seemed 
likely  to  be  the  case.  —  Strict  moralists,  such  AsRatherius  (Bishop 
of  Verona,  ob.  974),  and  especially  Petrus  Damiani,  Bishop  of 
Ostia  (06.  1072) — the  friend  and  admirer  of  Gregory  VII.,  whose 
"liber  gomorrhianus"  contains  a  fearful  picture  of  the  dissolute- 
ness of  the  clergy — and  such  monitors  as  St.  Hildegard  and  the 
Abbot  Jofichim.  (§  108,  4\  made  fruitless  attempts  to  arrest  the 
moral  degeneracy  of  the  clergy.  Gregory  had,  indeed,  succeeded 
by  his  decrees  in  enforcing  clerical  celibacy,  but  not  in  putting 
an  end  to  concubinage,  and  even  to  worse  offences.  The  labouni 
of  Si  Dunsian,  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  (ob.  988),  were  greatly 
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bletsed  to  the  moral  elevation  of  the  English  clergy  —  It  mast 
Dot,  however,  be  forgotten,  that,  despite  this  corruption,  a  large 
nomber  of  the  clergy  were  excellent  and  conscientious  men  ;  and 
that,  even  with  a  degenerate  clergy,  the  clerical  officCy  which  the 
people  could  distinguish  from  its  occupants,  proved  the  salt 
of  the  age.  Like  other  professions,  the  ecclesiastical  reflected 
the  features  of  a  period,  big  not  only  with  gross  abuses,  but  with 
exalted  virtues,  deep  thoughts,  and  great  forces.  The  ignorance 
of  the  clergy,  especially  in  respect  to  religious  knowledge,  proved 
even  a  greater  hindrance  than  their  immorality  to  the  progress 
and  prosperity  of  the  Church.  The  Word  of  God  was  locked 
np  from  the  people  in  a  dead  language,  and  only  a  very  small 
proportion  of  the  clergy  were  sufficiently  educated  or  fitted  to 
declare  and  expound  its  blessed  truths. 

1.  The  PolUicai  Influence  acquired  by  the  higher  Clergy  during  this 
period  was  very  great,  especially  in  Germany,     On  more  than  one 
occasion  did  the  sagacious,  firm,  and  consistent  measures  advocated  by 
the  German  clergy  —  forming  as  they  did,  under  the  leadership  of  the 
primates  of  Mayence,  a  united  and  compact  body — preserve  the  empire 
ifrom  imminent  ruin,  or  from  division,  through  the  folly  of  ambitious 
princes  and  lords.     The  influence  of  these  prelates  was  not  only  derived 
from   their  sway  over  the  consciences,  but  also  from  their  having 
standing  in  the  Diet,  and  from  the  circumstance  that  they  were  terri« 
torial  lords.     The  possibility  of  a  war  frequently  depended  on  the  con- 
nent  or  refusal  of  the  spiritual  princes  to  furnish  contingents  to  the 
imperial  army.     The  clergy  desired  to  see  Germany  united  and  strong ; 
the  neighbouring  countries  were  to  be  connected  with  the  German 
Church,  and  to  form  part  of  the  empire,  but  not,  as  the  emperors 
wished,  in  the  shape  of  personal  domains,  but  as  incorporated  with  the 
State.     The  German  clergy  always  opposed  those  expeditions  of  the 
emperors  to  Rome,  which  alienated  the  rulers  from  the  distinctive 
interests  of  Germany,  and  ruined  the  country.     They  desired  to  see 
the  chair  of  Peter  free  and  independent  —  a  European,  not  a  German 
institution — and  the  Emperor  its  protector,  not  its  oppressor ;  but  they 
also  resisted  every  assumption  and  interference  on  the  part  of  the 
popes.     Such  a  type  of  the  good  old  German  prelates  was  WiUigis  of 
Mayence^  to  whom  Germany  owed  one  of  its  wisest  and  happiest  admi- 
nistrations under  the  sway  of  Henry  IL,  whose  elevation  to  the  throne  he 
had  procured.  Under  Henry  IV.  the  German  clergy  were  divided  into  three 
parties.     The  Paj^lists  were  headed  by  Gebhard  of  Salzburg,  and  num- 
t>ered  almost  all  the  Saxon  bishops ;  the  Imperialists  were  led  by  Adair 
^eri  of  Bremen,  who  intended  founding  a  northern    Patriarchate,— 
probably  a  northern  papacy ;  while  the  purely  German  party  was  guided 
^jAnnoKjiCotogju,  the  last  genuine  representative  of  the  ancient  episco* 
85 
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pal  policy  of  the  country.  (Comp.  C,  ChHXnhagen^  Adalb.  v.  Hamb.  a. 
d.  Idee  eines  nord.  Patriarchates.  Leips.  1854.)  Htnry  F.  and  tht 
first  Hohenstaufens  were  yigorously  supported  by  the  German  clergy. 
But  want  of  proper  respect  on  the  part  of  Frederic  IL^  and  his  oppres 
sion  of  the  bishops,  entirely  alienated  the  clergy  from  the  crown.— 
During  the  time  of  Otho  I.  those  high  imperial  offices  originated,  tc 
whom,  under  the  reign  of  Oih^  /F.,  the  exclusive  right  of  nominating 
successors  to  the  empire  was  entrusted.  Thus  the  Archbishops  of 
Mayence,  Treves,  and  Cologne  were  elevated  to  the  rank  of  Spiritual 
PrinceSf  EleciorSj  as  holding  the  office  of  arch-chaplains  or  arch-chan- 
cellors. These  privileges  and  offices  were  confirmed  and  settled  by  the 
Golden  BuU  of  Charies  IV.  (1356). 

2.  The  Paiaria  of  Milan.  —  Among  the  Lombard  clergy,  more  than 
any  other,  simony,  concubinage,  and  the  marriage  of  priests,  were  com- 
mon. Accordingly,  the  changes  introduced  by  Hildebrand  met  with 
most  strenuous  resistance  in  that  country.  The  oppostion  was  headed 
by  Wido  (Guido),  Archbishop  of  Milan,  whom  Henry  III.  had  in  1046 
appointed  to  that  diocese.  Indeed,  this  prelate  renewed  the  former 
claims  of  his  see  to  spiritual  independence,  and  even  renounced  his 
allegiance  to  Rome  (J  83,  1).  Wido  was  supported  by  the  nobility  and 
clergy.  But  two  deacons,  Ariald  and  Landulf  Cotta^  organized  a  con- 
spiracy among  the  common  people,  which  their  opponents,  by  way  of 
derision,  designated  Pataria,  Paterini  (i.e.,  blackguards).  The  papal 
party  adopted  this  name,  and  began  a  warfare  against  married  priests, 
which  for  thirty  years  led  to  continual  scenes  of  violence  and  bloodshed. 

J  98.   THE  RELIGIOUS  ORDERS. 
Comp.  ?  2,  2.  c.  and  Fr.  Hurter,  Innoc.  III.  u.  s.  Zeitgen.  Bd.  HI,  IV. 

Despite  growing  corrnptions,  Monasticism  reached  at  this 
period  its  highest  stage,  and  more  than  ever,  before  or  after  it, 
earned  the  title  of  "Knighthood  of  Asceticism."  A  nnmber  of 
new  monastic  orders  were  founded  as  an  offset  to  the  degeneracy 
of  older  orders,  partly  in  the  form  of  branches  (or  so-called 
congregations)  of  the  Benedictines,  partly  as  independent  insti- 
tutions under  a  separate  and  distinct  rule.  Almost  every  day 
new  monasteries  rose  —  frequently  also  in  cities.  The  reformed 
Benedictine  monasteries  organized  themselves  into  a  general 
society,  under  the  management  of  the  parent  monastery,  and 
styled  themselves  congregations.  The  oldest  of  these  congrega- 
tions, and  for  two  centuries  the  most  influential,  was  that  of 
Clugny.  Its  glowing  zeal  for  high-church  reforms,  made  it  one 
of  the  main  instruments  in  elevating  the  Church  and  the  Papacy 
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from  their  decay  daring  the  tenth  centarj.  A  smaller  order,  that 
of  the  CamalduliieSf  was  also  helpful  in  that  direction.  The 
monastery  of  ClairiHiux  disputed  with  that  of  Clugny  the  vene- 
ration of  Christendom.  The  77on-reformed  monasteries  of  the 
Benedictines,  on  the  contrary,  persisted  in  their  self-satisfied 
isolation  and  their  luxurious  life.  To  distinguish  them  from  the 
Cistercians,  who  wore  a  white  dress,  they,  and  those  of  Clugny, 
were  called  Black  Monks.  To  prevent  too  great  a  subdivision 
of  the  monastic  orders,  Innocent  III.,  at  the  Fourth  Lateran 
Council  in  1215,  prohibited  the  formation  of  any  new  society. 
But  the  Pope  himself  assisted  in  founding  two  new  orders,  which, 
in  importance  and  influence,  soon  surpassed  all  others — we  mean 
the  two  celebrated  mendicant  fraternities.  The  monks  acted  as 
the  standing  army  of  the  Papacy,  and  to  them  Gregory  was 
chiefly  indebted  for  the  success  of  his  policy.  The  popes  readily 
exempted  monasteries  from  the  supervision  of  their  diocesans ; 
princes  conferred  dignities  and  offices  on  abbots ;  while  the  peo- 
ple, who  looked  upon  monasteries  as  representing  the  popular 
element  in  the  Church,  regarded  these  institutions  with  the  great- 
est veneration.  Legacies,  donations,  fiefs,  and  purchases  swelled 
the  wealth  and  increased  the  landed  property  attaching  to  mon- 
asteries. —  From  the  tenth  century  monks  were  regarded  as 
constitnting  a  special  ecclesiastical  order  (ordo  religiosorum) ; 
the  secular  business  of  monasteries  was  entrusted  to  lay  brethren 
(conversi).  These  were  addressed  as  fratres,  whilst  the  others, 
who  had  received  clerical  orders,  were  called  patres.  The  mo- 
nastic orders  were  distinguished  from  each  other  by  difl'erent 
garbs.  Frequently  disputes  arose  between  these  ecclesiastics 
and  the  secular  clergy,  as  the  monks  too  often  and  improperly 
interfered  with  the  duties  and  emoluments  of  the  regular  priests. 
— Besides  these  monastic  orders,  who  were  bound  by  a  perpetual 
vow  and  a  fixed  rule,  voluntary  associations  of  men  and  women— 
the  Beghards  and  Beguins  —  were  formed.  The  members  of 
these  communities  were  not  under  any  monastic  constraint,  but 
voluntarily  agreed  to  retire  from  the  world,  and  to  devote  them- 
selves to  their  own  spiritual  advancement  and  to  labours  of 
Christian  love. — In  consequence  of  the  enthusiasm  evoked  by  the 
Crusades,  the  profession  of  monasticism  was  combined  with 
knighthood.  Thus  the  knightly  orders  originated,  of  which 
the  members,  under  their  grand-masters  and  commanders,  were 
arranged  into  knights,  priests,  and  serving  brothers. — (Of.  §  112.) 
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1.  Soon  afler  the  reformation  introduced  by  Benedict  of  Anian« 
(i  85,  2),  the  Benedictine  monasteries  again  degenerated  in  discipline 
and  morality.  Accordingly,  William^  Duke  of  Aquitaine»  entrusted  to 
BernOf  a  Burgundian  count  (ob,  927),  who  had  already  restored  order 
in  two  Burgundian  cloisters  of  which  he  was  the  abbot,  the  duty  of 
founding  a  new  monastery.  Thus  arose  the  celebrated  Abbacy  of 
Clugny  (Cluniacum)  in  Burgundy,  which  its  founder  placed  under  the 
immediate  supervision  of  the  Pope  (910).  Under  Orfo,  the  successor  of 
Berno  (oh,  942),  a  courtier,  who  had  renounced  the  world  during  a  dan 
gerous  illness,  this  monastery  became  the  centre  of  a  separate  *'  con- 
or£Oation''  —  that  of  Clugny  —  which  formed  an  offshoot  from  the 
Benedictine  Order.  The  strict  asceticism  of  these  monks,  the  great 
splendour  displayed  in  the  celebration  of  all  the  rites  of  religion,  their 
seal  for  science  and  literature,  their  efforts  for  the  education  of  youth, 
and  lastly  a  succession  of  distinguished  abbots — among  them,  especially 
Odilo  (oh.  1048),  the  friend  of  Hildebrand,  and  Peter  the  Venerable  (oh. 
1156).  — (Cf.  C.  A.  wakens.  Petrus  d.  Ehrw.,  &c.,  Lpz.  1857)  — pro- 
cured for  the  "congregation"  an  influence  almost  unexampled  upon 
their  cotemporaries.  In  the  twelfth  century  it  numbered  no  fewer 
than  2000  monasteries  in  France.  At  the  head  of  this  powerful  order 
was  the  Abbot  of  Clugny  ;  ?ie  appointed  the  priors  of  the  subordinate 
monasteries.  Under  the  rule  of  Pontius,  a  dissolute  man,  who  was  de- 
posed in  1122,  the  order  decayed,  but  again  rose  when  Peter  the  Ven- 
erable became  its  head.  —  (C.  Pelargus,  Gesch.  d.  Abtei  Clugny.  Tlib. 
1858.) — In  Italy,  the  Camaldolite  Order  occupied  a  position  analogous 
to  that  of  Clugny  in  France.  It  was  founded  in  1018  by  Romuald,  a 
ficion  of  the  ducal  family  of  Ravenna,  who  built  a  monastery  in  Camal- 
doli  (campus  Maldoli),  a  desolate  part  in  the  Apennines.  Nunneries 
were  also  erected  in  connection  with  these  monasteries.  Like  the  Order 
of  Clugny,  that  of  Camaldoli  espoused  .the  High  Church  cause,  and 
acquired  considerable  influence  upon  their  cotemporaries,  although  not 
to  the  same  extent  as  their  French  brethren.  —  Twenty  years  later, 
Johannes  Gualbertus,  a  Florentine,  founded  the  Vallamhrosian  Order, 
after  the  model  of  that  of  Camaldoli,  in  a  shady  vale  ( Yallis  Umbrosa) 
of  the  Apennines.  It  was  the  first  to  receive  lay  brelhren  for  the  pur- 
pose of  attending  to  temporal  matters,  that  so  the  monks  might  observe 
their  vows  of  silence  and  of  strict  confinement  to  the  wallsof  their  cloister. 
—  The  Congregation  of  the  Scotch  Benedictine  Monastery,  in  Germany, 
owed  its  origin  to  the  unabated  love  of  travel  which  animated  Irish  and 
Scotch  monks,  and  which  was  excited  anew,  in  the  tenth  century,  by 
the  invasions  of  the  Danes  and  Normans  (J  93,  1).  The  first  convent 
in  Germany,  designed  exclusively  for  the  reception  of  Irish  monks,  wad 
St.  Martin's  at  Cologne  (tenth  century).  But  the  Benedictine  monas- 
tery of  St.  James  at  Regensburg  was  more  important.  It  was  founded 
by  the  Scot,  Marianus,  and  two  companions,  in  1067.  From  it  sprang 
eleven  others  in  southern  Germany,  which  Innocent  III.,  at  tlie  Lateran 
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Counoil  of  1215,  confirmed  as  separate  congregations.  At  first  they 
distinguished  themselves  by  their  zealous  asceticism,  strict  discipline, 
and  literary  labours ;  but  later  they  became  notorious  for  immorality 
and  gluttony  (}  112).  —  (Cr.  Waitenb<teh,  d.  Congreg  d.  Schottenkl.  ic 
Deutschl.  In  Quast'  u.  Otte's  Ztschr.  f.  christl.  Archaeol.  Bd.  I. 
Lps.  1856.) 

2.  From  the  year  1098,  the  Congregation  of  Cistercians,  founded  at 
Citeaux  (Cistercium),  near  Dijon,  by  Robert,  proved  a  rival  to  the 
popularity  of  the  Order  of  Clugny,  from  which  it  differed  by  voluntarily 
submitting  to  episcopal  supervision,  and  by  avoiding  all  splendour  in 
their  churches  and  monasteries.  Instead  of  the  black  cowl  of  the 
Benedictines,  the  Cistercians  wore  the  white;  otherwise,  their  con- 
stitution was  similar  to  the  rule  of  the  Order  of  Clugny.  The  order 
^joyed  comparatively  small  influence,  till  the  fame  of  Bernard,  Abbot 
OP  Clairtaux — a  monastery  dependent  on  the  institution  at  Citeaux — 
elevated  it  to  the  highest  place  in  public  esteem.  In  honour  of  him, 
the  order  aitsumed  the  name  of  Bemardines.  (On  St.  Bernard,  comp. 
below,  {  103,  1.)  In  the  thirteenth  century  the  order  numbered  no 
fewer  than  2000  monasteries  and  GOOO  nunneries.  The  jealousy  sub- 
sisting at  one  time  between  the  monks  of  Clugny  and  those  of  Citeaux 
gave  place  to  more  proper  feelings,  chiefly  through  the  intimacy  of  St. 
Bernard  with  Peter  the  Venerable. 

3.  The  following  were  the  most  important  among  the  numerous 
other  monastic  orders  at  the  time  of  Innocent  III.:  —  1.  The  Order  oj 
Qrammoni,  in  France,  founded  by  Stephen  of  Tigemo  (1073).  It  pro- 
fessed no  other  rule  than  the  Gospel.  Its  members  led  a  quiet,  unpre- 
tending life.  But  the  arrogance  of  their  lay  brethren  led  to  its  decay 
b  the  twelfth  century.  2.  The  Order  of  Fontevranx,  founded  in  1006  by 
Robert  of  Arbrissel,  at  Fontevraux  (Fons  Ebraldi),  in  Puitou.  The 
founder  travelled  through  the  country,  summoning  all  to  repentance, 
and  reared  nunneries  for  maidens,  widows,  and  fallen  females.  The 
abbess,  who  was  regarded  as  the  representative  of  the  Blessed  Vir- 
gin, the  patroness  of  the  order,  had  the  supervision  even  of  the 
priests  employed  by  the  nuns.  3.  The  Order  of  Guilbertines,  a  parallel 
with  the  last-named,  founded  by  Guilbert,  an  English  priest,  of  noble 
descent.  In  it,  also,  women  constituted  the  chief  clement,  holding  all 
the  property  of  the  order ;  the  men  merely  managed  it.  Its  monaste- 
ries were  mostly  double  (for  men  and  women).  It  was  confined  to 
England,  where  the  Order  had  twenty-one  large  convents,  provided 
with  houses  for  paupers,  invalids,  and  orphans.  4.  The  Carthusians, 
founded  by  Bruno  of  Cologne,  Principal  of  the  Cathedral  School  at 
Rheims  (1084).  From  disgust  at  the  dissolute  life  of  Manasse,  his 
archbishop,  he  retired  with  some  like-minded  friends  into  a  solitary 
valley,  near  Grenoble,  called  Chartreuse.  He  imposed  on  his  monks 
the  obliga^oDS  of  the  muat  rigid  asceticism,  of  strict  silence,  stady, 
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prayer,  and  contemplation.  5.  The  Order  of  Prctmonstrants.  Itt 
founder,  Norhert  (1121),  had  been  a  rich  and  worldly  canon  at  Xanthen, 
in  the  diocese  of  Colc^ne.  His  conversion  was  completed  during  a 
furious  tempest,  when  the  lightning  struck  close  by  him.  He  now 
changed  not  only  his  own  conduct,  but  attempted  to  introduce  a  refor- 
mation among  his  colleagues.  Baffled  in  this,  he  retired  with  a  few 
friends  into  the  desolate  valley  of  Pr6montr6  (Prsemonstratum),  near 
Laon.  His  rule  imposed  on  his  followers  the  ordinary  duties  of  the 
cure  of  souls,  while  at  the  same  time  it  bound  them  to  a  life  of  rigi<l 
monasticism.  When  on  a  visit  to  Spires,  where,  at  the  time,  the  Em- 
peror, papal  legates,  and  deputies  from  the  clergy  of  Magdeburg,  were 
met,  he  was  chosen  Archbishop  of  Magdeburg,  and  was  received  with 
great  pomp  in  his  dirxiese,  still  wearing  the  habit  of  his  community. 
The  order  numbered  many  monasteries  and  nunneries.  6.  The  Order 
of  the  Carmelites  was  founded  (1156)  by  Berthold  of  Calabria,  a  cru^ 
sader,  who,  along  with  some  companions,  settled  in  the  cave  of  Elijah, 
on  Mount  Carmel.  The  Patriarch  of  Jerusalem  drew  up  a  very  rigid 
rule  for  them.  When  expelled  by  the  Saracens,  the  order  settled  in 
Europe  (1238),  and  became  a  mendicant  fraternity.  The  Carmelites 
traced  their  origin  to  no  less  a  personage  than  Elijah  himself,  and 
stoutly  denied  that  their  order  had  been  founded  by  Berthold.  They 
also  maintained  that  the  Blessed  Virgin  in  person  had  handed  to 
Simon  SiocJc^  the  general  of  the  order,  the  holy  Scapulary,  as  its  dis- 
tinctive badge,  with  the  promise,  that  whoever  died  wearing  it,  was 
sure  of  eternal  bliss.  Every  Saturday  the  Virgin  descended  into  pur- 
gatory to  fetch  thence  the  souls  of  those  who  had  worn  the  Scapulary. 
7.  The  Order  of  Trinitarians  (called  also  *'  ordo  sancta3  Trinitatis  de 
redemptione  captivorum")  was  founded  by  Innocent  III.,  for  the  re- 
demption of  Christian  captives.  8.  The  Humiliafiy  in  the  eleventh 
century,  —  an  association  of  pious  trades-people  at  Milan,  of  which  the 
members  wrought  at  their  crafts  —  had  their  possessions  in  common, 
and  engaged  in  spiritual  exercises.  The  fraternity  declined  in  th^ 
sixteenth  century. 

4.  The  Mendicant  Orders.  —  (Cf.  E,  Vogt,  d.  h.  Franz,  v.  Assisi. 
TUbg.  1840.  —  K.  Hase^  Franc,  v.  Assisi,  &c.  Lpz.  1856.  —  Demore, 
Lebcn  d.  h.  Clara  v.  Assisi ;  transl.  from  the  French  by  Lochner. 
Regensb.  1857.  —  Lacordaire,  Vie  de  St.  Dominique.  Par.  1841.  —  E, 
Caro,  d.  h.  Dominicus  u.  d.  Dominicaner,  libers,  v.  E.  W.  Regensburg. 
Ig54.) — These  Orders  originated  in  the  desire  of  literally  carrying  out 
the  vow  of  poverty.  The  idea  was  first  conceived  by  St.  Francis,  the 
son  of  a  rich  merchant  at  Assisi  (born  1182).  He  seems  to  have  been 
greatly  struck  by  the  injunction  of  the  Saviour  (Matt.  x.  8-10)  to  Hi? 
disciples,  to  go  forth  carrying  neither  gold  nor  silver,  staff  nor  scrip. 
Accordingly,  he  gave  away  all  his  property,  and  henceforth  depended 
on  charity  for  the  necessaries  of  life.  Cursed  by  his  father,  sometimes 
itrided  by  the  populace  as  mad,  at  others  worshipned  as  %  saint,  ho 
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fcrmvelled  through  tho  East  and  West,  everywhere  calling  to  repentance 
(from  1208).     His  complete  renunciation  of  the  world  and  of  self,  the 
simplicity  of  his  faith,  the  ardour  of  his  love  towards  God  and  man, 
and  the  deep  treasures  of  his  poverty,  made  St.  Francis  appear  like  a 
heavenly  stranger  in  the  midst  of  a  selfish  world.     His  sympathy  with 
nature  was  truly  marvellous.     In  childlike  simplicity,  he  would  hold 
converse  with  the  birds  of  the  air  and  the  beasts  of  the  field  as  with 
brothers  and  sisters,  calling  upon  them  to  praise  their  Maker ;  in  fact, 
the  saint  seemed  again  to  restore  the  original  position  of  man  towards 
the  lower  creation.    When  attempting  to  address  the  Pope  and  his 
cardinals  in  a  set  oration,  he  utterly  broke  down ;  but  when  he  ad- 
dressed them  in  language  unprepared,  and  coming  directly  from  the 
fulness  of  his  heart,  his  speech  was  like  a  mighty  stream  sweeping 
away  all  resistance.     Innocent  III.,  "  overcome  by  his  simplicity  and 
humility,  allowed  the  strange  saint  to  go  on."     (According  to  an  old 
legend,  he  had  first  ordered  him  to  take  up  his  abode  with  swine, — an 
injunction  which  the  saint  literally  obeyed.)     Hmwrius  III.,  the  suc- 
cessor of  Innocent,  gave  in  1223  his  formal  sanction  to  the  association 
'which  had  gathered  around  Francis,  and  bestowed  on  the  order  of  the 
jPraires  minores  (Minobs  or  Franciscans)  the  right  of  preaching  and 
exercising  the  cure  of  souls  in  any  district  or  country.    But  according 
to  the  idea  of  the  founder,  the  order  was  to  preach  by  deeds  of  complete 
eelf-abnegation  rather  than  by  words.     Its  peculiar  garb  consisted  of  a 
lorown  habit  with  a  hood ;  a  rope  round  the  waist  served  as  girdle. 
TThis  contempt  of  the  world,  combined  with  unfeigned  humility,  and 
ardent,  self-denying  love,  made  a  deep  impression  on  their  cotempo- 
Taries,  and  procured  for  the  order  the  designation  of  seraphic.   A  female 
^branch  of  the  order  (the  Sisterhood  op  St.  Clare)  was  founded  in 
1212  by  Clara,  a  noble  virgin  of  Assisi.     St.  Francis  drew  up  a  rule 
for  this  sisterhood.     The  fraternity  of  Tertiaries  (Tertius  ordo  de 
pcenitentia)  consisted  of  persons  who  were  allowed  to  continue  in  the 
world,  but  were  bound  by  a  semi-monastic  rule,  drawn  up  by  St. 
Francis.     The   church  of  Poriiuncula,  at  Assisi,  became   the  great 
centre  of  the  Franciscan  Order,  and  successive  popes  enriched  this 
sanctuary  with  the  most  plenary  indulgences.     St.  Francis  died  in 
1226,  stretched  on  the  pavement  of  this  church,  and  literally  naked  as 
he  had  entered  the  world.     A  legend  declares  that  during  the  last  two 
years  of  his  life  the  saint  had  borne  the  marks  of  the  crucifixion  of  the 
Saviour  (stigmata),  which,  during  a  trance,  a  seraph  had  impressed  on 
his  body.     The  story,  though  strenuously  attested  by  many  witnesses, 
does  not  bear  the  test  of  impartial  criticism  (comp.  HasCf  u.  s.).     Ore" 
gory  IX.  canonized  him  in  1228.    In  the  fourteenth  century  the  General 
Chapter  of  the  Franciscans  at  Assisi  gave  its  sanction  to  a  book,  enti- 
tled "  Liber  Conformitatum,"  by  one  Bartholomew  of  Pisa,  which  enu- 
merated forty  points  of  similarity  between  Christ  and  St.  Francis.    At 
the  timf  of  the  Reformation  a  new  edition  of  it  appetfed,  with  a  pre- 
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face  by  Luther,  bearing  the  title,  ''  Der  BarfttesermSnohe  Eulenspiege 
und  Alkoran.'' 

Even  while  St.  Francis  was  alive,  Elijah  of  Coriona,  who  during  th€ 
absence  of  the  saint  in  the  East  had  been  intrusted  with  the  superin* 
tendence  of  the  order,  had  attempted  to  soften  i^  rigid  discipline. 
St.  Francis  resisted  the  innovation  ;  but  when,  after  his  death,  Elijah 
was  nominated  general  of  the  order,  he  carried  out  his  project.  The 
more  rigid  party  joined  '^  Anthovy  ftf  P^^^^^,  ^>'^  lived  and  acted  in 
the  spirit  of  St.  Francis,  and  even  preached  to  fishes  when  men  refused 
to  give  audience.  Violent  discussions  arose  within  the  order,  and 
Elijah  was  twice  deposed.  He  afterwards  supported  the  cause  of  Fre- 
deric Il.f  and  was  excommunicated  along  with  him,  but  again  recon- 
ciled to  the  Church  before  his  death  (1253).  The  fanaticism  of  the 
rigid  party  increased  in  proportion  as  their  more  lax  opponents  grew 
in  number.  The  popes  supported  the  majority.  At  length  the  dispu- 
tants separated.  The  milder  party  (fratres  de  communitate)  strove  to 
reconcile  the  principles  of  their  founder  respecting  poverty  with  their 
actual  tenure  of  property  by  distinguishing  between  absolute  posses- 
sion and  usufruct*  and  by  the  formality  of  making  over  their  posses- 
sions to  the  Romish  Church.  The  stricter  party  (spirituales,  zelatores, 
Frairicdli)  gradually  became  avowed  opponents  of  the  Church  and  of 
its  rulers,  who  had  disowned  them,  and  even  denounced  the  Pope  as 
Antichrist  (comp.  }  108,  4). —  The  Franciscans  were,  also,  the  first 
barefoot  monks.  Their  example  in  this  respect  was  followed,  subse- 
quently, by  many  other  orders  (as  by  the  Augustines),  but  not  by  the 
Dominicans.  Beyond  Italy,  in  colder  climates,  however,  even  the 
Franciscans  were  exempted  from  this  peculiarity ;  at  least  they  might 
wear  sandals. 

The  Order  of  Dominicans  was  founded  by  Dominicus  Guzman  (bom 
in  1170),  the  scion  of  a  noble  Castilian  family.  Dominic  was  a  priest 
at  Osnia,  and  a  man  of  considerable  prudence  and  learning.  From 
seal  for  the  salvation  of  souls,  he,  along  with  some  associates,  went  to 
•he  south  of  France  (1208),  there  to  labour  for  the  conversion  of  the 
Albigenses.  In  1215,  he  made  a  pilgrimage  to  Rome.  Innocent  III. 
gave  to  this  order  a  rule,  which  was  afterwards  enlarged  by  Ilonorius 
III.  The  Dominicans^  or  Order  of  Preachers  (ordo  fratrum  prajdica- 
torum),  were  empowered  everywhere  to  preach  and  to  hear  confession, 
for  the  special  object  of  restoring  heretics  to  the  bosom  of  the  Church 
by  their  sermons  and  teaching.  At  a  later  period  (1220),  Dominic  and 
his  order  adopted  the  rule  of  St.  Francis,  and  became  a  mendicant  fra- 
ternity. He  died  in  1221,  pronouncing  an  anathema  on  any  one  who 
should  contaminate  his  order  by  bestowing  upon  it  worldly  possessions 
Dominic  was  canonized  by  Gregory  IX.  A  female  branch  of  the  order 
was  formed  by  some  of  the  Albigensian  converts.  Like  the  Francis- 
cans, the  Dominicans  had  male  and  female  Tertiaries  (fratres  et  sorcires 
de  militia  Christi). 
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TariouB  circumstaDces  combined  to  give  these  two  orders  an  extni- 
•rdinarj  popolaritj.  Not  only  did  they  specially  meet  the  wants  of 
the  time,  but  the  fact  that  they  required  no  endowment,  a-d  obtained 
considerable  pririleges  from  the  popes,  enabled  them  to  spread  rapidly 
Uiroaghout  Western  Europe.  Each  of  these  orders  was  under  the 
supreme  rule  of  a  general,  who  resided  at  Rome;  provincials  super- 
intended the  monasteries  of  particular  countries ;  while  every  monas* 
tery  had  its  own  gttardian  (among  the  Franciscans)  or  prior  (among 
the  Dominicans).  From  the  first  the  Dominicans  gave  themselves  to 
literary  pursuits;  their  primary  object  —  the  conversion  of  heretics  — 
rendering  such  studies  necessary.  Afterwards,  they  also  displayed 
considerable  zeal  in  missionary  labours;  but  their  influence  proved 
greatest  in  the  academic  chair.  Thus  incited,  the  Franciscans  also 
began  to  cultivate  these  departments  of  labour,  and  sought  to  obtain  a 
standing  in  the  universities.  The  veneration  shown  them  by  the  com- 
mon people,  who  preferred  confessing  their  secrets  to  such  migratory 
mendicants,  excited  the  envy  of  the  secular  clergy,  as  their  increasing 
influence  in  the  universities,  that  of  the  learned.  The  opposition  to 
their  growing  interference  was  chiefly  carried  on  by  the  University  of 
Paris.  William  of  8t,  Amour,  a  doctor  of  that  college,  in  1156,  charao- 
terized  them,  in  his  controversial  tractate, ''Depericulisnovissimorum 
tempomm,"  as  the  forerunners  of  Antichrist.  To  this  attack  learned 
members  of  the  order  (such  as  Thomas  Aquinas  and  Bonaveiitura) 
rtplied,  and  they  were  supported  both  by  papal  authority  and  royal 
power.  Bat  no  sooner  was  this  contest  ended,  than  the  former  jealousy 
and  rivalry  subsisting  between  the  two  orders  reappeared.  The  feeling 
of  hostility  increased  as  on  scholastic  questions  they  took  opposite  sides. 
— (Comp.  I  104,  1,  and  {  112,  2.) 

Only  two  other  mendicant  orders  of  later  origin  attained  great  influ- 
ence, viz.:  the  AuguHines,  whom  Pope  Alexander  IV.  drew  from  the 
members  of  monastic  orders  which  had  been  scattered  (1256)  ;  and  the 
Serviies  (Servi  b.  Marise  Virg.),  instituted  by  seven  pious  Florentines 
for  the  service  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  in  1233  —  an  order  very  popular, 
both  in  Italy  and  Germany. 

5.  The  Begiiins  and  Beghards. —  (Comp.  Mo8?ietm,  de  Beghardis  et 
Beguinabus.  Lps.  1790. — E.  Haflmann,  Gesch.  d.  Ursp.  d.  belgischen 
Beghiden  (Hist  of  the  Orig.  of  the  Beg.  in  Belg.).  Berl.  1843.)-^ 
Female  associations  of  Beguins  existed  undoubtedly  prior  to  those  of 
the  Beghards.  But  the  exact  period  when  they  arose,  and  even  the 
origin  of  the  name,  are  matter  of  controversy.  Older  historians  were 
wont  to  trace  the  Beguins  to  St.  Begga,  a  daughter  of  Pepin  of  Landen, 
in  the  seventh  century ;  but  on  no  other  ground  than  the  similarity  of 
name.  Mosheim  derived  the  name  from  the  wor«l  beggen,  to  pray; 
Utterly,  however,  HaUmann  has  shown,  on  grounds  which  to  us  seem 
eonvincing,  that  both  the  name  and  the  association  were  derived  from 
Lambert  U  Beghe^  a  celebrated  preacher  at  Liege,  during  rho  twelfth 
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century.  The  Beguins  took  the  three  monastic  tows,  but  onlj  for  thi 
period  during  which  thej  remained  members  of  the  society.  Thej 
were  free  to  leave  the  society  at  any  time,  to  marry,  or  to  undertake 
other  duties.  They  placed  themselves  under  the  superintendence  of  a 
lady-superior  and  a  priest,  and  lived  in  what  was  called  a  Beginagium, 
or  Curtis  Beguinarum,  which  generally  consisted  of  a  number  of  small 
houses  within  a  common  enclosure.  Each  of  the  Beguins  kept  house 
for  herself.  On  entering  the  society,  they  entrusted  their  property  to 
the  community,  and  received  it  back  on  leaving.  The  Beguins  employed 
themselves  in  manual  labour — such  as  sewing,  washing,  or  taking 
charge  of  the  sick.  They  were  also  engaged  in  teaching  young  females, 
or  attending  to  the  spiritual  wants  of  their  own  sex.  Any  profit  derived 
from  these  employments  was  applied  in  works  of  charity.  Each  asso- 
ciation wore  a  distinctive  habit.  They  soon  spread  over  Belgium, 
Germany,  and  France.  By  and  by  male  associations  of  the  same  kind, 
and  for  the  same  purposes  (the  BegharcU),  were  founded.  Those  sup- 
ported themselves  also  by  manual  labour,  especially  by  weaving.  Bui 
in  the  course  of  the  thirteenth  century  such  associations  became  greatly 
demoralized.  Brothers  and  sisters  of  the  Free  Spirit  (114,  3),  Fratri- 
celli,  and  other  heretics,  sought  refuge  among  them  from  the  perseoo- 
tions  of  the  Church,  and  infected  them  with  their  errors.  Accordingly, 
the  Inquisition  (}  109)  directed  its  inquiries  to  their  doings,  and  many 
of  their  members  were  executed,  especially  in  the  south  of  France. 
At  the  Fifteenth  General  Council  of  Vieniu^  in  1311,  eight  heretical 
tenets,  supposed  to  be  held  by  them,  were  condemned.  A  number  of 
their  houses  were  closed  ;  others  only  allowed  to  continue  on  condition 
of  their  inmates  joining  the  Franciscan  or  Dominican  Tertiaries.  Pope 
John  XXllL  (1410-1415)  again  extended  protection  to  them,  when  the 
community  of  Beguins  once  more  increased.  But  their  growing  disso- 
luteness, and  concubinage  with  Beghards  and  secular  priests,  obliged 
the  secular  and  spiritual  authorities  to  interfere.  At  the  time  of  the 
Reformation  these  houses  were  secularized ;  in  Belgium  alone,  some  of 
their  communities  still  exist. 

6.  Knightly  Orders. — (Cf.  BiedmfcJd^  G^sch.  u.  Verfass.  aller  geistl. 
u.  weltl.  Ritterorden.  2  Bde.  Weim.  1841.  —  W,  F.  WUcke,  Gesch.  d, 
Tempelherrnord.  2  Bde.  Lpi.  1826.--/*.  Munier,  Statutenbuch  d.  Ord. 
d.  Tempi.  Berl.  1794.  —  (Kiethammer)  Oeech.  d.  Malteserord.  nach 
Verst.  Jena.  2  Bde.  Dresd.  1833. — /.  Voigkt^  Gesch.  Pressens  bis  lum 
Unterg.d.Uerrsch.d.deutsch.  Ord.  4  Bde.  Kgsb.  1827,  &c.-V.  VingM, 
Gesch.  d.  deutec.  R.-Ord.  in  s.  12  Balleien.  Berl.  1857.  Bd.  I.  —  /.  M, 
WdtUrichf  d.  Grlindung  d.  deutsch.  Ordenstaates  in  Preussen.  Lps. 
1827.-— C.  Hennig,  Statutt.  d.  deutsch.  Ord.  Kgsb.  1806.  — ^.c.  Wn^ 
krfeld,  Gesch.  d.  ritterl.  Ordens  St  Johannis,  Berl.  1859.— The  Orden 
9f  KnijhU  took,  besides  the  three  monastic  vows  (of  poverty,  chastity, 
«&nd  obedience),  that  of  continual  contest  with  the  infidels.  Amon^ 
;Jlietie  crders  we  reck     :  —  1.  The  Order  ^  ike  Templars,  founded  by 
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Bii(^  de  Payetu  (1118),  for  the  protection  of  pilgrims  in  tiie  Holy 
Land.  Thej  wore  a  white  cloak,  with  a  red  cross  on  the  breast.  St. 
Bernard  warmly  interested  himself  in  favour  of  this  order,  and  accord- 
ingly, procured  a  large  accession  to  its  membership.  When  St.  Jean 
d'Acre  fell  (in  1291),  the  Templars  retired  to  Cyprus;  but  soon  after- 
wards returned  to  the  West,  when  Paris  became  the  head-quarters  of 
the  order.  The  name  of  the  order  was  derived  from  the  circumstance, 
that  the  palace  which  King  Baldwin  of  Jerusalem  assigned  for  their 
DM,  was  bvilt  oo  the  site  of  the  temple  of  Solomon  (cf.  {  112,  2). 
2.  Originally  the  KnighU  of  St.  John,  or  Hospiiallers,  were  ordinary 
inmates  of  a  monastery,  whose  special  duty  it  was  to  take  charge  of 
sick  pilgrims,  to  relieve  their  wants,  and  to  extend  hospitality  to  them 
(middle  of  11th  century).  With  these  duties  Raymond  du  Pay,  the  sec- 
ond general  of  the  order,  combined,  in  1118,  the  obligation  of  fighting 
against  the  infidel.  They  wore  a  black  dress,  with  a  white  cross  on 
the  breast,  and  had  a  red  cross  on  their  banners.  When  expelled  by 
the  Saracens,  they  settled  first  in  Rhodes  (1310),  and  lastly  in  Malta, 
in  1530.  3.  The  Order  of  ike  Teutonic  KnighU  consisted  also,  at  first, 
of  the  inmates  of  an  hospital,  or  inn,  founded  during  the  siege  of  St. 
Jean  d'Acre,  in  1190,  by  some  citizens  of  Bremen  and  Lubeck.  The 
knights  wore  a  white  cloak,  with  a  black  cross  on  the  breast.  At  a 
later  period  the  order  settled  in  Prussia,  where  in  1237  it  amalgamated 
with  that  of  the  lAvonian  Brethren  of  the  Sword.  —  During  the  contest 
with  the  Moors  several  knightly  orders  were  founded  in  Spain,  The 
most  important  of  these  was  the  Order  of  CakUrava,  founded  by  Velas' 
quez,  a  Cistercian  monk,  for  the  purpose  of  defending  the  town  of 
Calatrava.  In  1164  it  obtained  the  formal  sanction  of  Pope  Alexander 
III.  At  present,  like  the  Order  of  Malta,  it  is  only  an  honorary 
distinction. 

J  99.  ECCLESIASTICAL  JURISPRUDENCE. 

The  forged  Decretals  of  Isidore  (§87,  2)  were  not  the  only 
collection  of  ecclesiastical  laws  made.  But  with  the  increase  of 
snch  works,  contradictions  only  multiplied,  and  no  attempt  was 
made  to  remove  them.  Among  these  compilations,  that  by  Bur- 
chard,  Bishop  of  WormB,  about  1020,  that  by  Anselm,  Bishop 
of  Lucca  (o6.  1086),  and  that  by  Ivo,  Bishop  of  Ghartres  (ob, 
1025),  were  the  best  known.  In  the  twelfth  century,  Oration,  a 
Caroaldulite  monk,  at  Bologna,  undertook  the  difficult  task  of 
making  a  complete  collection  of  these  laws,  and  of  solvinp:  the 
contradictions  with  which  they  abonnded,  by  means  of  certain 
scholastic  deductions.  The  work,  which  appeared  about  the 
year  1150,  under  the  title  "  Concordantia  discordantium  cano- 
aum,**  commonly  bears  the  name  of  Decretum  OraHani.     Thii 
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work  gave  a  fresh  impulse  to  the  study  of  ecclesiastical  law. 
especially  in  the  universities  of  Paris  and  Bologna.  While  the 
so-called  Legists  lectured  on  Roman  law,  the  Pecretisls  taught 
canonical  law,  wrote  commentaries  on  the  work  of  Gratian,  and 
made  compilations  similar  to  his.  To  put  a  stop  to  the  confu- 
sion which  threatened  to  ensue,  Gregory  IX,  commissioned,  in 
1234,  Eaymundus  de  Fennaforti,  a  Dominican,  to  make  a  new 
compilation  (Decretum  Gregorii,  consisting  of  fire  books),  which, 
besides  thQ  older  decretals,  contained  his  own  and  those  of  his 
immediate  predecessors.  This  work  served  as  text-book  for  the 
lectures  delivered  at  Paris  and  Bologna.  To  this  collection 
Boniface  Vlll.  added  a  sixth  book,  containing  his  own  decretals; 
and  lastly,  Clement  F.,  those  issued  under  his  pontificate,  with 
the  special  title  of  Clementina,  To  this  compilation  the  most 
important  decretals  of  later  popes  were  added,  in  the  year  1500» 
under  the  title  of  Extravagantes,  which  completed  the  Corpus 
juris  canonici. 


III.  THEOLOGICAL  SCIENCE  AND  CONTROVERSIES. 

CoMP.  JJ.  Bitffr,  Gesch.  d.  chrisU.  Philos.  Vob.  HI.  IT.  By  the 
same  author,  Uebersicht  Uber  d.  Gessch.  d.  pcholast.  Philo?..  in  Btnt- 
mer*s  hist.  Tasohenb.  Ill,  7,  p.  2C9  etc.  Lpx.  1856.  —  ^.  Htmr^n,  la 
philos.  soi^last.  2  Voll.  Par.  1S50.  — 7F.  Schmid,  d.  Mystic,  d.  M.  A.  in 
8.  Entstehungspcr.  (Mystic,  of  the  M.  A.  dur.  the  Per.  of  its  Grig.). 
Joua  1824. — A  Helfferich^  d.  christl.  Mystik  in  ihrer  Entw.  u.  ihr. 
Denkm.  (Chr.  Myst..  its  Develop,  and  Monum.).  Gotha  1842.  2  Vols. 
—  J  Gorrfs,  d.  chr.  Myst,  Regensb.  1836.  3  Vols. —  Tatig^an,  Hourt 
with  the  MTstics, 

I  100.  GENERAL  VIEW  OF  SCnOL.\STIClS>f. 

Notwithstandinir  the  intellectnal  decay  of  the  Middle  A|res, 
that  period  witnessed  the  growth  of  one  of  the  most  remarkable 
prtniuctions  of  the  human  mind,  which  can  only  be  likened  to 
those  cathedrals  reared  in  the  Gothic  style.  Scbolasticisji, 
which  derived  its  name  from  the  cathedral  and  monai^tic  schooU 
where  it  ori^paaied,  has  aptly  been  desifrnated  as  ^'  the  knight- 
hood  of  theidogy/'    In  liberality  and  eathislasa,  loyalty  and 
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perseyeranee,  coorage  and  ardonr,  the  schoolmen  emulated  the 
knights  properly  so  called ;  only  that  their  weapons  were  not 
the  sword  and  lance,  bat  speculation  and  dialectics ;  and  their 
ideal  not  knightly  honour,  but  ecclesiastical  orthodoxy.  It  was 
the  great  object  of  scholasticism  to  analyze  Christian  dogmas  by 
means  of  dialectics,  to  develop  them  by  speculation,  and  to  show 
their  inherent  truth  and  necessity.  Generally  speaking,  scholas- 
ticism adopted,  expounded,  and  defended  the  ecclesiastical  views 
already  in  vogue  (dogmatism)  :  sometimes,  however,  a  sceptical 
tendency  also  appeared — at  least  for  a  time.  In  the  latter 
case,  certain  philosophical  principles  were  laid  down,  and  it  was 
attempted  by  means  of  these  to  harmonize  reason  with  ecclesias- 
tical dogmas.  Along  with  scholasticism,  sometimes  in  combina- 
tion, at  others  in  antagonism  with  it,  another  tendency  appeared. 
If  scholasticism  sought  ratianally  to  elucidate  and  develop 
theology,  it  was  the  object  of  mysticism  to  apprehend  the 
Falvation  offered  by  the  Church  not  by  means  of  the  intellect, 
but  by  the  feelings,  and  to  develop  it  not  by  dialectics,  but  by  in- 
ward contemplation.  These  intellectual  strivin<?s,  which  con- 
tinued throughout  the  Middle  Ages,  may  historically  be  arranged 
into  four  periods,  each  of  which  almost  comprised  a  century.  1. 
The  first  traces  of  the  new  science  occur  during  the  tenth  century 
—  a  period  in  other  respects  intellectually  barren,  and  aptly 
called  the  "  Seculnm  obscurura."  The  distinctive  features  of 
scholasticism,  however,  did  not  yet  appear.  2.  These  tendencies 
became  more  manifest  during  the  eleventh  century,  at  first  in  the 
form  of  dialectics,  which  again  took  either  a  sceptical  or  dog- 
matical turn,  and  led  to  a  contest  betwixt  these  two  directions. 
3.  During  the  twelfth  century,  mysticism  appeared  as  a  distinct 
tendency  by  the  side  of  the  dialectics  of  the  schoolmen.  The 
conflict  which  now  ensued  between  mysticism  and  sceptical 
dialectics  ultimately  ended  in  an  alliance  with  dogmatic  dialectics, 
which  proved  mutually  useful.  4.  During  the  thirteenth  century, 
dialectic  scholasticism,  or  dogmatism,  attained  its  highest  stage. 
Generally  speaking,  the  former  alliance  with  mysticism  was  con- 
tinued, althongh  some  of  the  schoolmen  again  tended  towards 
scepticism. 

1.  Nurseries  of  Scholasticism,  —  At  the  close  of  the  eleventh  century, 

Ukiversities  were  planted  for  the  same  purposes  as  the  cathedral  and 

monastic  schoolB,  only  with  a  wider  range  of  subjects  in  yiew.     These 

■eminaries  originated  independently  both  of  State  and  Church .  of 
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Emperor  and  Pope.  Celebrated  teachers  ap^ieared  in  the  larger  cities : 
pupils  from  all  countries  gathered  around  them;  by  and  by  othei 
lecturers  joined  those  who  haH  first  taught  inlhese  cities ;  and  then 
teachers  and  scholars  constituted  themselves  by  mutual  agreement  into 
an  independent  corporation,  and  thus  the  University  was  founded. 
But  this  designation  did  not  imply  anything  like  a  *' universitas 
iiterarum,"  in  which  all  the  sciences  should  be  cultivated.  —  Separate 
faculties  for  different  sciences  did  not  as  yet  exist;  and  where  the 
number  of  teachers  and  students  rendered  some  division  necessary,  it 
was  made  according  to  nations,  not  sciences.  The  name  University 
was  only  intended  to  designate  the  "universitas  magistrorum  et 
Bcholarium*'  as  an  organised  society.  The  studies  carried  on  in  these 
seminaries  were  called  "studium  generale''  or  "universale,"  because 
every  person  had  free  access  to  the  lectures.  At  first  one  special  science 
was  particularly  —  sometimes  even  exclusively — cultivated  in  different 
universities.  Thus  theology  was  studied  at  Part>,  at  Oxford,  and  at  a 
later  period  at  Cologne;  jurisprudence  at  Bologna;  and  medicine  at 
Salerno,  The  first  university  expressly  founded  for  the  cultivation  of 
all  sciences  was  that  which  Frederic  IL  instituted  at  Naples  in  1224, 
Our  present  arrangement  into^aculties  originated  from  the  circum* 
stance,  that  the  mendicant  orders  in  Paris,  being  proscribed  by  the 
other  teachers  in  the  llniversity  (J  98,  4),  constituted  themselves  into 
a  separate  theological  faculty  (1259).  The  number  of  students  in  the 
universities  —  aniong  them  many  persons  advanced  in  life — was  very 
large,  amounting  in  the  most  celebrated  seats  of  learning  occasionally 
to  from  10,000  to  20,000.  All  the  members  of  the  congregation  of 
Olugny  had  to  pass  through  a  curriculum  of  ifiiyng|^(g  (two  years  being 
devoted  to  Logicalia,  three  years  to  LiteraB  Naturales  et  Philosophicae, 
and  five  years  to  Theology).  The  Council  of  Tours  enjoined,  in  1236, 
that  every  priest  should  go  through  a  preparatory  course  of  five  years' 
study.  (Comp.  C,  E.  Bulceus,  Hist.  univ.  Paris,  et  aliarum  univers. 
Par.  1665.  6  Voll.  f. — J,  Wood,  Hist,  et  ant.  univ.  Oxon.  Oxon.  1674. 
2  Voll.  f.— I>t/6arZ«,  H.  de  I'Univ.  Par.  1^29,—Oremer,  Hist,  de  I'Univ. 
de  Paris.  Par.  1761.  7  Tom.  12.  —  Chr,  Meiners,  Gesch.  d.  hohen  Schu* 
len.  [Hist,  of  Univ.].  Giittg.  1802.  —  F.  A.  Hubery  d.  engl.  Univ.  Cassel 
1839. 2  Vols.  —  F.  C,  v.  Savigny,  Gesch.  d.  r5m.  Rechtes  in  M.  A.  Bd. 
Ill,  2.  A.  Heidelb.  1834.). 

2.  The  writings  of  Aristotle  were  introduced  among  the  learned  of 
the  West  by  the  Moors  of  Spain,  who  since  the  eleventh  century  had 
successfully  prosecuted  these  studies.  The  Philosophy  of  Scholar 
TicisM  was  derived  from  the  dialectics  of  Aristotle,  whose  works  were 
translated  into  Latin,  either  from  the  Arabic  (with  the  Commentaries 
.>f  Avicenna,  oh.  1036,  of  Ohaxali,  ob.  1111,  and  oi  AverrhoHs,  oh,  1217), 
or  else  directly  from  the  Greek.  Hitherto  the  philosophy  of  Aristotle 
had  only  been  known  at  second  hand,  chiefly  from  the  writings  of 
Boothius.    But  now,  when  scholars  had  the  opportunity  of  perusing 
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Am  works  of  the  *'  master"  himself,  their  stud  j  was  prosecuted  wHk 
great  enthasiasm.  At  the  commencement  of  the  thirteenth  century 
this  philosophy  was  for  a  short  time  in  disrepute,  and  the  study  of 
Aristotle  prohibited  by  ecclesiastical  ordinance — ^the  origin  of  the  pan- 
theistic sect  of  the  Holy  Spirit  ({  108,  2)  being  traced  to  the  teaching 
of  the  Stagyrite.  But  when  by  the  extinction  of  the  sect  this  danger 
was  at  an  end,  Gregory  IX.  again  authorized  the  favourite  study  (1231) ; 
and  such  was  the  esteem  in  which  Aristotle  was  held,  that  he  was 
ranked  with  John  the  Baptist  as  the  precursor  of  Christ,  and  that  cm 
all  scientific  questions  his  writings  enjoyed  the  same  authority  in  the 
Church  as  that  of  the  Bible  and  tradition  in  matters  of  faith.  At  the 
same  time,  there  was  also  in  the  Middle  Ages  a  school  attached  to  the 
phikieophy  of  Plato.  The  study  of  the  writings  of  Augustine  and  of 
the  Areopagite  pointed  towards  Platonism,  while  the  school  of  specu- 
lative mystics  was  always  opposed  to  the  exclusive  claims  set  up  on 
behalf  of  Aristotle.  —  Scholasticism  started  with  a  speculative  inquiry 
about  the  relaiion  subsisting  between  thinking  and  being j  or  between  the 
idea  of  a  thing  and  its  essence.  In  answer  to  this  question,  the  NoMi- 
MALisfs,  following  up  the  views  of  the  Stoics,  maintained  that  those 
general  conceptions  or  generic  ideas  (universalia)  which  constitute  the 
common  essence  of  a  genus,  were  merely  intellectual  abstractions 
(nomina)  derived  from  the  common  properties  of  individual  objects, 
and  possessing  no  real  existence  beyond  the  human  intellect  (univer^ 
salia  POST  res).  The  Realists,  on  the  other  hand,  insisted  on  the 
reality  of  these  general  conceptions,  and  believed  in  their  objective 
existence  prior  to  and  beyond  the  mere  thinking  of  man.  The  Realists 
were  divided  into  two  sections :  the  one,  adopting  the  PlcUonic  view  of 
ideas,  held  that  these  general  conceptions  existed  prior  to  the  actual 
origin  of  individual  objects,  being  their  archetypes  in  the  Divine  reason ; 
uid  that  hence  they  also  existed  in  the  intellect  of  man,  even  before  he 
came  to  the  contemplation  of  things  as  outwardly  presented  to  him 
(universalia  ants  res).  The  other  school  of  Realists,  following  in  the 
wake  of  Aristotle^  held  that  these  general  conceptions  were  inherent  in 
the  objects  themselves,  and  thence  passed  by  experience  into  the  intel- 
lect of  man  (universalia  in  rebus).  Hence  the  former  school  of  Real- 
ists expected  to  reach  the  essence  of  things  (or  truth)  by  pure  think- 
ing,  through  the  ideas  innate  in  the  intellect  of  man,  while  the  second 
school  expected  to  attain  that  result  by  a  contemplation  of  things 
through  experience  and  thinking. 

3.  Otffeci  and  Method  of  Scholastic  Theology. — The  theological  studies 
carried  on  during  the  rule  of  the  Carolingians  had  been  directed  exclu* 
sively  to  practical  objects,  and  fostered  or  prosecuted  by  practical  men 
(sf  ich  as  princes,  bishops,  and  abbots)  with  the  view  of  meeting  present 
ecclesiastical  wants.  But  from  the  eleventh  century  this  was  no  longer 
tb  )  case.  Gradually  practical  objects,  and  the  immediate  requirements 
of  the  Church,  gave  place  to  purely  scientific  pursuits.     Theological 
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studies  and  writings  now  breathe  a  spirit  of  speculation ;  the  ancient 
dogmas  of  the  Church  are  explained  and,  defended  in  a  philosophical 
manner ;  and  the  great  aim  is  to  convert  what  had  been  an  object  of  faith 
into  logical  truths,  and  to  arrange  Christian  doctrines  into  a  oompact 
system.  For  this  purpose  the  schoolmen  employed  dialectics,  in  order 
by  means  of  it  to  resolve  and  analyze  the  dogmas  of  the  Church  into 
their  constituent  ideas,  to  explain  and  to  demonstrate  them,  to  marshal 
and  to  combat  all  possible  objections  raised  by  scepticism,  with  the 
view  of  thus  establishing  and  proving  the  rationality  of  the  dogmas 
of  the  Church.  Withal,  no  attempt  was,  however,  made  to  place  these 
doctrines  on  an  exegetical  basis,  or  to  prove  their  truth  from  Scripture ; 
philosophic  proof  was  the  only  object  sought,  and  dogmatics  and  ethics 
the  only  departments  of  scholastic  theology.  If  exegesis  was  at  all 
cultivated,  writers  either  adopted  the  old  allegorical  method  or  com- 
posed catence,  while  historical  theology  was  entirely  neglected.  The 
mystics  among  the  schoolmen,  on  the  other  hand,  sought  more  than 
merely  to  understand,  to  vindicate,  and  to  compose  a  system  of  dog- 
matics. They  recommended  the  practice  of  contemplation,  by  which 
thinking  and  feeling  would  descend  directly  into  the  depths  of  Divine 
truth,  there  to  behold,  to  experience,  and  to  enjoy  what  was  Divine. 
The  necessary  condition  for  this  was  purity  of  heart,  deep  love  to  God, 
and  complete  abnegation  of  self.  What  had  thus  been  perceived  in 
contemplation,  discovered  by  means  of  speculation,  or  experienced  in 
immediate  contact  with  the  Divine,  was  afterwards  to  be  presented  in 
a  scientific  and  systematic  form. 

{  101.  THE  SECULUM  OBSCURUM  (TENTH  CENTURY). 

CoMP.  A,  Vogel,  Ratherius  von  Verona  u.  d.  10  Jahrh.  Jen.  1854.  2 
7ols.  —  M.  BudingeTy  liber  Gerbcrt's  wissenschaftl.  u.  pol.  Stellung. 
(On  the  Scientif.  and  Pol.  Place  of  Gerbert).  1  Sect.  Kass.  1851.  —  Fr, 
Hockj  Gerbert  u.  s.  Jahrh.  Vienna  1837.  —  Gu.  Giesebrechfy  de  littera* 
rum  studiis  opud  Italos  primis  medii  aevi  soeculis.  Berol.  1845. 

The  darkness  and  ignorance  of  the  tenth  century,  which  also 
witnessed  the  deepest  decay  of  the  Papacy,  contrasts  most  un- 
favoorably  not  only  with  the  culture  and  the  science  which  at  the 
time  flourished  in  the  portion  of  Spain  subject  to  the  Moors, 
more  especially  at  the  celebrated  school  of  Cordova,  but  with 
the  learning  and  activity  of  the  Church  during  the  preceding 
(ninth)  century.  And  yet,  during  this  very  period  of  the 
Church's  deepest  decay,  and  of  the  complete  secularization  of 
the  clergy,  old  classical  heathenism  and  its  literature  were 
enthusiastically  cultivated  in  Italy.  But  all  this  stood  in  avowed 
opposition  to  Christian  theology  and  the  Church,  and  proclaimed 


THE    BXCULUM    OBSOURUM.  425 

iLe  praises  of  the  most  ungodly  frivolity  and  the  most  unblushing 
geniuality.    A  grammarian,  Wilgard,  taught  publicly  in  Ravenna, 
that  Virgil,  Horace,  and  Juvenal,  were  incomparably  better  and 
nobler  than  Paul,  Peter,  or  John.     True,  the  Church  still  had 
sufficient  power  to  condemn  him  to  death,  as  a  heretic  ;  but  men 
of  his  spirit  abounded  in  the  cities  of  Italy,  including  clergymen 
DO  less  than  others.     This  spirit  was  not  wholly  banished,  until 
the  influence  of  the  monks  of  Clugny,  the  efforts  of  Romuald, 
and  St.  NiluS,  combined  with  the  elevation  of  the  Church  through 
the  Saxon  Emperors,  for  its  suppression.  —The  efforts  of  Alfred 
the  Great,  and  their  results,  ceased  with  the  life  of  that  monarch 
Ipb.  901).     But   in    959   the   reformatory  labours   of  Dunstan 
(§  97)  were   crowned   with   success,  and   with   them   both  the 
interest  and  the  zeal  for  theological  and  national  culture  again 
revived  ;  while  the  connection  between  the  family  of  the  Emperor 
Otho  and  Byzance  proved  the  means  of  awakening,  also  out- 
side of  Italy,  a  desire  for  the  revival   of  classical  lore.     The 
imperial  chapel,  founded  by  Bruno   (Archb.  of  Cologne)  the 
brother  of  Otho  I,  became  the  nursery  of  the  higher  German 
clergy,    who    were   there    trained,    as    thoroughly    as   the   age 
allowed,  in  politics,  classics  and  theology.  —  Towards  the  close 
of  the  century,  the  literary  activity  of  the  Moors  attracted  the 
attention  of  Western    Christendom,  and   incited   to   imitation. 
Thus  the   seeds   of  leaniing  were   once   more   scattered   over 
Europe. 

1.  The  writings  of  Roswitha,  a  learned  nun  in  the  convent  of 
Grandersheim  (Helen  of  Rossow,  ob,  984),  who  made  religious  subjects 
the  text  of  comedies  composed  after  the  model  of  Terence,  may  serve  an 
index  of  the  classical  learning  of  that  period.  She  also  wrote  a  '*  Car- 
men de  gestisOttonis  I,"  and  a  "  Carmen  de  primordiis  coenobii  Gander- 
Bheim"Cf.  Fr.  Loher,  Ilrotswitha  u.  ihre  Zeit.  In  d.  MUnch.  wissench. 
Vortr.  Braunschu.  1858;  p.  465  etc.  —  Dunstan  was  ably  supported  iu 
his  labours  by  £thelwold,  Bishop  of  Winchester,  a  prelate  who  with 
bis  followers  zealously  prosecuted  the  study  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  tongue. 
The  most  celebrated  of  his  pupils  was  Aelvric  of  Malmesbury,  a  monk, 
who  preached  in  the  Anglo-Saxon,  and  commenced  a  translation  of  the 
Bible  into  that  language  —  Notker  Labeo,  Abbot  of  St  Gall,  oh,  1022, 
translated  the  Book  of  Psalms,  the  Organon  of  Aristotle,  the  Moralia 
of  Gregory  the  Great,  and  a  number  of  the  tractates  of  Boethius  into 
the  old  German.  Ratuerius,  Bishop  of  Verona,  and  afterwards  of 
Lieges  (from  both  which  seats  he  was  repeatedly  expelled,  oh,  974), 
4  rigid  reformer  and  leprover  of  clerical  dissoluteness,  equally  insisted 
86* 
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OB  the  duty  of  studjing  the  Bible,  and  oensured  the  bare  heatheaism  3^ 
the  learned  Italians,  as  well  as  work  righteousness,  superstition,  and  e>- 
erf  kind  of  eoolesiastical  abuse.  On  this  aceount,  and  from  his  attachmeni 
to  the  interests  ofOermany, he  frequently  suffered  persecution.  Ratherioa 
was  certainly  the  ablest  divine  of  the  tenth  century.  Along  with  hixi 
we  mention  Atto,  Bishop  of  Yercelli,  distinguished  as  an  exegetical 
writer,  a  preacher,  and  a  strenuous  advocate  of  the  Church  against  the 
oppression  of  the  secular  power  (de  pressuris  ecclesise) ;  ob.  960.  Odd 
of  Olugny  composed  hymns  and  homilies  ;  —  his  Oollationum  LI.  III. 
contains  a  philippic  against  the  corrupt  morals  of  his  time.  Lastly, 
at  the  close  of  the  century,  we  have  Qerbvrt — ob,  1003 — a  man  versed 
in  classical  and  Arabic  lore,  highly  celebrated  as  a  theologian,  mathe- 
matician, astronomer,  and  natural  philosopher,  but  regarded  by  the 
.people  as  a  magician.  His  presence  shed  for  the  last  time  a  passing 
lustre  on  the  school  of  Rheims.  —  Among  historians  of  the  tenth 
century,  Luitprand,  secretary  to  Otho  I.,  and  afterwards  Bishop  of 
Cremona,  ob»  972  (Antapodosis,  Hist,  of  Otho  I.) ;  Flodoard  of  Rheims, 
ob.  966  (Hist.  eccl.  Rhemensis) ;  Richer,  a  monk  and  pupil  of  Gerbert 
(author  of  a  history  of  his  own  time,  883-998) ;  and  Widukindf  from 
940,  a  monk  at  New  Corbey  (author  of  a  Saxon  hist,  in  3  vols.)  — 
deserve  special  notice. 

1 102.  DIVISION  AMONG  THE  DIALECTICIANS  (ELEVENTH 

CENT.). 

When  in  the  eleventh  century  the  Church  rose  from  its  late 
decay,  the  ardour  for  scientific  literary  pursuits  also  revived, 
The  anxiety  so  generally  felt  to  put  an  end  to  former  abuses  and 
stagnation  manifested  itself  also  in  every  department  of  theologi- 
cal study.  At  first  this  new  zeal  appeared  chiefly  among  the 
Cistercian  monks  and  their  brethren  of  Clugny ;  but  towards  the 
close  of  the  century  it  extended  to  the  various  universities.  The 
dialectic  method  was  now  almost  exclusively  employed  in  the 
discussion  of  theological  questions ;  and  dogmatism  gained  its 
first  triumphs  over  scepticism  in  the  Eucharistic  controversy  be- 
tween Lanfranc  and  Berengar,  in  that  concerning  the  existence 
of  God  between  Anselm  of  Canterbury  and  Gaunilo,  and  in  the 
discussion  between  that  prelate  and  Roscellinus  about  the 
Trinity. 

1.  The  series  of  schoolmen  opens  with  Fulbert,  a  pupil  of  Gerbert, 
and  from  1007  Bishop  of  Chartres.  Even  before  his  elevation  to  the 
episcopate  he  founded  at  Chartres  a  theological  school.  His  fame 
spread    throughout    Western    Christendom,   and    students    from  all 


DIVISION    AMONG    THS    DI ALIOTI  01  AN  B.       427 

jijontries  attended  his  seminarj. — One  of  his  pupils  was  Bxranoar 
(^  Tours,  a  canon  and  teacher  in  the  cathedral  school  of  his  own  city, 
and  afterwards  Archdeacon  of  Angers.    His  fame  shed  great  lustra 
upon  the  school  of  Angers.    For  further  prrticulars  see  below.  —  Law- 
franc,  the  antagonist  of  Berengar,  was  first  a  monk,  then  Abbot  of 
Bee  in  Normandy.    In  1070  he  was  elevated  to  the  archiepiscopal  Sea 
of  Canterbury.     Under  his  superintendence  the  school  of  Bee  attained 
its  highest  eminence.  —  Pstrus  Damiani,  ob,  1072,  Cardinal-Bishop  of 
Ostia,  a  friend  of  Hildebrand,  and  a  zealous  supporter  of  his  views  on 
the  subject  of  simony,   of  clerical   purity,   monastic   austerity,  and 
priestly  celibacy.     His  tractrate,  "  Liber  Gomorrhianus,"  contains  an 
unsparing  exposure  of  the  vices  of  the  clergy.     His  own  indulgences 
consisted  in  retiring  into  his  cell,  there  to  scourge  himself  till  the  blood 
flowed  from  his  shoulders.  (A,  Vogel,  Petr.  Damiani,  £in  Yortrag.  Jena 
1856.)  — Anselm  of  Canterbury,  born  at  Aosta  in  Italy,  educated  in 
the  monastery  of  Bee,  of  which  he  was  afterwards  abbot,  and  finally 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  ob.  1109,  comp.    {  96,  5.     It  will  be   re- 
membered that  his  courageous  defence  of  tlie  independence  of  the 
Church,  at  least  in  the  sense  of  Hildebrand,  cost  that  prelate  three 
years  of  exile.     Anselm  has  been  compared  to  St.  Augustine,  whose 
theology  he  adopted  and  developed.     By  a  rare  combination,  he  united 
acuteness  with  philosophic  depth  and  ardent  Christian  feeling  —  the 
practical  tendency  with  dialecticism,  and  even  mysticism.     Like  his 
great  model,  he  regarded  faith  as  the  necessary  condition  of  all  true 
knowledge,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  he  aimed  at  elevating  belief  into 
knowledge  ('*  credo  ut  intelligam'').    His  most  celebrated  tractate  was 
that  on  the  Incarnation  of  God  ('*Cur  Deus  homo?''),  in  which  he 
defended,  on  philosophical  grounds,  and  developed  the  doctrine  of  the 
vicarious  atonement.     Best  ed.  of  his  writings  by  G,  Gerheron^  Par. 
1075  f.  Comp.  G,  F.  Frank,  Anselm  von  Canterb.  TUbg.  1842.— i^.  R. 
Hasse,  Ans.  v.  C.  Leips.  1843,  1852.  2  Vols.     C.  de.  RemuscU,  Ans.  de 
Cant  transl.  into  German  by  Wlirzbach. — Anselhus  of  Laon  (Laudu- 
nensis),  sumamed  Scholasticus,  a  pupil  of  his  namesake  of  Canterbury. 
From  1076  he  lectured  with  great  success  at  Paris,  where  indeed  he 
may  be  said  to  have  originated  the  University.   Afterwards  he  returned 
to  Laon,  became  archdeacon  and  scholasticus,  and  founded  a  theologi- 
cal school ;  ob,  1117.     His  theological  views  were  the  same  as  those  of 
his  teacher.     His   "  Glossa  interlinearis "    (being  the  Vulgate  with 
brief  interlineal   exposition)  and   Walafrid's   ^I.  ordinaria  (2  90,  6) 
were  favourite  exegetical  manuals  of  the  Middle  Ages.  —  William  of 
Champeaux  (De  Campellis),  the  real  founder  of  the  University  of  Paris. 
He  had  for  some  time  lectured  with   great  success  in   that  city  on 
rhetoric  and  dialectics,  when  the  fame  of  Anselm  brought  him  to  Laon. 
He  returned  to  ParM  in  1108,  delivered  theological  lectures,  and  became 
archdeacon.     Every    year    the    number    of   his   students   increase<i 
Amon£  them  was  Abelard»  whose  arrogance  and  continual  disputationii^ 
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ia  which  the  celebrated  teacher  ultimately  had  to  own  himself  worsted^ 
80  embittered  his  existence,  that  he  retired  from  the  chair.^  He  died  in 
1113  as  Bishop  of  Chalons.  —  Among  the  chroniclers  of  this  century 
we  mention  the  names  of  Ditmar,  Bishop  of  Merseburg,  ob,  1018  ; 
Hermann  the  Lame  (Contractus),  a  monk  at  Reichenau,  ob,  1054; 
Marianus  ScotuSj  a  monk  at  Mayence,  ob,  1086 ;  Lambert,  a  monk  at 
Ilersfeld,  ob,  1100  (Chronicon  historicum  apud  Germanos) ; — as  Church 
historians  Adam  of  Bremen  (GestaHammen-burgens.  eccles.  Pontificum, 
from  788-1072)  ;  as  Danish  historians  Saxo  Gramm.,  ob.  1204  (Hist. 
Danica  to  1186).  Amatus  of  Salerno  wrote  a  history  of  the  Normans 
in  Italy. 

2.  EucharUtic  Controverst/  of  Berengar  (1050-1079).  —  Berengar  of 
Tours  had  adopted  views  concerning  the  Eucharist  in  direct  opposition 
to  the  prevailing  theory  of  Radbertus  on  the  subject.     He  taught  that 
the  elements  were  indeed  changed,  and  that  the  body  of  Christ  wa^ 
really  present  in  the  Eucharist ;  but  he  denied  that  this  change  was 
one  of  substance^  or  the  presence  one  of  essence  (essentialiter).     The 
presence  of  the  body  of  Christ  consisted  in  that  of  His  power  in  these 
elements,  and  the  change  of  the  bread  in  the  real  manifestation  of  this 
power  under  the  form  of  the  bread.     But  in  order  to  secure  the 
presence  of  this  power,  consecration  alone  was  not  sufficient;  it  also 
needed  faUh  on  the  part  of  him  who  partook  of  it,  without  which  the 
bread  remained  an  empty  and  powerle»  sign.    These  views  he  dis- 
Beminated  among  his  numerous  pupils  at  Tours  and  Angers,  without 
for  some  time  meeting  with  opposition.    But  when  he  expressed  them 
in  an   epistle   addressed  to  Lanfranc,  that  divine   entered   the   lists 
against  him.     At  a  synod  held  in  Borne  (1050),  he  was  condemned 
unheard ;  at  another  synod  held  the  same  year  at  Vercelli,  before  which 
Berengar  would  have  appeared,  if  in  the  meantime  he  had  not  been 
imprisoned  in  France,  the  tractate  of  Ratramnus  on  the  Eucharist 
(which  was  erroneously  ascribed  to  Erigena)  was,  in  an  excess  of  zeal, 
torn  to  pieces  and  consigned  to  the  flames,  and  the  views  of  Berengar 
were  again  condemned.     Meantime  Berengar  had,  by  the  intercession 
of  influential  friends,  been  restored  to  liberty,  and  made  the  acquaint- 
ance of  Ilildebrand,  at  that  period  legate  of  the  Pope.     While  Ililde- 
brand  believed  the  simple  doctrine  of  the  scriptures,  that  the  bread  and 
wine  in  the  sacrament  were  really  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ,  he 
probably  took  a  middle  view,  equally  avoiding  the  gross  literalism  of 
Radbertus  and  the  opinions  of  Berengar.     The  legate  disapproved  of 
the  fanaticism  displayed  by  the  opponents  of  Berengar,  and  at  a  synod 
held  in  Tours  (1054)  declared  himself  satisfied  with  a  statement  upon 
oath,  that  so  far  from  denying  the  presence  of  Christ  in  the  Eucharist, 
he  regarded  the  c«"»ns<!crated  elements  as  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ. 
But  even  this  formal  acquittal  did  not  satisfy  the  opponents  of  Beren- 
gar. who  accordingly  in  1059  undertook  a  journey  to  Rome,  in  the  hope 
if  aecuring,  through  the  influence  of  Hildebrand,  the  protection  of  tht 
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^apal  See.  His  expectations  were  doomed  to  disappointment,  and  ht 
found  himself  confronted  by  a  powerful  partj,  undei  the  leadership 
of  Cardinal  Humbert,  At  a  synod  held  in  Rome  (1059)  the  nnprinci* 
pled  man  was  obliged  to  consign  his  writings  to  the  flames,  and  to 
subscribe  a  formula  which  in  its  gross  literalism  went  far  beyond  even 
the  expressions  used  by  Radbertus.  On  his  return  to  France  he  re- 
tracted bis  subscription,  and  once  more  defended,  against  Lanfrano 
and  others,  his  former  views.  This  step  excited  a  fresh  storm.  Ililde- 
brand,  who  in  the  meantime  had  been  elevated  to  the  Papacy  (in  1073), 
vainly  endeavoured  to  allay  the  dispute  by  getting  Berengar  to  sub- 
scribe a  formula  which,  in  temperate  language,  asserted  the  real 
presence  in  the  Eucharist.  The  opposite  party  even  ventured  to 
attaint  the  orthodoxy  of  the  Pope  himself;  and  llildebrand  was  obliged, 
at  a  9ecand  synod  held  in  Rome  (1079),  to  insist  upon  a  full  and  un« 
ambiguous  declaration  of  belief  in  the  conversion  of  the  substance  of 
the  elements.  Berengar  was  bold  enough  to  appeal  to  his  private 
interviews  with  the  Pope, — when  Hildebrand  ordered  him  immediately 
to  fall  down  and  abjure  his  errors.  Berengar  tremblingly  obeyed,  and 
was  dismissed  with  testimonials  of  orthodoxy,  and  the  injunction  to 
abstain  from  further  discussions.  Bent  under  the  weight  of  years  and 
sorrows,  he  retired  to  the  island  of  St.  Come,  near  Tours,  where  ho 
lived  in  solitude  and  penitence,  a  rigid  ascetic,  and  died,  in  1088,  at  % 
very  advanced  age,  reconciled  to  the  Church.  —  The  principal  treatise 
of  Berengar,  "  de  Coena  s.  adv.  Lafranc,"  was  discovered  by  Lesaing 
in  the  library  of  WolfenbUttel,  and  has  been  edited  by  VUcher^  Berol. 
1834.  —  (Comp.  Leasing,  Ber.  Turon.  od.  AnkUnd.  e.  wicht.  Werkes 
dess.  (or  Notice  of  an  import.  Tract,  of  his).  Bruns.  1770.  4  ;  H.  Su- 
dendorf^  Ber.  Tur.  od.  e.  Sammlung  ihn  betr.  Br.  (or  a  Collect,  of 
Letters  concern,  him).    Hamb.  1850.) 

3.  Controversies  of  Anaelm, — ^I.  Following  up  his  philoRophical  views 
as  a  Realist,  Anselm  of  Canterbury  deduced  an  ontological  and  d  priori 
ar^^ument  for  the  being  of  a  God,  and  maintained  that  the  idea  of  an 
entirely  perfect  Being  was  inherent  in  reason,  real  existence  forming 
one  of  the  necessary  attributes  of  this  Being.  This  argumentation  he 
embodied  in  two  treatises,  the  Monologium  and  the  ProsJogium.  The 
an  satisfactory  character  of  this  ratiocination,  however,  was  ably  ex* 
pised  by  Gaunilo  of  Marmontiers,  an  Aristotelian  Realist,  who,  in 
answer  to  Anselm,  vrrote  the  "Liber  pro  insipiente"  (as  Anselm  had 
asserted  that  only  an  **  insipiens"  would  deny  that  the  existence  of  God 
Could  be  demonstrated).  Anselm  replied  in  a  tractate  entitled  "  Apo- 
loi^eticus  c.  Gauniionem,"  and  the  discussion  terminated  without  lead- 
ing to  any  definite  result.  —  II.  Of  greater  importance  was  the  contro- 
vorsy  between  Anselm  and  Roscillinus,  a  canon  of  Compiegne.  The 
latter,  a  Nominalist,  asserted  that  our  generic  concepti'^n  of  the  Deity 
wa.<«  only  an  intellectual  abetrsction,  and  that  the  three  Persons  of  the 
G«Kihead  could  not  be  spoken  of  as  Una  Res  (ovoma),  a4  otherwise  they 
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mast  all  have  Itecome  incarnate  in  Christ  In  a  tractate,  entitled  *'  D« 
fide  trinitatis  et  de  incamatione  yerbi  contra  blasphemias  Rucelini/' 
Anselm  showed  the  fallacy  of  this  argumentation.  A  synod  held  at 
Soiasons  in  1092  condemned  Roecellinus  as  a  Tritheist. 


1 103.  SEPARATION  AND  REUNION  OF  DIALECTICS  AND 

MYSTICISM. 

In  the  writings  of  Anselm  dialectics  and  mysticism  had  sti  1 
been  united;  soon  afterwards,  however,  their  champions  were 
marshalled  in  opposite  camps.  The  great  representative  of  dia- 
lectic scepticism  was  Abelardy  a  man  of  singular  boldness  and 
acuteness,  who  had  already  come  victorious  out  of  many  a  con- 
test. But  he  was  obliged  to  succumb  before  his  great  opponent, 
St.  Bernard.  Of  less  importance  was  the  discussion  between 
Bernard  and  Gilbertus  Porretanus. — After  the  defeat  of  Abe- 
lard|  the  tendency  which  he  represented  was  for  a  considerable 
time  in  the  minority,  nor  indeed  did  it  ever  again  assert  itself  in 
the  same  daring  und  reckless  manner.  In  fact,  dialectics  was 
now  chiefly  employed  in  the  support  and  explanation  of  the 
dogmas  of  the  Church.  Thus  mysticism  and  dialectics  were  once 
more  reconciled  and  combined  for  a  common  purpose.  This 
union  was  accomplished  by  Petrus  Lombardus,  so  far  as  dialec- 
tics, and  by  Hugo  of  St.  Victor,  so  far  as  mysticism  was  con- 
cerned. The  combination  proved  mutually  helpful ;  dialectics 
gained  in  depth  and  ardour,  mysticism  acquired  scientific  dis- 
tinctness and  precision.  —  But  even  at  that  time  men  were  not 
wanting  who  perceived  and  exposed  the  defects  and  dangers  of 
scholasticism,  however  much  it  was  in  repute  at  the  period. 
Such  divines  chiefly  inveighed  against  the  neglect  of  Scripture 
in  the  study  of  theology,  against  the  barrenness  of  scholastic 
speculations  so  far  as  the  Christian  life  was  concerned,  and  the 
vain  wrangling  and  pedantry  of  the  schoolmen. 

1.  The  Separation. — Petrus  Abilabd  wasborn  in  1079  at  Palais  in 
Brittany.  In  acuteness,  learning,  dialectic  readiness,  and  boldness  of 
speculation,  as  well  as  in  arrogance  and  disputatiousness,  he  far  sur- 
passed all  his  contemporaries.  In  Paris  he  attended  the  lectures  of 
William  of  ChampeauXy  the  most  celebrated  dialectician  of  his  age. 
But  soon  the  pupil  silenced  his  teacher  in  public  discussion.  Abelard 
settled  in  Melun  near  Paris,  where  thousands  of  students  attended  hif 
prelections.  Soon  afterwards  he  transported  his  school  to  Corbeil  ic 
order  to  be  nearer  Paris,  and  thence  to  the  walls  of  that  oapital.    Noi 
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did  he  eeM6  to  provoke  and  to  Lamble  William,  till  the  lattor  hiid  la 
giye  place  to  him.    In  the  hope  of  attaining  yet  greater  distinction, 
AbeUrd  now  commenced  the  study  of  theology,  under  the  tuition  of 
Anselm  of  Laon,    Yerj  soon,  howcTer,  the  arrogant  student  deemed 
kijBself  superior  to  this  teacher  also.**  He  returned  to  Paris,  where 
ODce  more  a  crowd  of  enthusiastic  students  gathered  around  him.    A 
oaoon,  Fulhertt  engaged  him  to  instruct  his  niece  Heloise  —  a  woman 
equally  distinguished  for  beauty,  talent,  and  learning.    Abelard  gained 
her  affections ;  but  refusing  to  bear  the  name  of  his  wife,  in  order  to 
enable  her  lover  to  attain  the  highest  dignities  in  the  Church,  she  was 
clandestinely  married  to  him.    As  Heloise  persisted  in  denying  this 
marriage,  and  on  that  account  was  harshly  used  by  her  relatives,  Abe- 
lard carried  her  off  to  the  nunnery  of  Argenteuil.     The  revenge  of 
Fulbert  was  fearful;  Abelard  was  surprised  during  the  night,  and 
mutilated.   In  shame  and  despair  he  fled  to  the  monastery  of  St.  Denis ; 
Heloise  took  the  veil  at  Argenteuil.    But  his  former  pupils  followed 
lum  to  St.  Denis ;  and,  yielding  to  their  entreaties,  he  resumed  his  leo* 
tures.     The  supercilious  and  sarcastic  manner  in  which  he  discussed 
(he  doctrines  of  the  Church,  excited  powerful  opposition ;  and  at  the 
Synod  of  Soissotu,  in  1121,  Abelard  was  obliged  to  consign  his  text- 
book on  theology  (Introductio  in  theologiam)  to  the  flames,  and  was 
condemned  to  imprisonment  in  a  monastery.     By  the  intercession  of 
friends,  he  was  again  restored  to  liberty,  and  allowed  to  return  to  St. 
Denis.     But  when  he  published  the  discovery  that  Dionysius  of  Paris 
had  been  a  different  person  from  the  Areopagite,  he  was  exposed  to 
such  violent  persecution  on  the  part  of  the  monks,  as  to  render  it  neces- 
sary for  him  to  flee  into  a  wood  near  Troyes.     Thither  also  his  pupils 
followed,  and  prevailed  upon  him  again  to  resume  his  lectures.     His 
hermitage  became  transformed  into  the  large  Abbacy  of  **  the  Parc^ 
eUte,**     Renewed  persecutions  induced  him  to  transfer  this  cloister  to 
Heloise,  who  in  the  meantime  had  become  Abbess  of  Argenteuil,  in 
which  capacity  she  had  met  with  opposition  from  her  nuns.     Abelard 
himself  became  abbot  of  a  monastery  in  Brittany.     After  having  for 
eight  years  vainly  endeavoured  to  restore  its  monastic  discipline,  he 
once  more  appeared  as  teacher  at  St  Genevieve,  near  Paris.    He  wrote 
a  work  on  ethics,  entitled  "  Scito  te  ipsum ;"   re-edited  his  former 
manual,  under  the  title  *'  Theologies  ChristiansD  LI.  Y. ;"  and,  by  way 
of  exposing  the  follies  of  traditionalism,  composed  a  tractate,  **  Sic  et 
non,"  which  presented  in  juxtaposition  a  number  of  contradictory  pas- 
sages from  the  Fathers.    His  prelections  excited  great  sensations.    St, 
Bernard  was  now  induced  to  oppose  views  which  were  deemed  so  dan- 
gerous.    At  a  synod  held  in  Sens  (1140),  Abelard  was  declared  a 
heretic.     Pope  Innocent  IL  condemned  the  writings  impeached  to  the 
flames,  and  their  author  to  imprisonment  in  a  monastery.     His  last 
years  were  spent  in  retirement  at  Clugny,  where,  by  intercourse  with 
Fder  the  Venerable,  his  spirit  mellowed.    Ultimately  a  reconciliation 
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was  also  effected  between  bim  and  St.  Bernard.  He  died  in  lI42.-« 
Reversing  tbe  statements  of  Augustine  and  of  Anselm,  tbat  faitb  must 
preoede  knowledge,  Abelard  maintained  tbat  only  what  was  known 
oould  be  believed.  Though  professedly  aiming  to  employ  dialectics  in 
defence  of  the  teaching  of  the  Church,  yet,  as  he  commenced  by  calling 
everything  in  question,  he  transformed  each  dogma  into  a  problem 
which  required  to  be  proved  before  it  could  be  received.  Thus  faith 
became  merely  an  intellectual  act,  while  at  the  same  time  the  objects 
of  faith  were  frequently  narrowed  to  bring  them  in  accordance  with 
tbe  requirements  of  supposed  rationality.  This  remark  applies  espe- 
cially to  the  views  of  Abelard  about  the  Trinity,  which  little  differed 
from  the  ancient  heresy  of  Sabellian  Modalism. — (Coup.  F.  C.  Schlo9' 
ser,  Abalard  u.  Dulcin,  Leben  e.  SchwUrmers  u.  e.  Philosophen.  Goth. 
1807.—.^.  WUkcns,  Pet.  AbUl.  Brem.  1855.  — Jf.  Carriere,  Ab.  u. 
Heloise.  Giessen.  1844. — J.  L.  Jacohi,  Ab.  n.  Hel.  Berl.  1850. 

Gilbert  de  la  Porree  (Porretanus)  —  teacher  of  theology  at  Paria, 
and  from  1142  Bishop  of  Poictiers,  o&.  1154  —  soon  afterwards  excited 
a  fresh  controversy.  A  rigid  Realist,  he  was  led  to  ascribe  such  real 
existence  to  the  vniversale  God,  that  in  his  hands  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity  became  almost  transformed  into  one  of  Quatemity.  His  views 
were  opposed  by  St.  Bernard,  and  condemned  by  the  S^piod  of  RheifM 
in  1148  ;  but  Gilbert  himself  was  not  further  molested. 

History  has  recorded  the  names  of  few  personages  who  exercised  a 
greater  influence  on  their  cotemporaries,  than  Bernard  of  Clairyaux 
(I  98,  2) ;  ob.  1153.  Regarded  in  popular  esteem  as  able  to  work 
miracles,  and  endowed  with  a  gift  of  rare  eloquence,  he  was  both  the 
support  and  the  reprover  of  the  vicars  of  Christ,  and,  while  restoring 
peace  amon^  princes,  ever  stood  forward  an  avenger  of  wrongs.  His 
deep  humility  induced  him  to  refuse  ecclesiastical  promotion ;  his 
attachment  to  the  hierarchy  did  not  hinder  his  exp.>8ing  its  many 
abuses  and  scandals ;  the  power  of  his  eloquence  kindled  throughout 
£un>pe  the  enthusiasm  requisite  for  a  secimd  crusade,  and  restored 
mauv  heretics  and  fanatics  to  the  bosom  of  the  Church.  While  him- 
self  seeking  heavenly  things,  and  leading  a  life  of  contemplation, 
prayer,  and  study,  he  seemed  almost  to  rule  upon  earth,  and,  by  hia 
advice,  admonition,  and  reproof,  influenced  all  departments  and  rela- 
tionships. In  him  sincere  attachment  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
was  c^nnbined  with  ardent  mysticism  of  a  practical  and  contemplative 
charaotor.  Like  Abelard,  he  controverted  the  great  theological  axiom 
of  Auj^lm — only  fn>m  a  different  point  of  view.  The  theology  which 
he  loveii  was  not  one  whose  great  object  it  was  to  elevate  faith  into 
knowlerlce  by  means  of  speculation,  but  rather  to  make  the  light  of 
faith  more  clear  and  bright  by  saoctification  of  the  heiut  and  life.  Not 
ttiat  Bernard  was  opposed  to  scientific  reeearches:  but  the  dialectio 
wrangling  of  an  Abelard,  which  recklessly  undermined  the  eternal 
$>andations  of  saving  tmth,  in  order  to  rear  them  a|;ain  in  a  mannev 
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oottformable  to  his  ideas  and  for  purposes  of  self-exaltation,  appeared 
to  kim  equally  destroctive  of  all  true  theology  and  of  the  sanctifying 
ioflaences  of  faith.  In  his  view  only  a  theology  of  the  heart,  based 
on  inward  piety,  and  fostered  by  prayer,  contemplation,  inward  en- 
lightenment, and  sanctification,  constituted  true  divinity.  (Tantutf 
Deus  cognoscitur,  quantum  diligitur. — Orando  facilius  quam  disputando 
et  dignius  Deus  quaeritur  et  invenitur.)  During  his  discussion  with 
Abelard  he  wrote  the  **  Tractatus  de  Erroribus  Petri  Abselardi."  Among 
his  other  works  the  most  important  is  that  **de  Consideratione  LI.  V.," 
in  which,  with  the  affection  of  a  friend,  the  earncRtness  of  a  teacher, 
and  the  boldness  of  a  prophet,  he  set  before  Pope  Eugene  III.  both  the 
daties  and  the  dangers  of  his  pORition.  All  the  depth  and  ardour  of 
his  devout  mysticism  found  utterance  in  his  commentary  on  the  Book 
of  Canticles.  Bernard  was  canonized  by  Alexander  III.  in  1173,  and 
in  1830  Pope  Pius  VIII.  solemnly  received  him  into  the  number  of  the 
great  Latin  Fathers  (Doctores  ecclcsiae:  Ambrose,  Jerome,  Augustine, 
Gregory  the  Great). — (Coup.  Keander^  The  Life  and  Times  of  St.  Ber- 
nard; transl.  by  Matilda  Wrench,  Lond.  1843. —  C.  Ellendorf,  Bemh. 
V.  Clairvaux  u.  s.  Zeitalt.  Essen  1837.  —  Th.  Ratishonney  Hist,  de  S. 
Bemarde.  2  Vols.  Par.) 

2.  Recaneiiiaium.  —  Among  the  seats  of  learning  in  which  it  was 
attempted  to  combine  scholasticism  with  mysticism,  the  most  distin- 
guished was  that  *'a  Sancto  Victore,''  a  monastery  at  Paris,  which 
William  ofChampeaux  founded  after  he  had  given  way  before  Abelard. 
But  this  new  school  may  be  said  to  have  originated  with  Uuoo  a  St. 
VicTOBK,  the  scion  of  a  noble  German  family,  a  friend  of  St.  Bernard, 
and  the  real  successor  of  Anselm.  His  cotemporaries  were  wont  to 
designate  him  as  *'  alter  Augustinus,''  or  **  lingua  Augustini.*'  Tantum 
Dens  cognoscitur,  quantum  diligitur.  Tantum  de  veritate  quisque 
potest  videre,  quantum  ipse  est.)  Hugo  was  one  of  the  profoundcst 
thinkers  of  the  Middle  Ages,  a  man  of  great  learning,  enthusiastically 
devoted  to  study,  and  at  the  same  time  of  warm  and  deep  nffoctions. 
Though  carried  off  in  the  prime  of  life,  he  exercised  a  beneficial  influ- 
ence upon  his  age,  on  which  he  left  the  impress  of  his  mind  (oh.  1141). 
His  principal  work  is  entitled :  De  sacramentis  fidei  christianao  LI.  II. 
(CoMP.  A.  Liebner,  Hugo  v.  St.  Victor  u.  d.  theol.  Richtungen  sr.  Zeit. 
Leips.  1832.) — The  exposure  of  Abelard's  errors  and  his  condemnation, 
mado  professed  students  of  dialectics  more  careful ;  they  adhered  more 
closely  to  the  dogmas  of  the  Church,  wl^ch  they  endeavoured  to  explain 
and  support,  and,  after  the  precedent  of  Augustine  and  Anselm,  intro- 
duced certain  mystical  elements  into  their  favourite  science.  Among 
the  representatives  of  this  school,  Petrus  Lombardus,  teacher,  and 
from  1159  Bishop  of  Paris  (ob.  11&4),  was  the  most  celebrated.  Like 
Uogo,  whom  he  surpassed  in  dialectic  talent,  but  not  in  depth  of  intel- 
leeior  of  he^rt,  he  was  a  friend  of  St.  Bernard.  His  celebrated  manual 
of  doguttaties  (Sententiamm  LI.  IV,),  which  procured  for  him  the  title 
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"  magister  Bententiarum,"  consists  of  a  collection  of  doctrinal  statementt 
from  the  Fathers,  strung  together  and  connected  by  the  author  acvH>rd« 
ing  to  the  favourite  dialectic  method.  Himself  was  wont  to  compare 
his  work  t)  the  widow's  mite  cast  into  the  treasury  of  the  Church ;  but 
it  became  the  great  standard  of  orthodoxy  during  the  Middle  AgeSi 
was  frequently  edited  with  commentaries,  and  finally  obtained  thf 
Rolemn  sanction  of  the  Church  at  the  Lateran  Council  in  1215.  Besides 
Lombardus,  Alakus  ab  Insults  deserves  special  mention.  He  wae 
born  at  Lille  or  Ryssel  (Lat.  Insulse),  educated  under  Bernard  of  Clair- 
vaux,  and  afterwards  became  Rector  of  the  University  of  Paris  and 
Bishop  of  Auxerre.  Alanus  died  in  1203  at  Clairvaux,  whither  he  had 
retired  in  1167.  A  peculiarity  in  that  writer  was  his  strictly  mathe- 
matical method  of  demonstration  (almost  like  that  of  the  school  of 
Wolf  in  the  eighteenth  century).  Among  other  tractates,  he  wrote 
'*  de  fide  catholica  contra  Waldenses,  Albigenses,  Judseos  et  Paganos 
B.  Mohametanos." 

3.  Renewed  Controversies,  —  After  the  death  of  Hugo  the  school  of 
St.  Victor  gradually  gave  up  its  former  interest  in  dialectics.  Even 
the  successor  of  Hugo,  Richard  a  St.  Yictore  (oh,  1173),  characterized 
the  method  of  Lombardus  as  too  dry  and  barren  (comp.  EngelJiardt, 
Rich,  of  St.  Vict,  and  John  Ruysbroek.  Erl.  1838).  — The  following 
abbot,  Walter  op  St.  Victor,  published,  in  1180,  a  virulent  tractate, 
'*  Contra  quatuor  labyrinthos  Francise  s.  contra  manifestas  hssreses, 
quas  Aba}lardus,  Lombardus,  Petrus  Pictaviensis  et  Gilbertus  Porre- 
tanus  libris  sententiarum  suarum  acuunt,  limant,  roborant  LI.  IV." 
He  accused  Lombardus  of  Nihilism,  because  he  had  maintained  that 
since  the  human  nature  of  Christ  was  impersonal,  He  was  in  that 
respect  not  an  aliquid,  t.  e.,  an  individual. — More  moderate  in  the  tone 
of  his  opposition  was  John  of  Salisbury,  the  faithful  friend  of  St. 
Becket,  and  afterwards  Bishop  of  Chartres  (ob,  1182).  In  his  **Poly- 
craticus  s.  de  nugis  curialium  et  vestigiis  philosophorum  LI.  VIII."  he 
predicted  that,  in  its  anxiety  for  scientific  form,  scholasticism  would  by 
and  by  lose  all  divine  substance.  (Comp.  H.  Eeuier,  John  of  Sal. 
Berl.  1843.)  —  Petrus  Cantor,  teacher  of  theology  at  Paris,  and  after- 
wards Bishop  of  Tournay  (ob,  1197),  showed,  in  his  **  Summa  Theolo- 
gian," that  all  the  doctrines  necessary  for  salvation  might  and  should 
be  deduced  directly  from  the  Scriptures.  The  Commentaries  on  Isaiah 
and  on  the  Epistles  of  Paul,  which  IIerveus  of  Bourgdieu,  aBenedictine, 
published  about  1130,  contained  a  most  accurate  and  clear  exposition 
of  the  doctrine  of  justification  by  faith.  —  More  earnestly  than  any 
other  divine  in  the  Middle  Ages,  Rupert,  Abbot  of  Deutz,  at  the 
beginning  of  this  century,  insisted  on  the  necessity  of  studying  the 
Word  of  God.  To  him  the  Bible  appeared  the  great  text-book  for  all 
ages  and  peoples,  and  the  field  where  the  precious  pearl  of  salvatioQ 
lay  concealed,  which  eiery  person,  whose  vision  faith  had  enlightened, 
might  there  discover.    But  with  all  his  veneration  f  \t  t^e  Scriptiir«B| 
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He  saw  not  the  absolute  necessity  of  eliciting,  in  the  first  placf),  the 
literal  meaning  of  the  text,  and  rather  endeavoured  by  meats  of  alle- 
gorical interpretaions  to  bring  out  the  dogmatic  and  mystic  import  of 
the  Word,  although  he  seems  to  have  consulted  the  Hebrew  and  Greek 
text.  Rupert  wrote  commentaries  on  most  of  the  Biblical  books,  an 
explanation  of  the  Liturgy  (de  Divinis  officiis],  a  "Dialogus  intei 
Christianum  et  Judseum,''  etc.  On  the  subject  of  the  Eucharist,  he 
adopted  the  view  known  as  that  of  consubstantiation  (since  it  wafi 
not  the  way  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  "destruere  vel  corrumpere  substantiam, 
quam  in  usus  sues  assumit,  sed  substantise,  permanenti  quod  erat, 
invisibiliter  adjicere,  quod  non  erat").     Rupert  died  in  1135. 

4.  The  most  celebrated  among  the  Historians  of  this  century  were : 
Sigbertus  Gembla<:ensis,  monk  at  Gemblours,  ob,  1113 ;  Oihoy  Bishop 
of  Freisingen,  ob,  1158,  the  author  of  a  Chronicon  in  eight  books : 
Martinus  GalluSy  c.  1113,  (Chron.  Polonorum)  ;  Cosmos  Pragensis,  ob. 
1125,  (Chron.  Bremor.) ;  Hdmold,  c.  1170,  (Chron.  Slavorum) ;  an 
English  Benedictine,  Odericus  Viialis,  of  Normandy,  who  wrote  a  hist, 
ecclest.  in  thirteen  books,  and  Hist.  Normannorum  LI.  13 ;  William  of 
Malmesbury,  ob,  1143,  (de  reb.  gest.  Anglorum ;  de  reb.  gest.  Pontiff. 
Anglor.,  etc.). 

{  104.  HIGHEST  STAGE  OF  SCHOLASTICISM  (13TH  CENT.). 

Mediflsval  Theology  attained  its  highest  stage  in  the  thirteenth 
century.  After  the  defeat  of  William  of  St.  Araour  (§  98,  4), 
the  direction  of  theological  studies  was  almost  wholly  left  to  the 
Dominican  and  Franciscan  monks.  Scholasticism,  which  hnd 
now  pot  rid  of  all  sceptical  tendencies,  was  chiefly  cultivated  in 
the  Uniyersity  of  Paris.  The  introduction  of  the  writings  of 
Aristotle,  which  had  lately  been  imported  from  the  seats  of 
Moorish  literature  in  Spain  r§  100,  2),  gave  a  considerable  im- 
pulse to  the  laboars  of  the  schoolmen.  The  variety  and  richness 
of  form  characteristic  of  that  philosophy  became  now  for  the  first 
time  fully  known.  These  logical  forms  were  adopted  and  em- 
ployed in  the  construction  of  systems  of  dogmatics,  and  afforded 
opportunity  for  all  the  acutcness  and  ingenuity  of  the  schoolmen. 
Scholasticism  addressed  itself  exclusively  to  the  elucidation  of 
ecclesiastical  dogmas  by  means  of  the  philosophy  of  Aristotle. 
To  Scripture  these  divines  appealed  not ;  yet,  withal,  it  was  not 
wholly  forgotten  that  the  Bible  alone  was  the  source  and 
ultimate  groni\d  of  all  belief;  and  even  in  the  thirteenth  century, 
those  were  not  wanting  who  insisted  on  bringing  back  theology 
to  ihn  its  great  standard  of  anthority.  —  (Cf.  §  116,  &c  ).* 
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1.  The  most  celebrated  scholastics  of  this  century  were :  — 

(1.)  Alexander  Halesius,  educated  at  HiUes  in  England,  surnamM 
"Doctor  irrefragabilis/'  the  first  Franciscan  professor  at  Paris;  o6« 
1245.  He  wn)te  commentaries  on  Aristotle,  and  on  the  sentences  of 
Lombardus  (Summa  theologize  universse,  in  four  books).  He  was  the 
first  to  assign  to  the  philosophy  of  Aristotle  its  peculiar  authority,  so 
far  as  form  was  concerned ;  on  which  ground  he  has  been  called  the 
first  scholastic  (in  the  narrower  sense).  This  method  of  discussing 
theological  subjects  became  now  prevailing ;  and  his  successors  wer» 
called  Summists,  as  those  of  Lombardus  had  been  called  Senteniiaries, 

(2.)  Albertus  Magnus,  born  Count  of  Bollstadt  in  Swabia,  a  Domini- 
can, and  teacher  of  theology  at  Paris  and  Cologne,  afterwards  Bishop 
of  Regensburg ;  ob.  1280,  at  a  very  advanced  age.  He  surpassed  all 
other  scholastics  in  learning,  being  equally  conversant  with  philosophy, 
theology,  natural  sciences,  and  even  cabalistic  lore.  This  mass  of 
knowledge  he  had  acquired  with  much  labour ;  but  as  he  had  never 
repaired  to  the  great  fountains  of  Scripture  and  nature,  his  learning 
was  of  little  real  value.  The  people,  however,  regarded  him  as  a 
magician.  So  far  as  individuality  and  native  talent  are  concerned,  he 
was  much  below  the  average  of  the  great  men  of  his  age.  The  edition 
of  his  works  published  at  Leyden,  in  1651,  consists  of  twenty-one  folio 
vols. ;  among  them,  five  volumes  of  commentaries  on  Aristotle,  three 
vols,  on  Lombardus,  a  Summa  Theol.  in  2  vols.,  and  a  number  of 
works  on  natural  science.  —  (Cf.  J,  Sighartf  Alb.  M.,  s.  Leben  u.  s. 
Wsch.  Regensb.  1857). 

(3.)  The  great  ornament  of  the  Franciscans,  Johannes  Fidanza, 
better  known  by  the  name  of  Bonaventura,  commenced  his  lectures 
on  theology  in  Paris  the  same  day  on  which  Thomas  Aquinas  occupied 
for  the  first  time  the  chair  among  the  Dominicans  (1253).  These  two 
divines  successfully  resisted  the  opposition  of  William  of  St,  Amour. 
In  gratitude  for  the  service.  Bonaventura  was  chosen  general  of  his 
order  (1250),  and  in  1273  Gregory  X.  appointed  him  Cardinal-Bishop 
of  Ostia.  By  desire  of  the  Pope,  he  attended  the  Council  of  Lyons  in 
1274  (?07.  4).  and  took  an  active  part  in  its  deliberations,  but  died 
before  its  close  (1274).  A  f*^w  years  later  he  was  canonized,  and  in 
1587  Sixtus  V.  added  his  name  to  those  of  the  Church-teachers.  When 
still  a  youth,  his  instructor  designated  him  a  *'  verus  Israelita,  in  quo 
Adam  non  poccasse  videtur ; "  while  his  cotemporaries,  in  their  admira- 
tion of  his  "  angelic  purity,"  styled  him  "  Doctor  seraphicus."  His 
writings  have  chiefly  a  practical  bearing,  and  in  his  case  dialectics 
were  always  combined  with  a  deep  mystic  tendency.  His  works 
(Rom.  1588)  are  comprised  in  eight  folio  vols. 

(4.)  By  far  the  ablest  of  the  sehoolmen  was  Tboxas  Aquinas 
(Doctor  angelicus).  He  was  the  son  of  a  Count  of  Aquino  in  Calabria : 
I^H^ame  Dominican  and  a  pupil  of  Albertus  Magnus,  and  afterward.* 
isacher  in  Cnl.^gne,  Paris,  and  Rome,  whence  he  retired  into  9.  Domini 
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tan  monastery  at  Naples.  OregpTy  X.  requested  bim  to  attend  the 
Cmuieil  of  Lyons ;  bat  he  died  suddenly  soon  after  leaving  Naples, 
perhaps  from  the  effects  of  poison  administered  to  him  by  order  of  his 
sovereign,  Charles  of  Sicily  (1274).  He  was  canonized,  and  ranked 
among  the  Fathers.  Aquinas  was  undi  ubtedly  the  most  profound  and 
acute  thinker  of  his  age,  exceedingly  popular  as  a  preacher,  and 
equally  enthusiastic  in  his  attachment  to  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
and  in  the  prosecution  of  philosophical  investigations.  An  admirer 
and  disciple  of  Augustine,  he  inclined  towards  mysticism,  and  was  dis- 
tinguished for  genuine  and  deep  piety.  His  principal  work,  the 
**  Summa  TheologisB/'  is  in  many  respects  a  model  for  dogmatic 
compositions.  He  also  wrote  a  commentary  on  Lombardus,  a  valuable 
controversial  tractate  directed  against  the  Jews  and  Mohammedans 
(Samraa  fidei  catholicse  contra  Gentiles),  commentaries  on  Aristotle, 
and  a  *•  Catena  aurea''  on  the  Gospels.  (Comp.  Hoertdt  Thomas  Aqu. 
u.  s.  Z.  Augsb.  1846.  —  D,  Metterdeiierf  Gesch.  d.  h.  Th.  v.  Aq. 
Begensb.  1856.  —  K.  Werner,  d.  h.  Thom.  v.  Aq.  Regensb.  1859. — /. 
N.  P.  OUckinger,  d.  specul.  Theol.  d.  h.  Th.  v.  Aq.  Landsh.  1859). 

(5.)  The  fame  of  St.  Thomas,  which  shed  fresh  lustre  upon  the  Order 
of  the  Dominicans,  excited  the  jealousy  of  the  Franciscans.  At  length 
one  of  their  own  number  appeared  to  rival  the  honours  of  Aquinas. 
John  Duns  Scotus,  called  **  Doctor  subtilis,''  was  inferior  to  Aquinas 
in  acuteness  and  moral  depth,  though  not  in  dialectic  talent.  His  sub- 
dlty  in  analysing  and  developing  ideas  was  specially  vaunted ;  but  his 
ecclesiastical  orthodoxy  was  not  free  from  suspicion,  while  occasionally 
he  laid  himself  open  to  the  charge  (»f  propounding  rationalistic  views. 
He  was  teacher  at  Oxford,  Paris,  and  Cologne,  where  he  died  in  1308. 

The  views  held  by  these  two  teachers  were  afterwards  adopted  by 
their  respective  orders,  and  rigidly  adhered  to  and  defended.    Accord- 
ingly the  Dominicans  were  called  Thomists,  and  the  Franciscans  Scot- 
ists.     In  philosophy  both  orders  were  Realists — only  that  the  Domini- 
cans were  Aristotelians,  the  Franciscans  Platonists.     More  important 
were  their  differences  in  theology.     The  Thomists  adhered  strictly  to 
the  tenets  of  the  Church,  while  the  Scotists  were  rationalistic  in  some 
of  their  views.    On  the  doctrines  of  human  depravity  and  of  grace, 
the  Thomists  held  moderate  Augustinian,  the  Scotists  semi-Pelagian 
opinions.    The  Dominicans  adopted  the  views  of  Anselm  on  the  aton»^ 
ment  —  the  merits  of  Christ  as  the  God-man  were  of  infinite  value 
(satisfactio  superabundans),  and  hence  in  themselves  a  sufficient  equiva- 
lent for  oar  redemption.     The  Scotists,  on  the  other  hand,  maintained 
that  the  merits  of  Christ  were  an  equivalent  for  our  redemption,  not  ic 
themselves,  but  only  in  consequence  of  the  declaration  of  God  that  He 
Accepted  them  as  such  (acceptatio  gratuita).     Lastly,  the  Franciscani 
were  strenuous  advocates  of  the  Immaculate  Conception  )f  the  Virgin 
Mary  (J  105, 2)^^  view  easily  accounted  for  from  their  leaning  towardt 
Pelagianism,  while  the  Dominicans  rejected  this  dogma. 
37* 
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2.  Eaimundua  LuUus  may  be  designated  *'  the  reformer  of  the  Rcht^ 
lastic  method"  His  zeal  for  missionary  work  (2  93,  5)  made  him 
anxious  to  devise  some  method  more  suitable  for  demonstiating  the 
truths  of  the  Gospel.  After  considerable  labour,  he  succeeded  in  in- 
venting a  process  by  which — at  least  in  his  opinion — the  highest  truthi 
might  be  made  patent  to  the  weakest  capacity,  by  using  certain  letters 
and  figures  to  represent  ideas  and  their  connections.  This  method  he 
called  **  ars  magna''  or  "  generalis,"  and  largely  employed  it  in  his 
discussions  with  the  Saracens.  He  also  translated  into  Arabic  the 
work  in  which  he  explained  his  new  method. 

3.  Among  the  divines  who  were  opposed  to  scholasticism,  and  in  its 
stead  insisted  on  the  necessity  of  studying  the  Bible,  we  mention : 

(1.)  Robert  Grosshead,  teacher  at  Oxford,  and  afterwards  Bishop 
of  Lincoln  (oh.  1253),  —  a  prelate  equally  eminent  for  personal  worth, 
and  for  his  reform  of  many  abuses  in  his  diocese. 

(2.)  Roger  Bacon  (Doctor  mirabilis),  a  pupil  of  Grosshead  and  a 
teacher  at  Oxford  (ob,  1294).  He  was  undoubtedly  the  most  learned 
man  in  the  Middle  Ages ;  thoroughly  versed  in  Latin,  Greek,  Hebrew, 
and  Arabic,  and  conversant  with  mathematics,  the  natural  sciences, 
astronomy,  and  even  medicine.  With  equal  clearness  and  openness, 
he  pointed  out  the  defects  and  dangers  of  scholasticism,  and  at  the 
same  time  insisted  on  the  necessity  of  studying  the  Scriptures  in  the 
original.  In  return  for  these  bold  assertions  he  was  charged  with 
heresy  and  magic,  and  had  to  spend  great  part  of  his  life  within  pri- 
son-walls. The  only  one  of  his  cotemporaries  who  seems  to  have  un- 
derstood and  admired  the  genius  of  Bacon,  was  Pope  Clement  IV,,  who 
as  legate  had  made  his  acquaintance  in  England,  and  afterwards  re- 
stored him  to  liberty. 

(3.)  Robert  of  Sorbonne  in  Champagne,  a  teacher  and  canon  at 
Paris,  and  the  founder  of  the  Sorbonne  (originally  a  seminary  for  poor 
young  secular  priests,  but  which  soon  acquired  such  fame  that  it  be- 
came the  theological  faculty  of  the  University).  Robert  earnestly 
recommended  his  hearers  to  prosecute  zealously  the  study  of  the  Bible. 

(4.)  Hugo  a  St.Caro  (de  St.  Chers,  a  suburb  of  Vienno),  a  Domini- 
can and  cardinal  (ob.  1260).  This  divine  likewise  insisted  on  the 
necessity  of  having  continual  recourse  to  the  Scriptures,  and  endea- 
voured to  promote  their  study  by  publishing  a  **  Postilla  (Commentary) 
in  universa  Biblia,"  and  a  "  Concordantia  Bibliorum."  To  his  labours 
we  also  owe  our  present  division  of  the  Bible  into  chapters. 

(5.)  Raymund  Martini,  a  Dominican  of  Barcelona  (ob,  after  1286), 
was  untiring  in  his  labours  for  the  conversion  of  Jews  and  Mobamme> 
dans,  spoke  Hebrew  and  Arabic  as  fluently  as  Latin,  and  wrote:  Pugio 
fidei  contra  Mauros  et  Judseos. 

4.  As  a  precursor  of  German  Mysticism j  which  was  in  its  full  bloom 
in  the  fourteenth  century  (J  117),  we  must  name  David  of  Auosburg, 
fceacher  of  theology,  and  master  of  novitiates,  in  the  Franciscan  mon 
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Mteiy  at  Aagsbarg  {ob.  1271).  His  writings,  partly  in  Latin,  partly 
in  German,  are  introductions  and  treatises  upon  contemplative,  mystio 
isceticism,  equally  distinguished  by  depth  and  fervour,  as  by  pioua 
earnestness  and  meek  humility.  The  German  portions  especially  (in 
Pfeiffer*s  dentsch.  Mystikern  d.  14.  Jahrh.  Bd.  I.  Lpz.  1845)  combine, 
with  excellence  of  matter,  the  attractions  of  beautiful  and  flowing  lan- 
guage, and  belong  to  the  choicest  productions  of  any  age. 

5.  Among  the  distinguished  Historians  of  that  century  arc :  Arnold 
of  Luhfk,  oh,  1212  (Chron.  Slavorum),  Alberi<;h,  a  monk  of  Drlibek  or 
Tres-fontes,  at  Liege  (Chron.  to  1241),  Matthew  Paris,  a  monk  of  St. 
Alban's,  England,  ob,  1259  (Hist.  Major),  and  Martin  Folonus,  who 
died  as  designated  Bishop  of  Gnesen,  1278  (Chron.) ;  William  de  Nan* 
gis,  a  monk  of  St.  Denis,  ob,  1302  (Chron.). 


IV.  THE  CHURCH  AND  THE  PEOPLE, 

{  105.  PUBLIC  WORSHIP  AND  THE  FINE  ARTS. 

In  the  services  of  the  Church,  preaching  occupied  a  subordi- 
nate place,  chiefly  owing  to  the  ignorance  of  the  priesthood.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  externalism  in  religion  prevalent  among  the 
people  rendered  this  want  comparatively  less  felt.  Popes  and 
synods,  however,  insisted  on  the  necessity  of  employing  priests 
capable  of  teaching ;  and  the  sermons  of  the  Franciscans  and 
Dominicans  were  eagerly  listened  to  by  multitudes.  Except  iri 
Spain,  the  Romish  Liturgy  was  now  everywhere  introduced. 
At  a  synod  held  in  Toledo  (1088),  an  attempt  was  made  to  set 
aside  the  old  Mozarabic  Ritual  (§  89,  1).  But  the  people  were 
violently  opposed  to  such  a  change ;  and  the  decisions  of  a  trial 
by  single  combat  and  of  the  ordeal  by  fire  were  equally  in  favour 
of  the  established  order.  After  that,  both  liturgies  were  used. 
The  old  Slavonic  Ilitual  had  been  abolished  in  Moravia  and 


Bohemia  so  early  as  the  tenth  century.  The  Latin  was  and 
eontinuea  tne  ecclesiastical  language  of  all  countries.  —  The 
worship  of  saints,  of  relics  and  of  images,  came  more  and  more 
into  vogue,  and  at  last  formed  the  principal  part  of  the  devotions. 

1.  New  zeal  for  preaching  kindled  with  the  revival  of  monasticism 
from  the  t«Dth  century,  especially  among  the  Cluniacensians  and  Cifr 
tercians;  hit  these  Orders,  from  the  thirteenth  century  allowed  thei> 
reputation,  in  this  respect  also,  to  pass  over  to  the  Franciscans  and 
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Pominicans.  Nearly  all  the  heroes  of  monasticism  and  scholastidsA 
acquired  renown,  likewise,  as  preachers.  In  ordinary  public  worshi]^ 
the  sermon,  when  one  was  delivered,  was  preached  in  Latin.  But 
where  the  design  was  to  work  upon  the  people  (sermons  calling  tc  r^ 
pentance,  advocating  crusades),  the  vernacular  was,  of  course,  em- 
ployed. Then  such  crowds  pressed  to  hear,  that  few  churches  could 
hold  them.  St.  Bernard  is  expressly  said  co  have  preached  in  French. 
But  of  all  mediaeval  preachers,  none  equalled  in  depth,  fervour,  sim- 
plicity, power,  impressiveness,  and  popular  style,  Berthold  of  Regens- 
BURG,  the  pupil  and  friend  of  David  of  Augsburg  (|  104,  4) ;  he  used 
the  German,  went  from  town  to  town,  and  often  had  100,000  hearers. 
His  themes  were:  the  grace  of  God  in  Christ,  the  abuse  of  indulgences, 
false  confidence  in  saints,  the  madness  of  trusting  in  pilgrimages,  etc. 
[ob.  1272).  A  complete  edition  of  his  sermons  has  been  prepared  by 
jyeiffer,  Yien.  1862.  In  regard  to  their  language,  also,  thoy  are  in- 
valuable treasure,  and  a  glorious  evidence  of  the  power,  depth,  plea- 
santness, and  euphony  of  the  German  of  that  age. — As  yet,  the  viewb 
of  divines  on  the  subject  of  the  Sacraments  were  far  from  settled. 
Petrus  Damiani  computed  their  number  at  twelve  ;"ix>7/i6art/u«  reduced 
them  to  seven,  and  his  influence  prevailed  in  this  respect  also  (the 
seven  Sacraments:  Baptism,  Confirmation,  the  Eucharist,  Penance, 
Extreme  Unction,  Marriage,  and  Ordination).  At  the  Fourth  Lateran 
Council  in  1215,  the  doctrine  of  transuhstantiaiion  was  formally  sanc- 
tioned. Apprehension  lest  some  of  the  blood  of  the  Lord  might  be 
spilt,  led  in  the  twelfth  century  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  cup  from  the 
laity,  which  henceforth  was  given  only  to  priests.  This  alteration  was 
vindicated  on  the  ground  of  what  was  called  *'  concomitantia,"  or  the 
doctrine  that  communicants  necessarily  received  with  the  body  the 
blood  also.  The  practice  of  using  wafers  (the  host),  instead  of  break- 
ing bread,  arose  from  a  similar  anxiety  for  precaution.  At  the  Fourth 
Lateran  Council  it  was  enjoined,  on  pain  of  excommunication,  that 
every  one  of  the  faithful  should  go  to  confession  and  to  the  communion 
at  least  once  a  year,  at  Easter ;  and  auricular  confession  was  declared 
to  be  necessary  before  receiving  absolution.  As  marriage  was  rejrarded 
a  sacrament  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  term,  divorce  was  of  course 
absolutely  prohibited,  even  in  case  of  adultery.  Innocent  ///.,  who 
enacted  this  law,  diminished,  however  (1215),  the  former  excessive 
restrictions,  by  limiting  the  prohibition  of  marriage  to  the  fourth, 
instead  of  the  seventh,  degree  of  consanguinity. 

2.  New  Festivals. — In  honour  of  the  Virgin  (J  57, 2)  a  new  feast  was 
instituted,  under  the  name  of  the  Festival  of  the  Nativity  of  Mary^ 
which  was  celebrated  on  the  8th  September.  Another  ceremonial  in 
connection  with  the  growing  reverence  paid  to  the  Virgin,  was  the 
feast  of  the  Immaculate  Conception^  on  the  8th  December,  which  was 
introduced  in  the  twelfth  century.  It  will  be  remembered  that  Rod* 
htriu9  Ftuehasitu  taught  that  both  the  parturition  of  the  Virgin  and 
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kflr  own  eonception  had  been  exempted  from  the  taint  and  conseqiiencei 
of  original  sin  (2  91,  3).  In  the  twelfth  century  the  canons  of  Lyons 
followed  up  this  idea,  and  in  honour  of  it  instituted  a  festival.  But 
St  Bernard  protested  equally  against  this  doctrine  and  festival,  and 
Bonaventura  and  Thomas  Aquinas  were  also  opposed  to  it.  From  the 
time  of  Duns  Scotus,  the  Franciscans,  however,  again  contended  for 
this  doctrine,  which  only  induced  the  Dominicans  to  oppose  it  all  the 
more  energetically.  Still  the  festival,  at  least,  was  pretty  generally 
observed  during  the  thirteenth  century;  and  in  1389  Clement  YII. 
sanctioned  it  as  one  of  the  regular  feasts  of  the  Church.  In  998  the 
congregation  of  Clugny  introduced  the  Feast  of  All  Sovh  (on  2d  No- 
vember), which  immediately  followed  upon  the  Feast  of  All  Saints  (on 
Ist  November).  Its  object  was  to  procure,  by  the  prayers  of  the  faith- 
ftil,  the  deliverance  of  souls  from  purgatory.  During  the  twelfth  cen- 
tury. Trinity  Day,  being  the  Sunday  after  Pentecost,  was  observed. 
The  doctrine  of  trannubstantiation  gave  rise  to  the  institution  of  Corpus 
Christi  Day.  on  the  Thursday  following  Trinity  Sunday.  It  originated 
in  a  vision  vouchsafed  during  prayer  to  Juliana,  a  pious  nun  of  Liege. 
According  to  her  statement,  she  discerned  the  full  moon  with  a  small 
speck  in  it,  which,  as  was  revealed,  implied  that  among  the  festivals 
of  the  Church  one  was  awanting  in  honour  of  the  ever-recurring  mira- 
cle of  the  Eucharist  (1261).  Urban  lY.  gave  his  sanction  to  its  ob- 
servance ;  but  it  was  not  generally  celebrated  till  1311,  when  Clement 
V.  enjoined  it  as  a  regular  ecclesiastical  festival.  From  that  time  the 
Church  displayed  all  its  pomp  and  splendour  in  the  celebration  of  this 
feast. 

3.  Pilgrimages  to  Rome  and  Palestine  continued  in  the  tenth  century, 
in  spite  of  Roman  misrule  ({  96,  1)  and  the  tyranny  of  the  Seljiks. 
On  the  contrary,  the  expectation  that  the  end  of  the  world  was  at  hand 
({  106,  1),  served  to  increase  the  fanaticism  of  the  people  in  this  re- 
spect; the  crusades  even  assumed  the  form  of  conquering  armies. — The 
ancient  opposition  of  the  Frankish  clergy  to  the  worship  of  images 
seems  to  have  entirely  ceased  in  the  eleventh  century  ({  92,  1).  The 
veneration  now  paid  to  images,  so  far  from  conflicting  with  the  servick 
or  RELICS,  rather  increased  the  former  ardour  for  this  species  of  devo- 
tion. On  their  return  to  Europe,  the  Crusaders  brought  with  them  a 
large  quantity  of  new  relics,  some  of  them  sufficiently  strange  in  char- 
acter. Despite  their  almost  endless  number,  these  articles  continually 
increased  in  value.  Castles  and  domains  were  occasionally  not  consi- 
dered an  exorbitant  price  to  give  for  the  relics  of  some  celebrated 
saint,  which  not  unfrequently  were  stolen  by  devotees  at  the  risk  of 
their  lives.  No  story,  related  by  traffickers  in  relics,  was  too  extrava- 
gant to  be  believed.  Frequent  canonisations — which,  since  the  twelfth 
eentury,  were  considered  the  exclusive  right  of  the  popes  —  furnished 
iver  new  objects  for  the  worship  oj  saints.  Jacobus  a  Voragine,  a 
Dominican  (ob,  1298),  may  be  considered  the  last  writer  of  legends  of 
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the  saints.  His  **  Legenda  aurea"  consists  of  a  colleiXion  of  the  moil 
extraordinary  stories.  Yet  a  French  theologian,  who  had  ventured  tc 
style  the  work  "  Legenda  ferrea,"  was  obliged  publicly  to  retract  from 
the  pulpit  this  insult.  In  the  homage  paid  to  the  Virgin,  the  angelio 
salutation  (Luke  i.  28)  formed  a  principal  part  of  the  devotions.  To 
assist  the  memory  in  the  frequent  repetition  of  this  formula  during  the 
prayers,  the  Dominicans  devised  the  rosary  (the  fundamental  idea 
being  that  a  garland  of  spiritual  roses  was  to  be  formed  from  the  dif- 
ferent prayers).  The  idea  must,  however,  ultimately  be  traced  to 
MacariuSf  a  monk  in  the  fourth  century,  who  took  three  hundred  little 
stones  into  his  lap,  throwing  away  one  of  them  after  each  prayer  —  a 
practice  which  afterwards  was  frequently  imitated.  In  the  monasteries 
Saturday  was  generally  set  apart  in  honour  of  the  blessed  Virgin,  and 
a  special  "Officium  s.  Marias''  celebrated. 

4.  Hymnology,  —  About  the  time  when  scholasticism  attained  its 
highest  stage,  great  progress  was  also  made  in  the  hymnology  of  the 
Church.  The  most  celebrated  among  the  many  religious  poets  of  that 
age  were,  Odo  of  Clugny,  Robert,  King  of  France  ('*Veni  sancte 
Spiritus  et  emitte"),  Petrus  Damiani,  Ahelard,  St,  Bernard,  Adam  of 
St.  Victor,  Bonaventura,  Tliomas  Aquinas,  and  the  two  Franciscans, 
Thomas  of  Celano,  oh.  1260  ("Dies  irae"),  and  Jacobus  de  BenedicUu 
or  Jacoponus,  Giacopone  da  Todi,  oh,  1306  ("Stabat  mater").  The 
last-mentioned  author  was  an  eccentric  enthusiast,  and  frequently  in- 
veighed against  the  clergy  and  Papacy,  especially  against  the  ambition 
of  Boniface  VIII.  When  imprisoned  by  order  of  that  pope,  he  replied 
to  his  taunt,  "  When  will  you  get  out?"  by,  *'  When  you  shall  ^et  in" 
—  a  prediction  which  soon  afterwards  was  accomplished.  —  A  number 
of  hymns  were  also  composed  in  the  vernacular,  although  they  were 
not  employed  in  the  public  services  of  the  Church  (§  89,  2).  Th« 
oldest  German  Easter  hymn  dates  from  the  twelfth  century :  "  Christus 
ist  erstanden  Von  der  Marter  Banden."  Some  of  the  poems  of  the 
" Minne-singers "  in  the  thirteenth  century  had  also  a  religious  bear- 
ing, being  specially  devoted  to  the  celebration  of  the  Virgin,  and  form- 
ing a  kind  of  spiritual  *'  Minne-Songs."  Occasionally  religious  poetry 
was  composed  for  the  use  of  different  classes  —  such  as  pilgrims,  boat- 
men, etc.  —  or  to  be  sung  in  battle.  The  best  of  the  relics  of  German 
popular  hymns,  of  the  thirteenth  century,  is  that  for  Pentecost:  "  Nu 
bitten  wir.  den  heil'gen  Geist."  But  the  twofold  merit  of  introducing 
into  the  public  service  the  German  religious  poetry  already  existing, 
and  of  greatly  adding  to  this  kind  of  literature  and  promoting  its 
spread  among  the  people,  belongs  to  the  heretical  sects  of  that  period 
*ather  than  to  the  Church,  —  St,  Francis  wrote  a  number  of  hymns  in 
Italian.  One  of  these  compositions,  written  in  honour  of  "  brother 
Sun"  (de  b  frate  Sole),  with  characteristic  boldness  of  figure  introduces 
brother  Sun,  sister  Moon,  brother  Wind,  sister  Water,  mother  Earth, 
Mid  lastly   brother  Death,  as  praising  the  Creator.     The  religioim 
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poetrj  of  some  of  tLe  disciples  of  St.  Francis,  however,  was  greatlj 
superior  to  that  of  the  founder  of  their  order.  iVmong  them  we 
hiention  the  names  of  Fra  Pacifico  (formerly  a  troubadour,  whom 
Frederic  II.  had  crowned  poet  laureate),  Bonaventurat  Giacomo  da 
Verona,  ThomoM  da  CelanOy  and  Giacop<me  da  Todi,  The  latter  (and 
not  St.  Francis)  indited  that  hymn  *'  In  foco  amor  mi  mise/'  which 
breathes  such  lu^ent  love  to  the  crucified  Saviour.  (Gomp.  Hoffmann 
r.  FalUrsUben,  Gesch.  d.  deutsch.  Rirchenliedes  bis  auf  Luther  (Ilist. 
of  Germ.  Ch.  Poetry  to  the  Time  of  Luther).  Han.  1854.  —  A,  F. 
Ozatiam,  les  Pontes  Franciscans  en  Italic;  transl.  into  Germ.,  with 
add.,  by  Julius). 

5.  EccUsiastical  Music,  —  The  Gregorian,  or  cantus  firm  us,  soon  fell 
into  decay.  This  result  was  chiefly  owing  to  the  scarcity  and  ex- 
pensiveness  of  the  Antiphonaria,  as  also  to  the  frequent  mistakes 
occurring  in  them,  to  the  difficulty  of  their  system  of  notation,  and  to 
the  paucity  of  regularly  trained  singers.  Errors  committed  in  copying, 
and  even  alterations  or  embellishments  introduced  to  suit  the  tante  of 
some  of  the  professional  singers,  multiplied.  Thus  the  cantus  firmus 
became  by  and  by  a  discantus,  or  cantus Jigvraius  (figuroe  =  embellish- 
ments), and,  instead  of  singing  in  unison,  duets  were  introduced. 
Gradually,  definite  rules  of  harmony,  of  chords  and  intervals,  were 
framed.  The  merit  of  these  improvements  belongs  chiefly  to  Hucbald, 
a  monk  of  Rheims  (about  the  year  900) ;  to  Reginus,  a  German  monk 
(about  the  year  920) ;  and  to  Odo,  Abbot  of  Clugny.  Guido  of  Arezzo 
(10<X)-1050)  invented,  in  room  of  the  curious  Gregorian  mode  of  nota- 
tion, our  present  notes,  which  rendered  it  possible,  along  with  the 
cantus,  to  mark  also  the  discantus  (hence  the  term  counterpoint,  i,  «., 
pnnctum  contra  punctum).  The  measurement  of  the  tones  was  in- 
vented by  Franco  of  Cologne,  about  1200.  The  organ  was  almost 
universally  in  use ;  and  Germany  was  celebrated  as  possessing  the  best 
builders  of,  and  the  ablest  performers  upon,  this  instrument. 

0.  Ecclesiastical  Architecture,  —  (Comp.  H.  Otte,  Ilandb.  d.  kirchl. 
Kunstarchaol.  d.  deutsch.  M.  A.  Leips.  1854.  —  /.  Kreuser,  d.  chr. 
Kirchenbau  (chr.  Eccl.  Archit.).  2  Vols.  Bonn  1851.  —  A.  H,  Springer, 
d.  Bank.  d.  chr.  M.  A.  Bonn  1854.  —  Quairetnire  de  Quijiq/,  HiHt.  de 
la  Vie  et  des  Ouvrages  des  Architectes  du  XI.  S.  jusqu'^  la  fin  du 
XVIII.  2T.  Par.  1832).— The  general  decay  prevailing  during  the 
tenth  century,  and  the  common  expectation  of  the  approaching  end  of 
the  world  at  the  close  of  the  first  1000  years,  operated  unfavourably  on 
the  progress  of  the  fine  arts,  especially  so  far  as  architecture  was  con- 
cerned. But  these  hindrances  were  only  of  a  temporary  character. 
The  Romanesque  style  of  architecture,  which  prevaile<l  chiefly  in  the 
twelfth  century,  originated  in  the  desire  to  give  a  distinctively  German 
mould  to  the  older  forms  of  ecclesiastical  structures.  But  during  the 
entire  period  of  its  prevalence  we  mark  a  continual  progress ;  hence, 


144    SECTION   II.  —  SICONB  PERIOD   (CtNT.  10— IS  ^.  D.) 

while  retaining  its  fundamental  character  as  a  transition  stjle,  it 
appeared  in  forms  more  varied  than  any  other.  In  Romanesque 
architecture  the  ancient  Christian  basilica  still  continued  the  type ;  the 
chief  innovation  consisted  in  introducing  the  vaulted  roof  (especially  in 
the  shape  of  a  cross)  instead  of  the  flat  wooden  roof,  whereby  the  in- 
terior became  more  lofty,  and  gained  in  perspective  effect.  In  other 
respects  also,  marked  progress  was  made.  To  this  period  belong  the 
general  introduction  of  the  rounded  arch,  and  that  increase  of  architec- 
tural ornaments,  which  afforded  scope  for  various  symbolical  devices 
and  for  the  vagaries  of  fancy.  Its  materials  were  derived  from  the 
peculiar  German  view  of  the  animal  and  vegetable  kingdoms,  from 
legend  or  from  local  tradition.  Finally,  ecclesiastical  structures  were 
completed  by  the  addition  of  towers  (as  it  were  finger-posts  pointing 
upwards),  which  it  was  now  attempted  to  connect  with  the  body  of  the 
church  (sometimes  by  rearing  them  above  the  entrance  to  the  central 
nave,  or  over  both  ends  of  the  aisles,  or  where  the  central  and  the 
cross  nave  intersected,  or  on  opposite  sides  of  the  choir).  Frequently, 
however,  only  a  cupola  rose  over  the  central  nave.  The  finest  speci- 
mens of  this  style  are  the  cathedrals  of  Spires,  of  Mayence,  and  of 
Worms.  —  But  already  the  Gothic  (or,  more  correctly,  the  Germanic) 
STYLE  of  architecture  was  introduced,  which  attained  highest  perfec- 
tion during  the  thirteenth  and  fourteenth  centuries.  This  claims  to  be 
an  independent  branch  of  the  Romanesque  style,  in  which  the  native 
genius  of  Germany  cast  off  its  traditional  adherence  to  ancient  forms, 
and  displayed  all  its  richness  and  boldness  of  imagination,  and  all  its 
depth  and  fulness  of  conception.  So  far  as  the  vault  was  concerned, 
the  Romanesque  style  may  be  regarded  as  preparatory  to  the  Gothic — 
the  ancient  Christian  basilica  still  continuing  the  fundamental  type. 
But  while  the  Romanesque  cross  vault  and  the  rounded  arch  rendered 
it  impossible  to  rear  a  very  lofty  building,  and  required  heavy  walls  to 
support  the  superincumbent  weight,  the  pointed  arch,  by  which  any 
breadth  could  be  spanned  and  any  height  reached,  removed  the  ap- 
pearance of  heaviness  even  from  the  most  massive  structures.  Admit- 
ting that  the  first  knowledge  of  the  pointed  arch  was  derived  from  the 
Saracens  in  Spain,  in  Sicily,  or  in  the  East,  its  application  in  Gothic 
structures  was  distinctively  German ;  for  whilst  among  the  Saracens  it 
was  used  merely  for  decoration,  it  was  in  Germany  mainly  applied  for 
construction,  especially  for  the  support  of  the  vault.  The  stiff  wall 
was  transformed  into  supporting  pillars,  and  formed  a  grand  architec- 
tural skeleton,  admitting  of  tasteful  and  varied  designs  fo**  windows. 
On  the  fundamental  type  of  a  cross,  the  Gothic  cathedral  roH*?  like  a 
primeval  architectural  forest  exhibiting  rich  variety,  and  far  surpass* 
ing  in  lieauty  every  structure  for  secular  purposes.  Light  and  grace- 
ful the  most  massive  buildings  rose  ;  the  tall  supporting  pillars  symbol- 
ized the  spirit  tending  heavenwards.  Long  roiits  of  such  columns 
ipmn^',  as  it  were  from  the  earth,  up  towards  the  lofty  vault.    Every* 
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thing  seemed  to  liye,  to  bud,  and  to  bear.  The  pillars  and  the  walls, 
were  covered  with  leaves  and  blossoms,  exhibited  fantastic  emblems, 
or  set  forth  holy  persons.  An  immense  r.ise  (or  round  window)  above 
the  entrance — the  symbol  of  silence  —  proclaimed  the  fact  that  every- 
thing worldly  was  excluded  from  these  walls.  Those  large  arched 
windows,  with  their  gorgeous  paintings,  threw  a  strange  mellow  light 
into  the  sanctuary.  Everything  about  the  structure  seemed  to  tend 
upward,  even  to  the  towers  in  which  the  stone,  dug  out  of  the  dark 
depths  below,  appeared  to  become  light  and  almost  transparent.  High 
upwards  they  reached,  till  they  were  almost  lost  to  view  in  the  blue 
sky.  The  victory  also  over  the  kingdom  of  darkness  was  represented 
in  that  brood  of  dragons  and  demoniac  forms  which  lay  crushed 
beneath  pillars  and  door-posts,  or  were  otherwise  made  subservient  to 
the  convenience  of  the  building.  Nay,  occasionally,  by  a  bold  stroke, 
bishops  and  popes  even  were  represented  in  such  situations,  just  as 
Dante  placed  some  of  the  popes  in  hell.  The  most  splendid  specimens 
of  this  style  are  the  cathedral  of  Cologne  and  the  Munster  of  Strasburg. 
The  former  was  founded  in  1248  by  Archbishop  Conrad  of  Hochsteden, 
the  plan  having  been  designed  by  Henry  Suiwre^  an  architect  of 
Cologne ;  but  the  choir  alone  was  finished  and  consecrated  in  1322. 
The  building  of  the  Strasburg  Munster  was  commenced  by  Erwin  of 
Sleinhack  in  1275. 

7.  The  Plastic  Art,  which  had  been  neglected  by  the  ancient  Church, 
was  much  cultivated  during  the  reign  of  the  Hohenstaufen.  Its  first 
great  master  in  Italy  was  Nicholas  of  Pisa  (Nicolo  Pisano,  oh,  1274). 
Even  before  that  period  a  school  of  sculptors  had  sprung  up  in  Germany, 
whose  works  (in  the  churches  of  Hildeshcim,  Ilalberstadt,  Freiberg, 
etc.)  have  descended  to  posterity,  though  their  names  are  lost  to  fame. 
Similarly,  the  art  of  the  goldsmith  and  the  coppersmith  was  largely 
employed  in  the  service  of  the  Church.  —  Byzantine  artists  became  the 
teachers  of  the  Italians  in  paixtixo,  from  whom,  in  turn,  the  Germans 
learned  the  art.  A  school  of  painters  was  formed  at  Pisa  and  Sienna 
early  in  the  thirteenth  century,  which,  in  lionour  of  its  patron 
saint,  was  called  the  School  of  St.  Luke.  It  was  the  aim  of  these 
painters  to  impart  life  and  warmth  to  the  stiff  pictures  of  the  Greeks. 
Guido  of  Sienna,  Giunta  of  Pisa,  and  Cimab^iey  a  Florentine,  oh.  1300, 
were  the  great  masters  of  this  school.  Mosaic  painting,  principally  on 
a  ground  of  gold,  was  much  in  vogue  in  Italy.  The  art  of  glass  paint- 
ing originated  in  Germany,  early  in  the  eleventh  century,  and  was 
first  employed  in  the  monastery  of  Tegernsee,  Bavaria,  whence  it  spread 
through  the  West.  —  (Cf.  W,  Wackcmagel,  d.  deutsche  GlasmalereL 
Lpz.  1855). 

I  106.  POPULAR  LIFE  AND  NATIONAL  UTERATURE.  ^ 

This  was  a  period  full  of  strangest  contradictions,  and  pre- 
ieiiting  most  remarkable  transitions  in  popular  life.    Everything. 
38 
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however,  gave  indication  of  unabated  vigour,  and  still  on  the 
unhewn  block  did  the  Church  lay  the  fashioning  chisel.  If,  on 
the  one  hand,  rude  violence  prevailed  throughout  Europe,  on 
the  other,  men,  willingly  or  unwillingly,  owned  the  higher  and 
invisible  power  of  thought.  The  grossest  sensuality  was  found 
alongside  the  most  entire  renunciation  of  the  world  ;  the  most 
unmitigated  selfishness  side  by  side  with  the  rarest  self-denial 
and  the  deepest  love ;  keen  and  frivolous  sarcasm,  which  made 
parody  even  of  what  was  most  holy,  occurred  along  with  th<^ 
most  thorough  earnestness  and  tender  anxiety  for  the  salvation 
of  souls.  If  boundless  superstition  prevailed,  so  did  the  boldest 
liberalism,  and  in  the  midst  of  general  ignorance  and  barbarism, 
lofty  ideas,  broad  views,  and  singular  individuality  of  mind, 
were  found  to  exist.  Above  all,  there  was  one  characteristic 
distinguishing  this  from  every  other  age — we  mean  the  capacity 
and  susceptibility  for  enthusiasm  of  every  kind. 

I.  Popular  Life,  —  The  consciousness  of  deep  religious  and  moral 
decline,  during  the  tenth  and  eleventh  centuries,  manifested  itself  in 
the  confident  expectation  of  the  approaching  end  of  the  worlds  which  in 
turn  led  to  fresh  acts  of  devotion  in  the  shape  of  pilgrimages,  pious 
donations,  and  foundations.  If  the  secular  power  was  too  weak  to 
check  the  practice  of  private  revenge,  the  Church  exercised  a  beneficial 
influence  by  enjoining  the  so-called  truce  of  God  (treuga  Dei),  which 
ordained  that  during  Advent  and  till  eight  days  after  Epiphany,  during 
Lent  and  till  eight  days  after  Pentecost,  and  during  every  week  from 
Wednesday  evening  till  Monday  morning,  all  such  quarrels  should  be 
suspended.  This  ordinance,  which  originated  in  1032  in  France,  after 
several  years  of  famine,  gradually  spread  into  all  other  countries.  (Cf. 
A.  Kluckhohn,  Gesch.  d.  Gottesfr.  Lpz.  1857  ;  E,  Semichon,  la  pais  et 
la  tr^ve  de  Dieu.  Par.  1857)  — Despite  its  barbarism,  there  was  a  reli- 
gious cast  about  knighthood,  which  was  greatly  fostered  in  Spain  by 
the  contest  with  the  Saracens,  and  throughout  all  Europe  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Crusades.  All  the  tendencies  and  mental  peculiarities 
of  the  people  found  their  appropriate  expression  in  the  various  orders 
of  monajtticism.  Nor  must  we  forget  the  important  effects  achieved  by 
the  Crusades.  Not  only  was  the  religious  sense  of  the  people  roused, 
but  their  narrow  horizon  was  enlarged,  and  the  ardent  longing  of  the 
age  became  deepened.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  superstition  and  moral 
laxity  also  increased  ;  and  along  with  expanding  commerce,  the  wants 
or  demands  of  the  people  also  grew.  In  the  fervent  homage  paid  to 
saints,  the  people  forgot  the  worship  due  to  Christ  and  to  the  Father. 
Every  business  and  calling,  every  age  and  station,  had  its  patron 
saint ;  and  under  every  mischance  or  disease,  there  was  some  special 
laint  to  whom  to  apply  for  relief.     The  religion  of  the  people  was  little 
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other  than  a  kind  of  magic ;  salvation  was  obtained  by  indulgenoes 
and  good  works.  A  large  amount  of  superstition  had  been  imported 
from  heathenism.  Belief  in  witchcraft,  amulets,  dreams,  good  and 
bad  omens,  fairies,  brownies,  etc.,  merged  with  the  dogmas  of  the 
Church  about  saints,  angels,  and  demons,  and  gave  rise  to  a  kind  of 
Christian  mythology.  The  poetic  spirit  of  the  people  found  utterance 
in  legends^  traditions^  and  fahUsy  meetly  rich  in  meaning,  and  having 
some  religious  bearing.  Almost  in  Ihem  all  the  devil  plays  the  chief 
part ;  but  he  is  ever  represented  as  a  poor  stupid  being,  who  at  last  is 
only  cheated  for  his  pains.  Nay,  the  light-mindedness  of  the  people 
turned  even  holy  subjects  into  extravagant  follies.  At  the  Feast  op 
Fools,  which  was  celebrated  in  France  about  New  Year's  time,  popes, 
bishops,  and  abbots  arrayed  as  fools  mimicked  in  the  church,  with 
grotesque  jokes,  the  sacred  functions  of  these  ecclesiastics.  A  similar 
comedy  was  enacted  at  Christmas  by  boys  (the  so-called  Jesfum  intuh 
centum).  At  the  Feast  of  the  Ass,  which  was  also  celebrated  at 
Christmas,  in  honour  of  the  animal  on  which  Christ  had  made  His 
entry  into  Jerusalem,  an  ass,  adorned  with  a  surplice,  was  brought 
into  the  church,  and  his  praises  sounded  in  a  comic  liturgy  composed 
for  the  purpose.  Bishops  and  popes  inveighed  against  these  substitutes 
for  the  ancient  heathen  festivities  of  December.  But  the  lower  clergy 
and  the  people  enjoyed  the  sport.  At  Easter,  in8tea<l  of  preaching  of 
Him  who  had  burst  the  bonds  of  death,  the  priests  —  to  make  some 
tonends  for  the  previous  long  fast  —  amused  their  audiences  with  stories 
and  jokes,  to  which  the  people,  as  in  duty  bound,  responded  by  the 
Bo-called  Easter-lauohter  (Risus  paschalis).  When  councils  and 
bishops  at  last  succeeded  in  banishing  these  follies  from  the  churches, 
the  people  took  compensation  in  the  amusements  of  the  Carnival^  which 
preceded  Easter  quadragesima. — In  imitation  of  the  trade  guilds  which 
originated  in  the  twelfth  century,  a  kind  of  spiritual  guilds  were 
instituted,  which  enjoyed  the  countenance  and  fostering  care  of  the 
secular  clergy,  in  the  hope  of  their  proving  a  counterpoise  to  the  influ- 
ence which  the  mendicant  orders  had  acquired  among  the  people 
through  their  Tertiaries.  In  many  parts  of  Germany  and  France 
associations  of  priests  and  laymen  were  formed,  which  undertook  to 
say  a  certain  number  of  prayers  and  masses  for  the  members  and  for 
their  relatives,  whether  living  or  dead.  Such  unions  were  called 
Calends,  from  the  circumstance  that  their  meetings  took  place  on  the 
calends  (or  first)  of  every  month.  By  voluntary  contributions  and 
legacies,  these  unions  obtained  ample  means  for  founding  special 
•*  calend-houses."  But  their  original  pious  object  was  soon  forgotten, 
and  these  meetings  became  by  and  by  only  occasions  for  feasting  and 
revelry.  At  the  time  of  the  Reformation  the  calends  were  abolished, 
tnd  their  possess  ons  applied  to  useful  purposes. 

2.  I^iptUar  CuUkire, —  The  learned  schoolmen  cared  little  or  nothing 
for  the  instraetion  of  the  common  people.    But  some  of  the  earnest 
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ftreachers  of  repfntance  addressed  themselyes  to  those  who  were  othei^ 
wise  neglected,  generally  with  remarkable  success,  especially  in  tht 
case  of  notorious  or  obstinate  sinners.  Unfortunately,  those  who  were 
thus  converted  retired  into  monasteries,  instead  of  proving  the  salt  of 
the  earth.  No  attempt  was  made  to  instruct  the  poople ;  and  although 
the  Hohenstaufen  endeavoured  to  establish  elementary  schools  in  Italy 
<<-  making  attendance  on  them  even  obligatory  —  these  institutions  did 
not  succeed.  From  the  eleventh  century,  associations  were  formed  in 
the  south  of  France  for  the  study  of  the  Bible ;  but  their  members  by 
and  by  generally  took  up  a  position  hostile  to  the  Church.  The 
spread  of  the  Cathari  and  Waldenses  ({  108)  was  mainly  due  to  the 
.'4ct  that,  by  preaching,  reading  the  Bible,  singing  and  prayer  in  the 
vernacular,  they  met  the  felt  religious  wants  of  the  people.  St.  Domi- 
nic proposed  to  counteract  their  influence  by  employing  a  similar 
agency.  In  1229,  t?ie  Council  of  Toulouse  prohibited  laymen  from 
possessing  the  Old  or  the  New  Testament,  and  even  from  reading  the 
Psalter  or  the  Breviary,  in  the  vernacular.  In  lieu  of  the  Bible  thus 
withheld,  and  of  the  martyrologies,  which,  being  written  in  Latin, 
were  inaccessible  to  the  masses,  the  Church  introduced,  in  the  thirteenth 
century,  legeivds  in  rhyme^  composed  in  the  vernacular.  The  oldest 
work  of  this  kind  in  German,  by  an  unknown  author,  consists  of  three 
books  comprising  abont  100,000  lines.  Book  I.  treats  of  Christ  and  of 
Mary ;  Book  II.  of  the  Apostles  and  the  other  personages  mentioned  in 
the  Gospels ;  while  Book  III.  gives  a  sketch  of  the  lives  of  the  saints, 
according  to  their  order  in  the  Calendar.  The  first  two  books  (edited 
by  JT.  A,  Hahn,  d.  alte  Passional.  Frkf.  1845)  contain  a  number  of 
apocryphal  stories,  couched  in  the  genuine  mediaeval  style.  As  few 
of  the  people  were  able  to  read,  wandering  minstrels  were  wont  to  re- 
late these  stories  to  the  people.  Another  and  more  effectual  mode  of 
conveying  religious  instruction  was  by  means  of  religious  theatricals, 
which  were  introduced  in  the  eleventh  century,  probably  in  France. 
F.  J.  Mone  has  lately  edited  a  number  of  these  dramas  in  German 
(Schauspiele  d.  M.  A.  2  Vols.  Karlsr.  1846).  They  originated  in  those 
antiphonal  chants  in  which  it  was  the  custom  to  celebrate  the  hero  of 
a  festival  during  the  worship  in  his  honour.  By  and  by  these  poems 
were  enlarged  into  dramas ;  and  in  course  of  time  a  cycle  of  such 
pieces  existpd  for  all  the  saints'  feasts,  which  were  acted  by  the  clergy 
in  the  churches,  at  first  with  Latin  words,  but  afterwards  in  the  ver- 
nacular (of  course  with  the  exception  of  the  prayers  introduced  in 
them).  Besides  these  historical  dramas,  which  were  called  mysfmes, 
and  the  material  of  which  was  derived  from  the  Bible,  or  the  legends 
of  saints,  allegorical  moral  plays  were  prepared;  these  were  called 
tnorafities.  They  represented  general  moral  truths,  or  personified 
Biblical  parables.  Such  dramatic  representations  flourished  mosf 
during  the  succeeding  period  (J  114,  4).  Cf.  H.  Alty  Theater  u.  Kirche. 
Berl.  1846;  K.  Ease,  d.  geistl.  Schauspiei.  Lps.  1858)  —The  image9, 
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mosaicsj  and  reliefs^  which  covered  the  doors  and  walls  of  the  churches, 
were  also  a  means  of  recalling  to  mind  Biblical  events  and  legends 
of  saints. 

3.  National  Literature, — (Cf.  K,  Barthely  d.  class.  Periode  d.  deutsch. 
Nat.-Literat.  im  M.  A.  Braunschu,  1857).  —  The  tenth  and  eleventh 
centuries  produced  scarcely  any  works  either  in  science  or  poetry. 
But  during  the  twelfth  and  thirteenth  centuries,  when  the  Church  roee 
from  its  former  decay,  German  national  literature  developed  rapidly, 
and  in  a  manner  most  surprising.  The  writings  of  that  period 
occasionally  breathe  a  spirit  hostile  to  the  clerical  rule  —  a  remark 
which  specially  applies  to  the  compositions  of  Wolfram  of  £schcnbach. 
Even  the  legend  of  Reinecke  and  Isegrimm  are  really,  though  not 
intentionally,  a  cutting  satire  on  the  rapacity  of  the  monks,  the 
hypocrisy  of  the  clergy,  the  avarice  of  the  popes,  and  the  abuse  of  in- 
dulgences. In  the  mind  of  the  German  troubadours,  "  those  nightin- 
gales of  the  Middle  Ages,  the  whole  fair  sex  appeared  as  the  Holy 
Virgin."  Thus,  while  Walter  von  der  Vogelweide  sang  in  happiest 
strain  of  earthly  love,  he  at  the  same  time  sounded  the  praises  of  the 
Lord,  of  the  Holy  Virgin,  and  of  the  Church.  The  Lay  of  the  Nibo- 
lungen  was  essentially  heathen  in  its  conception,  and  its  last  editor, 
in  the  twelfth  century,  imparted  to  it  only  a  slight  Christian  gloss. 
Bat  Wolfram  of  Eschenbachy  a  Christian  poet  in  the  highest  sense  of 
the  term,  completely  recast  in  his  Parcival  the  ancient  heathen  legend 
of  St.  Grai,  and  the  Knights  of  the  Round  Table.  The  Parcival  con- 
tains continuous  reference  to  the  Christian  life,  as  a  contest  for  salva- 
tion through  the  blood  of  the  Son  of  God.  A  strain  vastly  different 
was  that  from  the  lyre  of  Ooiffned  of  SfraAshirr/ j-whone  "  Tristan  and 
Isolt"  celebrates  the  pleasures  of  earthly  love  in  language  of  the  most 
fervent  and  sensuous  character,  while  he  completely  ignores  hoth  the 
Church  and  its  sacrament  of  marriage.  But  Tristan  remained  incom- 
plete, the  poet  having  died,  not  a  corporeal  death,  but  that  spiritual 
death,  by  which  he  died  to  the  lust  of  the  world  and  the  flesh,  that  he 
might  live  in  Christ.  For  Tristan  he  now  substituted  a  poem  which 
glowed  with  the  tenderest  piety,  the  holiest  inspiration,  and  the  most 
ardent  longing  after  heaven,  and  another  upon  voluntary  poverty, 
which  is  pervaded  by  the  Spirit  of  St.  Franciscus,  with  his  fanatical 
fervor  for  poverty.  The  most  recent  investigations  appear  (J.  M. 
Watterichy  Qottfr.  v.  Str.,  ein  Sanger  d.  Gottesminne.  Lpz.  1858)  to 
have  clearly  shown  that  Master  Gottfried  and  St.  Franciscus  must  have 
personally  met  each  other,  and  that  St.  F.  conferred  upon  Gottfried 
lioth  the  garb  and  spirit  of  his  order.  In  the  south  of  France,  the 
merry  strains  of  the  Troubadours  were  interspersed  with  poems  in 
honour  of  the  Church  and  of  its  saints ;  while  occasionally  their  com- 
positions became  the  vehicle  for  heretics,  giving  expression  to  their 
indismation  against  the  Rcmish  Babylon.  Gonzalo  ofJierceo,  the  first 
38* 
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celebrated  Spanish  poet  (in  the  thirteenth  century),  sung  of  tht 
Virgin,  of  St.  Dominic,  and  the  Last  Judgment.  On  the  poets  »f  Italy 
eomp.  J  105,  4. 

2  107.  ECCLESIASTICAL  DISCIPLINE  AND  INDULGENCES. 

Those  terrible  engines,  excommunication,  which  was  directed 
against  individuals  guilty  of  open  sin,  and  the  interdict,  which 
rested  on  a  whole  district,  rarely  missed  their  aim.  Till  the 
interdict  was  removed,  the  church-bells  were  silent,  worship  was 
celebrated  with  closed  doors,  and  only  priests,  beggars,  and 
children  under  two  years  of  age,  received  at  burial  the  rites  of 
the  Church.  Thus  a  whole  district  was  made  responsible  for 
the  sin  committed  or  tolerated  in  it,  and  seldom  did  the  people 
long  brook  this  painful  state  of  matters.  Tet  all  this  while 
ecclesiastical  discipline,  which  Petrus  Lombardus  had  described 
as  "contritio  cordis,  confessio  oris,  and  satisfactio  operis,"  con- 
tinually declined  in  moral  earnestness.  The  expiation  demanded 
by  the  Church  consisted  of  outward  works  (alms,  fasts,  pilgrim- 
ages, etc.)  ;  and  even  these  might  be  compensated  for  by  fines, 
in  the  shape  of  contributions  for  ecclesiastical  purposes.  This 
moral  aberration  increased  during  the  Crusades,  when  all  who 
took  the  cross  received  plenary  indulgence  for  ecclesiastical 
punishments  incurred  from  any  cause ;  and  even  those  who  gave 
of  their  means  to  the  promotion  of  these  undertakings,  thereby 
purchased  a  similar  dispensation.  The  popes  bestowed  also  on 
individual  churches  the  right  of  granting  more  or  less  extensive 
indulgences  to  those  who  visited  them.  Sincere  repentance  and 
amendment  was  indeed  expressly  mentioned,  or  tacitly  understood 
to  be  the  condition  of  such  indulgences;  but  this  important  point 
was  too  frequently  lost  to  view  in  mere  external  observances.  — 
In  opposition  to  this  lax  mode  of  discipline,  many  priests  — 
especially  the  members  of  monastic  orders — earnestly  contended 
for  more  serious  measures.  Some,  indeed,  fell  into  opposite 
extravagance,  and  seemed  to  take  a  pride  in  excelling  each  other 
in  their  flagellations  (administered  while  reciting  the  Psalter). 
A  formal  account  was  kept  of  the  number  of  stripes  thai 
inflicted.  Three  thousand  lashes  were  the  number  requisite  for 
one  year  of  penance,  etc.  Self-inflicted  scourging  was  regarded 
as  a  voluntary  and  meritorious  imitation  of  Christ  and  of  the 
martyrs  This  species  of  superstition  was  carried  to  frightful 
excess  amid   the  calamities   of  the  thirteenth   and   fourteenth 
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centuries  (the  wars,  pestilence,  famine,  and  earthquakes  of  that 
period).     Compare  §  114,  1. 

1.  The  ingenuity  of  the  schoolmen  supplied  theological  arguments 
and  a  dogmatic  vindication  in  favour  of  Indulgences,  Lombardus 
applied  for  this  purpose  the  doctrine  of  purgatory  (which  had  received 
ecclesiastical  sanction  at  the  time  of  Gregory  the  Great) ^  or  of  the  inter- 
mediate state  in  which  the  souls  of  believers  underwent  punishment 
for  those  venial  sins  which  they  had  committed  after  baptism.  But 
according  to  Lombardus,  the  Church,  in  virtue  of  the  merits  of  Christ, 
possessed  the  power  of  changing  these  purifying  torments  of  purgatory 
into  earthly  punishments,  from  which,  in  turn,  it  might  grant  dispen- 
sation in  consideration  of  certain  advantages  accruing  to  the  Church 
as  a  whole.  Albertus  Magnus  and  Thomas  Aquinas*  went  even  farther 
than  this,  and  propounded  the  view  that  the  Church  was  the  depositary 
and  absolute  dispenser  of  an  inexhaustible  treasure,  consisting  of  the 
superfluous  merits  of  Christ  and  of  the  saints  (thesaurus  supererogationis 
perfectorum),  since  the  latter  also  had,  although  in  the  strength  of 
Christ,  done  more  good  than  was  requisite  for  the  discharge  of  their 
own  transgressions.  —  Still  these  divines  continued  to  lay  great  stress 
on  the  fact,  that  such  indulgences  were  not  in  themselves  equivalent 
to  the  forgiveness  of  sins,  but  that  they  merely  implied  the  remission 
of  ecclesiastical  punishments  and  exemption  from  the  torments  of  pur- 
gatory, and  even  these  only  in  the  case  of  such  who  combined  with 
them  genuine  repentance.  But  the  generality  of  preachers  of  indul- 
gences intentionally  concealed  or  avoided  these  explanations. 


V.   OPPOSITION    TO   THE    PREVAILING    SYSTEM   OP 

ECCLESIASTICISM. 

J  108.  ACTIVE  OPPOSITION  TO  PREVAILING  ECCLE- 
SIASTICISM. 

JoHP.  /.  C,  Fusslin,  nnparth.  K.  u.  Ketzerhist.  d.  mittle.  Zeit.  (Im- 
part. Hist,  of  the  Ch.  and  of  Ileret.  Part,  during  the  M.  A.).  Leips. 
1770.  3  Vols.  —  i.  Flathe,  Gesch.  d.  Vorl.  d.  Reform.  (Hist,  of  the 
Precursors  of  the  Ref.).  Leips.  1835.  2  Vols.  —  Ulr,  Eahn,  Gesch.  d. 
Ketzer  im  M.  A.     Stuttg.  1845.    3  Vols. 

With  the  varied  and  catholic  doctrines  of  Christianity  which 
had  been  estAblished  daring  the  coarse  of  the  ancient  history  of 
the  Church,  a  number  of  spurious  elements  concerning:  govern- 
ment, doctrine,  discipline,  and  worship,  had  been  introduced 

*  And  Alexander  of  Hales, 
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Thus,  abng  with  the  troth,  abuses  had  been  importei  into  tbt 
German  Church.  These  seeds  of  error  sprung  up  and  spread 
during  the  Middle  Ages,  fostered  by  the  barbarism  of  that 
period,  the  sensuous  disposition  of  the  people,  the  ignorance  of 
the  clergy,  and  the  selfishness  of  the  hierarchy.  They  manifested 
themselves  chiefly  as  boundless  superstition  of  every  kind,  lax 
and  demoralizing  discipline,  spurious  asceticism,  work-righteous- 
ness, secularism  in  the  Church,  ignorance  and  looseness  among 
the  clergy,  and  the  abuse  of  hierarchical  power.  These  evils, 
however,  were  not  only  felt  during  the  Middle  Ages,  but  frequent 
attempts  were  made  to  remove  them.  Throughout  that  period  we 
can  discern  a  reformatory  tendency,  which  by  various  agencies — 
properly  or  improperly — sought  to  make  way  for  itself.  Some- 
times it  manifested  itself  in  combination  with  attachment  to  the 
Church,  when  the  attempt  was  made  to  introduce  an  internal 
reformation,  and  thereby  to  bring  back  the  Church  to  apostolic 
purity ;  in  other  cases,  a  sense  of  the  hopelessness  of  such  a  task 
led  to  separation  from  the  Church,  and  to  determined  opposition 
to  prevailing  ecclesiasticism.  Such  movements,  however,  rarely 
continued  within  the  bounds  of  evangelical  moderation  ;  more 
commonly,  along  with  error,  part  of  the  truth  was  also  rejected, 
fanaticism  and  heresy  ensued,  all  social  relationships  were  under- 
mined, and  the  existence  of  the  State  as  well  as  of  the  Church 
endangered.  Among  the  numberless  sects  of  that  period,  the 
most  influential  and  revolutionary  were  those  who  held  Mani- 
chean  views,  and  to  whom  the  general  name  of  Gaihari  has  been 
given.  But  in  other  directions  also,  parties  hostile  to  the  Church 
sprung  up.  Thus  the  enthusiasm  of  the  Montanists  reappeared 
in  diff'erent  prophetic  and  apocalyptical  communities  ;  while  the 
Seel  of  the  Holy  Spirit  entertained  pantheistic  viewSj  and  even 
the  errors  of  the  Ebionites  were  again  mooted  by  the  Passogiere. 
Another  kind  of  sects  owed  their  origin  to  the  efl*orts  of  indi- 
viduals, whose  eyes  had,  by  a  perusal  of  the  Scriptures,  been 
opened  to  the  defects  in  the  Church,  but  who,  failing  to  perceive 
at  the  same  time  the  blessed  truths  of  the  Gospel,  only  aimed  at 
a  complete  subversion  of  the  Church,  and,  along  with  error, 
rejected  also  the  truth.  Among  all  these  different  parties,  the 
community  of  the  Waldenses  alone  continued  within  the  bonn4i 
of  evangelical  moderation. 
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1.  The  Calhari. — (Comp.  Dr.  Maiiland,  Facts  and  Documents  illustr 
df  the  Hist.,  etc.,  of  the  Albig.  and  Waldens.,  Lond.  1832 ;  and  that 
writer's  Eight  Essays,  Lond.  1852.  —  C.  Schmidt,  Hist,  et  doctrines 
des  Cathares  ou  Albigeois.  Par.  1849.  2  Voll.  —  E.  Kunitz,  ein  katha- 
risches  Ritnale.  Jen.  1852.)  —  From  the  eleventh  century  a  disposition 
unfaYOorable  to  the  hierarchy  and  the  prevailing  ecclesiastical  system 
began  to  manifest  itself  in  many  places,  chiefly  in  Italy  and  in  France. 
This  led.  to  the  formation  of  sects,  which  rapidly  spread.  It  is  not 
difficult  to  account  for  the  existence  of  this  estrangement ;  it  originated 
in  felt  religious  wants,  which  the  Church  failed  to  satisfy.  Such  aspi- 
rations became  deeper  and  stronger  in  proportion  as  spiritual  and  intel- 
lectual life,  in  all  its  departments,  was  quickened  during  the  period 
succeeding  the  lethargy  of  the  tenth  century.  Accordingly,  a  strong 
desire  sprung  up  to  procure  for  oneself  what  the  Church  could  not  or 
would  not  give.  But  this  desire  must,  to  some  extent  at  least,  have 
been  quickened  and  fostered  from  without.  As  in  the  East  (J  71),  so 
in  the  West,  Gnostic  speculations  had  in  all  probability  continued  to 
exist,  though  by  secret  tradition.  In  point  of  fact,  we  know  that  the 
Vandals  had  transported  shiploads  of  Manicheans  to  the  shores  of  Italy, 
while  the  Priscilianists  openly  avowed  their  tenets  in  Spain,  so  late  as 
the  seventh  century.  Probably,  however,  the  movement  issued  again 
from  the  East,  in  all  likelihood  from  Bulgaria,  where,  since  the  time 
the  Paulicians  had  settled  in  that  district.  Gnostic  and  Manichean 
views  were  widely  entertained  and  zealously  propagated.  Even  the 
names  of  these  sects  prove  the  correctness  of  this  assertion.  The  most 
general  designation  was  that  of  CatTiari  (xo^apoi) ;  but  they  were  also 
called  Bulgari  (whence,  in  popular  parlance,  the  opprobrious  name 
Bougre)  or  Gazariy  perhaps  after  the  inhabitants  of  the  Crimea  (the 
Chazars),  or  else  a  different  mode  of  pronouncing  the  word  xa^apot,  and 
Pitblicani,  probably  a  transposition  by  which  the  foreign  term  of  Pauli- 
cians was  converted  into  a  well-known  term  of  reproach.  They  were 
also  designated  Patareni  or  Paterini ;  either  in  the  original  sense  of 
that  term  (J  97,  2),  or  because,  since  the  contest  between  the  Putaria 
at  Milan  and  the  clergy,  the  term  implied  in  general  a  spirit  of  hostility 
to  the  priesthood.  The  name  of  Tisserands  originated  from  the  circum- 
stance that  many  of  their  adherents  were  weavers  by  trade.  The  com- 
mon characteristic  of  all  these  sects  was  opposition  to  the  clergy  and 
the  hierarchy.  They  differed  in  the  extent  to  which,  and  the  grounds 
on  which,  they  opposed  the  prevailing  ecclesiasticism,  or  attempted  to 
set  up  a  church  of  their  own.  Several  of  the  charges  preferred  agaiiisi 
them  may  probably  have  arisen  from  misunderstanding  or  calumny. 
The  Paulician  or  Bogomile  opinions  which  they  had  embraced  —  while 
of  a  practical  rather  than  of  a  speculative  character,  and  variously 
modified  or  kept  in  check  —  affected  all  their  tenets  and  practices 
Thus  they  held  Dualistic  views,  though,  in  many  cases,  only  in  the 
way  of  carrying  the  scriptural  doctrine  of  the  devil  and  of  original  sin 
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to  un  extreme  (in  opposition  to  the  Pelagianism  of  the  Church) ;  they 
rejected  the  Old  Testament ;  marriage  thej  regarded  as  a  hindrance 
to  Christian  perfection ;  they  contemned  leptisni,  the  eucharist,  and 
clerical  ordination  ;  prohibited  the  worship  of  saints  and  relics ;  objected 
to  the  use  of  images  and  crucifixes  ;  insisted  on  a  literal  observance  of 
all  the  injunctions  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount;  and,  despite  their 
spiritualism,  hiid  great  stress  on  fasting,  genuflexions,  and  the  frequent 
repetition  of  certain  prayers,  especially  the  Lord's  Prayer.  Along  with 
prayer,  preaching  occupied  the  most  prominent  place  in  their  public 
services.  Their  adherents  were  divided  into  Crezentz  (credentes  =» 
catechumeni)  and  bos  homes  or  bos  Crestias  (boni  homines,  boni  Chris- 
tiani  =  perfecti,  electi).  The  so-called  '^auditores"  formed  a  lower 
class  of  catechumens,  who  were  received  among  the  credentes  after  a 
term  of  instruction  and  probation  (astenenzia  =  abstinentia).  The 
admission  of  credentes  was  marked  by  a  formal  delivery  of  the  holy 
prayer  (or  Lord's  Prayer)  and  of  the  New  Testament  to  the  catechu- 
mens, by  exhortations  and  other  ceremonies,  such  as  washing  of  hands, 
etc.  The  credentes  were  received  into  the  number  of  perfecti  by  the 
baptism  of  the  Spirit  (or  the  Consolamentum)^  without  which  it  was 
impossible  to  have  a  part  in  eternal  life.  The  ordinance  was  adminis- 
tered by  the  elder  (Ancia)  laying  a  copy  of  the  Gospels,  and  the  other 
bos  Crestias  their  hands,  on  the  head  of  the  candidate.  Those  who 
were  thus  set  apart  were  required  to  abstain  from  marriage,  from  the 
use  of  animal  food,  and  from  all  polluting  intercourse  with  those  who 
were  not  members  of  the  sect,  on  which  account  they  commonly 
delayed  till  death  receiving  theConsolamentum.  Generally  they  took, 
on  their  admission  among  the  credentes,  a  vow  (Convenensa)  of  joining 
the  bos  Crestias  (or  Ordo)  at  a  future  period  ;  while  some,  after  having 
received  the  Consolamentum,  underwent  the  Endtiray  i. «.,  henceforth 
abstained  from  all  food  and  drink.  At  the  time  of  their  greatest 
prosperity  they  hud  a  regular  hierarchy,  with  a  pope,  who  resided  in 
Bulgaria,  twelve  magistri.  and  seventy-two  bishops,  each  of  whom  had 
a  filius  major  and  minor  as  their  assistants.  —  Even  their  oppyonents 
admitted  their  deep  and  moral  earnestness;  but  the  doctrine  of  justifi- 
tation  by  faith  had  no  place  in  their  system.  Prayer,  abstinence,  and 
the  so-called  baptism  of  the  Spirit,  were  regarded  as  the  sole  means  of 
obtaining  salvation.  It  may  be  true  that  occasionally  some  went  to 
the  opposite  extreme  of  antinomian  excesses  ;  but  more  frequently  such 
charges  originated  in  calumny.  Generally  they  went  to  the  stake  with 
the  heroism  and  joyfulness  of  martyrs.  —  Sects  of  this  kind  were,  since 
the  eleventh  century,  discovered  in  several  places :  first  in  Aquitaine 
in  1010 ;  then  in  1022  at  Orleans,  where  thirteen  of  them  were  bound 
to  the  stake  r  in  1025  at  Cambrai  and  Arras ;  in  1030  in  the  diocese 
:^f  Turin ;  in  1052  at  Goslar,  where  their  adherents  were  executed  by 
order  of  the  Emperor;  and  in  other  places.  During  the  twelfth  cen- 
tury they  rapidly  increas3d  in  membership,  and  spread  into  different 
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•juitries.  Kindness  and  rigorous  measures  were  equally  an a\ ailing 
(o  reclaim  them.  His  deep  love  to  erring  sinners  made  St,  Bernard 
more  successful  than  any  other  among  them.  At  a  later  period  learned 
Dominicans  tried  the  efficacy  of  preaching  and  discussions.  The  prin- 
cipal centres  of  the  Catharl  were  in  Lombardy  and  in  the  south  of 
France ;  but  numerous  communities  also  existed  in  Germany,  Belgium, 
and  Spain.  Indeed,  such  was  their  influence  in  France,  that  they 
ventured  to  summon  a  genaral  Council  at  Toulouse  in  1167,  which  waf 
numerously  attended. 

The  contest  between  the  Qhibellines  and  the  Quelphs  afforded  them 
an  opportunity  of  manifesting  their  enmity  to  the  papal  hierarchy,  and 
Frederic  IL  openly  protected  them.  They  continued  so  late  as  the 
fourteenth  century,  despite  the  fearful  persecution  raised  against  them 
(J  109).  Reiiierius  Sachoni  (oh,  1259),  a  Dominican  from  Lombardy, 
who  at  one  time  had  himself  been  a  **  hcrcsiarch''  (Summa  dc  Catharis 
et  Leonistis  et  Pauperibus  de  Lugd.),  was  the  most  distinguished  con- 
troversialist against  the  sect.  The  liturgy  lately  discovered  by  Kunitz 
dates  from  the  close  of  the  thirteenth  century,  and  gives  a  more  favour- 
able view  of  them  than  had  formerly  been  entertained. 

The  small  sect  of  the  Passaqieri  in  Lombardy  (during  the  twelfth 
century)  went  to  an  opposite  extreme  from  the  Manichsoan  rejection  of 
the  Old  Testament  by  the  Cathari.  With  the  exception  of  sacrifices, 
they  insisted  on  the  obligation  of  the  whole  Mosaic  law,  including  cir- 
cumcision (along  with  baptism) ;  they  also  entertained  Arian  views 
about  the  person  of  Christ.  Their  name  (from  pasagium  =  passage) 
seems  to  point  to  the  practice  of  pilgrimages  or  crusades  to  the  Holy 
Land.     Indeed,  they  may  have  originated  in  this  manner. 

2.  Towards  the  close  of  the  twelfth  Q^niwrytL  pantheistic  movement 
commenced  in  France,  and  found  expression  in  the  so-called  Sect  of 
THE  Holy  Spirit.  The  party  originated  with  Amalric  of  Bena,  a 
teacher  at  Paris.  The  first  germs  of  this  pantheistic  mysticism  were 
probably  derived  from  the  writings  of  the  pseudoDionysius  and  of 
Erigena.  The  University  of  Paris  and  Innocent  III.  obliged  Amalric 
to  recant  his  apparently  Christian,  but  according  to  his  own  interpreta- 
tion of  it,  really  pantheistic  statement,  that  none  could  be  saved  who 
believed  not  that  he  was  a  member  of  the  body  of  Christ.  Chagrin  at 
this  humiliation  may  have  hastened  his  death,  which  took  place  soon 
afterwards  (1204).  In  the  hands  of  his  pupil,  David  of  DinantOy  the 
pantheism  of  Amalric  received  a  more  Aristotelian  and  dialectic  cast. 
Besides  these  two,  Simon  of  Tournay,  a  celebrated  dialectician  at 
Paris,  entertained  similar  views.  While  professing  to  teach  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Chun^h,  he  took  care  to  indicate  sufficiently  that  it  was 
much  easier  to  refute  than  to  demonstrate  them.  The  opinions  of  these 
men  found  way  among  the  laity.  Soon  afterwards  a  goldsmith  pro* 
claimed  the  advent  of  the  age  of  the  Holt/  Spirit,  when  all  positive 
religior  and  ev^ry  form  of  outward  worship  should  cease,  and  God  be 
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aU  in  all.  As  formerly  in  Christ,  so  now  in  every  belieyer,  did  God 
become  incarnate;  and  on  this- ground  the  Christian  was  God  in  the 
same  sense  in  which  Christ  had  been.  The  Pope  was  Antichrist. 
These  views  were  condemned  at  a  Synod  held  at  Paris  in  1209,  the 
writings  of  Erigena  were  reprobated,  and  several  members  of  the  sect 
consigned  to  the  stake.  The  bones  of  Amalric  shared  the  same  fate. — 
(Comp.  Engdhardij  Am.  v.  Bena,  in  his  **  kirchengesch.  Abh. ;"  and 
/.  U.  Krbnlein  in  the  "  theol.  Studien  n.  Kritt."  for  1847.  II.) 

3.  Revolutionary  Reformers, —  (Comp.  H,  Franckej  Arn.  v.  Bresc.  u 
seine  Zeit.  Zur.  1825.  —  MosJieim,  Gesch.  d.  Apostelord.,  in  his  **Ver8. 
e.  unparth.  u.  grlindl.  Ketzergesch."  Helmst.  1748. — /.  Krone,  ¥rk 
Dolcino  u.  die  Patarener.  Lcips.  1844.  —  Schlosser,  1.  c,  2  1^3,  1. — 
Mariotti,  Trk  Dolcino  and  his  Times.  Lond.  1853.)  —  Among  them  we 
reckon : 

(1.)  The  Petrobrusians,  founded  by  Peter  of  Bruys,  a  priest  in  the 
south  of  France,  about  1104.  He  rejected  the  outward  or  visible 
Church,  and  only  acknowledged  the  true  (invisible)  Church  in  the 
hearts  of  believers.  In  his  opinion  all  churches  and  sanctuaries  should 
be  destroyed,  since  God  might  be  worshipped  in  a  stable  or  tavern.  He 
used  crucifixes  for  cooking  purposes ;  inveighed  against  celibacy,  the 
mass,  and  infant  baptism ;  and  afler  twenty  years  of  continual  dis- 
turbances, ended  his  days  at  the  stake  by  the  hands  of  an  infuriated 
mob  (1124).  He  was  succeeded  by  one  of  his  associates,  Henry  of 
Lausanne,  formerly  a  monk  of  the  order  of  Clugny.  Under  him  the 
sect  of  the  Petrobrusians  greatly  increased  in  numbers.  St.  Bernard 
succeeded  in  converting  many  of  them  from  their  errors.  Henry  was 
seized  and  condemned  to  imprisonment  for  life.     He  died  in  1149. 

(2.)  Among  these  revolutionaries  we  must  also  include  Arnold  of 
Brescia  (ob.  1155,  comp.  J  96,  6),  a  pupil  of  Ahelard.  His  fervent 
oratory  was  chiefly  directed  against  the  secular  power  of  the  Church, 
and  its  possession  of  property,  —  views  which  prol)ably  were  based  on 
a  more  spiritual  conception  of  what  the  Church  really  was.  Other- 
wise his  doctrinal  opinions  seem  to  have  been  in  accordance  with  those 
commonly  entertained.  Long  after  his  death,  a  party  of  so-called 
Arnoldists  cherished  the  political  and  ecclesiastical  dreams  of  their 
founder. 

(3.)  During  the  thirteenth  century  the  "  Apostolic  Brethren,"  or 
"  Apostolicals,"  caused  considerable  excitement,  especially  in  Italy. 
In  opposition  to  the  luxuriousness  of  a  wealthy  clergy,  they  formed 
religious  societies  which  were  to  be  entirely  destitute  of  earthly  pos- 
sessions. As  the  popes  prohibited  their  associations,  they  took  up  an 
attitude  of  hostility  to  the  clergy  and  the  Church,  and  retired  from 
persecution  to  caves  and  woods.  Anion  SegareUi,  their  leader,  was 
seized,  and  died  at  the  stake  in  Parma  in  1300.  His  successor,  Dolcino, 
«xciteu  these  sectaries  to  utmost  fanaticism  by  his  denunciations  of 
ine  now  Babylon,  and  by  his  apocalyptic  predi'stions.    With  2000  fol- 
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Lwers  he  retired  to  a  mountain,  where  he  entrenched  hiaself,  and  for 
two  years  defied  the  army  of  crusaders  summoned  for  the  suppression 
of  the  sect.  Ultimately  he  had  to  succumb  to  superior  forces  and  to 
famine,  and  died  at  the  stake  in  1307. 

4.  Prophetic  and  Apocalyptic  Opposition, —  (Comp.  EngdhardU  d. 
Abt  Joachim  u.  d.  ewige  Evangel.,  in  his  "  kirchenhist.  Abhandl/' 
Erlg.  1832. —  Ulrich  Hahn,  d.  apokal.  Lehren  d.  Joach.  v.  Floris,  in 
the  "theol.  Studien  u.  Kritt"  for  1849.  II.  2.)— The  opposition  to  pre- 
vailing abuses  which  appeared  in  all  directions,  found  also  vent  in  pro- 
phetic denunciations. 

(1.)  St.  IIildeoardis,  the  founder  and  abbess  of  a  nunnery  near 
Bingen,  where  she  died  in  1197  at  the  advanced  age  of  ninety-nine 
years,  had  visions  and  revelations,  and  was  considered  an  oracle  by 
persons  of  all  ranks.  Even  St.  Bernard  and  Pope  Eugenius  III.  re- 
garded her  as  divinely  commissioned.  Her  prophetic  denunciations 
were  specially  directed  against  the  looseness  of  the  clergy  and  the 
assumptions  of  the  hierarchy,  to  both  of  which  she  traced  the  decay 
of  the  Church.  She  announced  impending  terrible  judgments  for  the 
purification  of  the  Church. 

(2.)  St.  Elizabeth,  Abbess  of  the  nunnery  of  Schbnau  (ob,  1165), 
an  elder  cotemporary  of  Ilildegard,  also  claimed  to  be  a  prophetess, 
and  in  that  capacity  inveighed  against  the  luxuriousness  of  the  clergy. 
Her  predictions  were  translated  and  [)ubli8hed  by  Ecberty  her  brother. 
The  well-known  legend  about  St,  Ursula^  a  British  princess,  who,  along 
with  her  11,000  virgins,  had  been  martyred  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Cologne  while  on  a  pilgrimage,  rests  on  the  authority  of  her  visions. 

(3.)  The  prophetic  visions  of  Joachim  of  Floris,  an  abbot  in  Cala- 
bria {ob,  1202),  deserve  fuller  notice.  These  apocalyptic  predictions 
breathe  a  spirit  of  deep  sorrow  on  account  of  the  corruptions  in  the 
Church,  and  of  ardent  longing  for  better  times.  According  to  Joachim, 
scholasticism  had  paralyzed  the  energies  of  theology,  while  the  deifi- 
cation of  man  in  the  Papacy,  the  avarice  and  abuses  of  the  clergy,  and 
the  practices  of  indulgences,  had  converted  the  Church  into  a  harlot. 
Hence  fearful  judgments  were  impending.  These  were  to  be  executed 
by  the  German  Empire,  in  which  Antichrist  should  become  manifest. 
The  only  source  of  spiritual  restoration  still  extant  was  to  be  found  in 
the  monastic  orders.  Work-righteousness  and  pilgrimages  were  devices 
of  the  enemy,  but  asceticism  and  contemplation  delivered  from  destruc- 
tion. The  history  of  revelation  was  comprised  within  three  periods — 
that  of  the  Father  in  the  Old  Covenant,  that  of  the  Son  in  the  New 
Testament,  and  the  approaching  period  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  Peter  was 
the  representative  of  the  first,  Paul  of  the  second,  and  John  of  the 
third  of  these  periods.  During  the  third  era,  which  was  to  commeneo 
about  1260,  but  to  last  only  a  short  time,  the  glory  of  Christianity 
would  be  fully  manifested.  —  Joachim  was  held  in  high  esteem  by  all 
39 
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ranks,  and  their  protection  proved  his  safeguard  against  the  enmity  oi 
the  hierarchy. 

(4.)  The  views  broached  by  Joachim  were  eagerly  adopted,  espe* 
cially  by  the  Franciscan  sectaries  or  Fratricklli  (J  98,  4),  and  the 
Beghards  who  had  joined  them  (J  98,  5).  In  their  hands  the  tenetu  of 
Joachim  became  what  was  called  the  doctrine  of  the  ''Everlasting 
Gospel,"  or  the  message  concerning  the  age  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  These 
views  were  expressed  in  the  "  Introductorius  in  Evangelium  aetemum," 

—  a  treatise  composed  either  by  John  of  Parma  (formerly  General  of 
the  Franciscans,  but  deposed  and  succeeded  by  Bonaventura),  or  by 
Gerhard^  a  monk  whose  tenets  were  impeached  about  the  same  time. 
At  the  request  of  the  University  of  Paris,  the  book  was  condemned  by 
Alexander  IV.  in  1254.  At  length  Nicholas  III.  decided  in  1279  the 
controversy  so  long  raging  among  the  Franciscans  as  to  the  lawfulness 
of  holding  property.  The  Pontiff  ruled  that  the  disciples  of  St.  Francis 
were  only  prohibited  the  possession,  but  not  the  usufruct  of  property. 
This  decision  gave  great  offence  to  the  extreme  party,  and  their  leader, 
Johannes  Peints  Oliva  (ob.  1297),  fulminated  apocalyptic  visions  and 
prophetic  denunciations  against  the  Romish  Antichrist.  Such  visions 
and  outbursts  of  fanaticism  rose  almost  to  the  pitch  of  madness  in  the 
case  of  Tanchelm,  a  Dutchman,  who  designated  himself  God  in  virtue 
of  his  having  received  the  Holy  Ghost,  celebrated  his  affiancing  to  the 
Virgin  Mary,  and  was  killed  by  a  priest  in  1124.  A  similar  remark 
applies  to  another  fanatic,  a  native  of  Gascoigne,  Eox,  or  Eudo  de 
Stella^  who,  applying  to  his  own  name  the  ecclesiastical  formula  **  Per 
EUM,  qui  venturus  est  judicare  vivos  ct  mortuos,"  claimed  to  bo  the 
judge  of  the  quick  and  the  dead,  and  died  in  prison  in  1148. 

5.  The  Waldenscs. —  (Corap.  Jea/j  LegeVy  hist.  g6n6rale  des  6glisea 
evang.  de  Piemont  ou  Vaudoises.  Leydo  1666.  Transl.  into  German  by 
de  Schweinifz.  Bresl.  1750.  2  Vols. — A.  Monastier,  Hist,  des  egl.  Vaud. 
Gen.  1847.  2  T.  — ^.  Muston,  risraol  des  Alpes.  Par.  1851.  4  T.  (re- 
peatedly transl.  into  Engl.).  —  F.  Bender^  Gesch.  d.  Wald.  Ulm.  1850. 

—  A.  W.  Dieckhqff,  d.  Wald.  im  M.  A.  Giitt.  1851.  —  /.  /.  Herzog,  d. 
roman.  Wald.  Ilalle  1853. — Maitland,  u.  s.  Note  1.) — Waldus  (Valdcz, 
or,  as  later  authorities  also  call  him,  Petnis  Waldus)  was  originally  a 
rich  citizen  of  Lyons.  For  his  personal  instruction  he  got  tlie  New 
Testament  and  a  selection  of  pregnant  passages  from  the  Fathers 
translated  into  the  Romaunt  by  some  clerical  friends.  By  such  studies 
his  mind  became  imbued  with  Gospel  truth,  when  the  sudden  death  of 
a  friend  aroused  and  decided  him  to  change  his  former  mode  of  life 
(about  1170).  In  pursuance  of  this  resolution,  he  distributed  all  his 
goods  among  the  poor,  and  founded  "an  apostolic  association"  for 
preaching  the  Gospel  to  the  country  people.  In  literal  obedience  to 
the  directions  of  Scripture,  these  missionaries  were  to  go  forth  by  two 
and  two,  without  staff  or  scrip,  their  feet  shod  with  wooden  sandals 
(sa^.dtes,  sabots),  they  were  to  devote  themselves  to  preaching  an^ 
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le&chiDg,  and  in  every  respect  to  imitate  apostolic  poverty  and  B\m 
plicity.    They  were  called  Pauperes  de  Lugduno^  LeonistcKy  or  Sabaiaiu 
It  certainly  formed  no  part  of  the  original  plan  of  Waldus  that  his 
adherents  should  take  up  a  position  of  hostility  to  the  Church ;  but 
when  the  Archbishop  of  Lyons  prohibited  their  preaching,  when  Pope 
AUxander  IIL  sullenly  refused  his  sanction  to  their  associations,  and 
when,  soon  afterwards,  a  papal  Council  at  Verona^  under  Lticius  III, 
(1183),  excommunicated  them,  the  Catholic  Church,  by  driving  them 
from  its  bosom,  swept  away  those  barriers  which  had  hitherto  restrained 
them  in  their  search  after  truth.    Waldus  himself  was  obliged  to  flee 
from  France.     He  laboured  for  some  time  in  Italy  and  in  other  coun- 
tries; lastly  in  Bohemia,  where  he  died  in  1197.     Even  at  that  early 
period  his  adherents  had  already  spread  throughout  the  West.     They 
were  most  numerous  in  the  south  of  France,  in  the  east  of  Spain,  and 
in  the  north  of  Italy  ;  but  many  of  their  converts  were  also  found  in 
Germany,  in  Switzerland,  and  in  Bohemia.    The  so-called  **  Winkeler" 
(or  convcnticlers),  who  were  discovered  and  persecuted  in  the  districts 
along  the  Rhine  in  1212,  were  probably  also  Waldenses. — Innocent  IIL, 
with  his  wonted  sagacity,  perceived  the  injustice  and  impolicy  of  his 
predecessors,  whose  blind  zeal  had  deprived  the  Catholic  Church  of 
what  might  have   proved  valuable   auxiliaries.     Accordingly,  he  at- 
tempted (1210)  to  transform  the  community  of  Pauperes  de  Lugduno 
into  a  monkish  association  of  Pauperes  Catholici,  to  whom,  under  the 
superintendence  of  the  bishops,  he  granted  permission  to  preach,  to 
expound  the  Scriptures,  and  to  hold  meetings  for  religious  purposes. 
But  the  concession  came  too  late;  already  the  Waldenses  had  stiffi- 
cicntly  advanced  to  know  the*anscriptural   character  of   the   papal 
Church,  and  they  now  refused  to  purchase  immunity  by  a  sinful  com- 
promise.    The  cruel  persecutions  to  which  they  were  ex{>08ed,  and  in 
which  thousands  were  brought  to  the  stake,  proved  even  less  efficacious 
than  the  advances  of  the  Pope  in  restoring  them  to  the  bosom  of  the 
Church.     They  gradually  retired  from  France,  Spain,  and  Italy  into 
the  remote  valleys  of  Piedmont  and  Savoy. 

According  to  modern  Waldonsiau  tradition,  which  a  number  of  Pro- 
testant writers  (most  zealously  U.  Hahn,  ut  supra)  have  followed,  the 
name  and  origin  of  the  Waldenses  should  be  traced  much  beyond 
Waldus  of  Lyons.  By  their  account,  Waldensian  or  Vallensian  con- 
gregations existed  in  the  valh'ys  of  Piedmont  from  the  time  of  Claudius 
of  Turin  (J  92,  2),  if  not  from  apostolic  times,  and  among  them  the 
doctrines  of  the  Gospel  had  throughout  been  preserved  in  their  purity. 
From  them  Petrus  of  Lyons  bad  derived  his  religious  knowledge  and 
the  surname  of  Waldus,  i.  e.,  the  Waldensian.  In  support  of  this 
tradition  they  refer  to  the  ancient  Waldensian  literature.  But  the 
impartial  and  full  investigations  of  Dieckhoff  and  Ilerzog  have  un- 
fortunately shown  that  these  statements  are  wholly  ungrounded.  The 
ancient  Waldensian  literature  may  be  divided  into  two  very  different 
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elaeses.     The  writings  of  the  first  period,  dating  from  the  close  of  tht 
twelfth  and  the  commencement  of  the  thirteenth  century,  bear  evidence 
that  at  that  time  the  community  had  not  completely  separated  from 
the  Church.    Accordingly,  while  the  corruptions  of  the  Church  are 
indeed  deplored,  the  Catholic  Church  itself  is  not  denounced ;  fasting 
and   almsgiving  are  urgently  recommended   as    meritorious  works, 
auricular  confession  is  approved,  the  service  of  the  Virgin  and  of  saints 
is  still  acknowledged,  the  priesthood  of  the  Catholic  Church  recognized, 
monasticism  extolled  as  the  highest  stage  of  evangelical  perfection,  and 
lastly  the  seven  sacraments  and  the  mass  are  owned.    On  all  essential 
points  these  writings  tally  with  the  statements  of  the  Catholic  con- 
troversialists {Eeineriu^y  1.  c,  Note  1;   Alanus  ad  Insulis,  {103,  2; 
Stephanus  de  BorboTie,  and  others).    Above  all,  they  make  no  allusion 
to  the  existence  of  Waldenses  in  Piedmont  before  the  appearance  of 
Waldus.     It  is  otherwise  with  the  writings  which  belong  to  the  second 
period  of  their  history.     In  them  Home  is  denounced  as  Babylon,  the 
Pope  as  Antichrist,  the  worship  of  saints  as  idolatry,  monasticism  is 
reprobated,  while  the  doctrine  of  indulgences  and  of  purgatory,  the 
mass  and  auricular  confession,  are  rejected.    If  the  writings  of  the 
former  period  show  what  the  Waldenses  were,  and  what  they  sought, 
before  their  separation  from  the  Church,  those  of  the  second  disclose 
what  they  became  after  their  expulsion,  and  in  consequence  of  the 
fearful  persecutions  to  which  they  had  been  subjected.     But  from  the 
very  first  there  was  this  fundamental  difference  between  them  and  the 
Romish  Church,  that  they  were  deeply  impressed  with  the  right  and 
duty  of  every  Christian  to  study  the  Scriptures  for  himself;  that  they 
ardently   desired   to   restore    the   pristine  purity   and   simplicity  of 
Christian  life  —  an  object  they  sought  to  accomplish  by  a  literal  ob- 
servance of  the  injunctions  of  the  Sermon  on  the  Mount;  and  lastly, 
that,  like  some  of  the  later  reformers,  they  believed' that  reverence  and 
obedience  were  due  only  to  pious  priests.     In  imitation  of  monastic 
arrangements,  their  adherents  were  divided  into  the  "perfeeti"  and 
the   *'  credeutes,"   the   former  alone  being    bound   to    celibacy   and 
absolute  poverty.     After  their  expulsion  from  the  Church,  they  were 
of  course  obliged  to  make  eccleBJastical  provision  for  themselves.     The 
apostolic   succession  in  their  ordination  was   preserved  by  means  of 
some  bishops  who  had  joined  them.     The  presidents  of  particular  con- 
gregations were  called  Barber  (uncles).     Even  their  opponents  were 
obliged  to  admit  the  purity  of  their  morals  and  their  separation  from 
the  world ;   they  were  struck   chiefly,  however,  with  the  knowledge 
which  they  possessed  of  the  Scriptures.     A  third  era  in  their  history, 
when  their  dogmatic  views  underwent  a  complete  change,  and  they 
received  the  doctrine  of  justification  by  faith  alone,  commenced  about 
the  time  of  Huss,  and  was  completed  under  the  influence  of  the  Re- 
formers, specially  of  Zwingle  and  Calvin. 
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i  109.  REACTIOX  IN  THE  CHURCH. 

It  will  readily  be  understood  that  the  rapid  spread  of  hireticc 
and  sectaries  during  the  eleventh  and  twelfth  centuries  excited 
considerable  alarm  in  the  Church.  Indeed,  its  very  existenc%, 
seemed  now  endangered.  So  early  as  the  eleventh  century,  lead- 
ing ecclesiastics  saw  no  other  remedy  than  the  stake  (a  kind  of 
prelude  to  those  torments  which  hereafter  awaited  heretics). 
Only  one  voice,  that  of  Bishop  Wazo  of  Liege  (ob.  1048),  was 
lifted  against  this  iniquitous  mode  of  conversion.  Happily  the 
opponents  of  this  favourite  and  easy  method  of  terminating  con- 
troversy were  more  numerous  in  the  twelfth  century.  Petrua 
Venerabilis  (§  98,  1),  St.  Flildegard,  and  St.  Bernard,  pro- 
tested against  attempts  at  conviction  by  fire  and  sword ;  while 
the  latter,  by  his  own  example  and  success,  proved  that  affec- 
tionate admonition  and  kindly  teaching  were  likely  to  produce 
more  satisfactory  results  than  measures  which  only  converted 
simple-minded  men  into  enthusiastic  martyrs.  But  executioners 
and  stakes  were  more  readily  procured  than  men  like  St.  Bernard, 
of  whom,  specially  in  the  twelfth  century,  there  was  not  a  super- 
abundance. At  a  later  period,  St,  Dominic  despatched  his  dis- 
ciples to  teach  and  convert  heretics  by  preaching  and  discussions. 
So  long  as  they  confined  themselves  to  these  means,  their  labours 
were  not  unsuccessful.  But  by  and  by  they  also  found  it  more 
easy  and  efiicacions  to  employ  the  thumb-screw  than  syllogisms. 
The  cru.-^ade  -against  the  Albigenses  and  the  tribunals  of  the  In- 
quisition finally  arrested  the  spread  of  heresy.  The  scattered 
members  of  these  sects  sought  safety  in  concealment.  Through 
out,  the  Church  made  no  distinction  between  different  sectaries, 
and  one  and  the  same  sentence  was  pronounced  on  Cathari  and 
Waldenses,  on  Petrobrusians,  Arnoldists,  and  Fratricelli  (species 
quidem  habentes  diversas,  wrote  Innocent  HI.,  sed  caudas  ad 
Invicem  colligatas)  ;  and  indeed,  so  far  as  their  opposition  to  the 
Papacy  and  hierarchy  was  concerned,  they  were  all  at  one. 

L  Crusade  ctgainst  the  Albigenses  (1209-1229).  —  (Comp.  Sismonde 
di  SUmondi,  lea  oroisad.  contra  Ics  Albig.  Par.  1828.  —  /.  iS.  Barrau 
et  A.  B.  Darragonj  Hist,  des  crois.  c.  les  Alb.  Par.  1843).  —  The  great 
stronghold  of  the  numberless  sects  which  were  designated  as  Cathari, 
Bulgarians,  Manicheans,  etc.,  was  in  the  south  of  Franco,  where  they 
had  secured  the  protection  of  Raymond  F/.,  Count  of  Toulouse,  and  of 
other  powerful  vassals.  Innocent  III.,  who  stigmatized  them  as  worse 
than  the  Saracens,  commibjioned  the  order  of  CisterciaiiS  to  effect  their 
89* 
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conTersion,  but  their  labours  were  unsuccessful.  Upon  this  the  Pcp« 
despatched,  in  1203,  Peter  of  Castelnau  as  his  legate,  with  ampU 
powers  for  their  suppression.  Peter  was  murdered  in  1208,  and  sus- 
picion fell  on  Raymund.  By  order  of  the  Pontiff,  Arnold^  Abbot  of 
CUeauXf  now  proclaimed  a  crusade  against  the  sectaries.  The  army 
thus  raised  was  commanded  by  Simont  Count  of  Montfort.  The  little 
town  of  Albif  in  the  district  of  Albigeois,  was  regarded  as  the  great 
centre  of  the  party ;  whence  the  name  of  Albioenses,  by  which  all 
these  sects  were  designated,  though  in  many  respects  they  greatly 
differed.  The  murderous  war  which  now  ensued,  and  which  in 
fanaticism  and  cruelty  (on  both  sides)  was  unparalleled,  lasted  for  no 
less  than  twenty  years.  Alike  the  guilty  and  the  innocent,  men  and 
women,  children  and  aged  persons,  fell  its  victims ;  the  country  was 
changed  into  a  desert,  and  the  Albigenses  were  almost  exterminated. 

2.  The  Inquisition,  —  So  early  as  at  the  Fourth  Lateran  Council 
(1215),  measures  had  been  concerted  against  a  revival  of  the  Albigen- 
sian  heresy.  No  sooner  was  the  crusade  finished  than  a  synod  met  at 
Toulouse  (1229)  to  carry  out  these  precautions.  Bishops  were  enjoined 
to  employ  persons,  whose  sole  duty  it  should  be  to  hunt  out  heretics, 
and  to  hand  them  over  to  the  proper  tribunals.  Any  secular  or  clerical 
official  who  spared  a  heretic  was  to  lose  his  property  and  office,  every 
house  in  which  a  heretic  was  sheltered  should  be  levelled  with  the 
ground ;  the  people  were  to  take  the  sacrament  three  times  a  year ; 
every  two  years  they  were  again  to  make  declaration  of  their  adherence 
to  the  Romish  Church ;  those  suspected  of  heresy  were  to  be  refused 
every  assistance,  medical  or  otherwise,  even  in  case  of  mortal  illness, 
etc.  But  the  bishops  were  slow  in  enforcing  these  iniquitous  ordinan- 
ces. On  this  account  Gregory  IX.  instituted  special  Tribunals  op  In- 
quisition (Inquisitores  hsereticoe  pravitatis),  which  were  confided  to 
the  Dominicans  (1232).  Let  loose  against  the  heretics  as  **  Domini 
canes"  (a  designation  which  they  coveted  as  an  honour),  the  in- 
quisitors possessed  unlimited  power.  Any  party  suspected  or  de- 
nounced could  be  imprisoned  and  tried  without  being  confronted  either 
with  accuser  or  witnesses,  and  torture  was  freely  employed  to  extract 
confession.  Those  who  recanted  were  generally  condemned  to  im- 
prisonment for  life ;  those  who  proved  obstinate  were  (in  accordance 
with  the  principle,  ecclesia  non  sitit  sanguinem)  handed  to  the  secular 
tribunal  to  be  consumed  at  the  stake. 

The  first  Grand  Inquisitor  of  Germany  was  a  Dominican,  Conrad  of 
Marburg^  known  also  for  his  unyielding  harshness  as  confessor  to  St, 
Elizabeth^  princess  of  Thuringia  and  Hesse.  After  having  for  two 
years  carried  on  his  dreadful  occupation  with  implacable  severity  and 
cruelty,  he  was  killed  by  some  nobleman  (1233).  It  was  also  due  to 
Conrad  that  Gregory  IX.  ordered  a  crusade  to  be  preached  (1234)  against 
the  "  Siedingers,''  a  tribe  inhabiting  Oldenburg,  who,  in  their  indigna 
tion  at  the  oppression  of  the  nobility  and  clergy,  refused  socage  and 
tithes,  and  on  that  ground  were  declared  Albigensian  heretics. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL     HISTORY 

IN  ITS  MEDUIVAL  AND  GERMANIC  FORM  OF  DEVELOPMENT. 

FOURTEENTH  AND  FIFTEENTH   CENTURIES. 


L  THE  HIERARCHY,  THE  CLERGY,  AND  MONASTICISM. 

JUG.  THE  PAPACY. 

At  the  accession  of  Boniface  VIII.  the  see  of  St.  Peter  still 
possessed  that  power  and  influence  with  which  Gregory  and 
Innocent  had  invested  it.  The  first  breach  was  now  to  be  made 
in  the  proad  fortress.  During  the  seventy  years  of  (so-called) 
Bahylonuh  exile  at  Avignon  the  Papacy  became  the  tool  of 
French  intrigue,  and  fell  into  fearful  decay.  Nor  was  this  all. 
When  at  length  the  Curia  was  again  transported  to  Rome,  a 
papal  schism  ensued.  For  forty  years  Europe  had  the  spectacle 
of  two,  or  even  three,  pretended  representatives  of  God  on  earth, 
hurling  against  each  other  the  most  awful  anathemas.  At  the 
Councils  of  Pisa  J  Constance,  and  Basle,  an  attempt  was  made 
to  put  an  end  to  these  abuses,  and  to  introduce  a  tliorough 
reformation  in  head  and  members.  Yet  so  deep  was  the  con- 
viction still  entertained  of  the  necessity  for  some  central  p:overn- 
ment  of  the  Church  generally,  such  as  the  Papacy  had  hitherto 
represented,  that  even  the  most  determined  reformors,  the  Fathers 
of  Constance  and  Basle, were  the  most  strenuous  advocates  for  its 
continuance.  But  the  abases  and  the  degeneracy  of  the  Papacy, 
the  vileness  and  dissoluteness  of  most  of  its  occupants  at  the 
time,  and  of  those  by  whom  they  were  surrounded,  the  continual 
demands  for  money  made  by  the  Curia  under  every  kind  of  pre- 
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text,  which  led  to  almost  incredible  simony,  obliged  the  divinea 
of  that  age  to  fall  back  upon  the  old  principle,  that  the  infalli* 
bility  of  the  Church  rested  not  in  any  one  individual,  but  in  the 
representation  of  the  Church  universal  in  General  Councils,  and 
that  these  assemblies  were  superior  to  the  popes.  The  general 
acknowledgment  and  establishment  of  this  principle  depended, 
however,  on  the  union  and  combination  of  individual  or  nationcU 
churches —  which  now  more  than  ever  felt  that  they  were  inde- 
pendent members  of  the  great  hierarchical  body  —  in  their  oppo 
sition  to  the  corrupt  Papacy.  Unfortunately  the  different  churches 
were  not  prepared  for  such  measures.  Content  to  make  separate 
treaties  with  the  Papacy,  in  which  even  the  most  selfish  demands 
of  a  particular  church  were  scarcely  met,  they  neglected  the 
general  good.  Most  successful,  but  also  the  most  selfish,  were 
the  policy  and  measures  of  the  Galilean  Church.  Thus  papal 
cunning  ultimately  succeeded  in  disappointing  and  frustrating 
the  hopes  and  labours  of  these  councils.  From  this  its  severest 
conflict  the  Papacy  issued  once  more  triumphant ;  but  only,  as 
in  the  tenth,  so  now  in  the  fifteenth  century,  again  to  descend  to 
the  lowest  depth  of  moral  degeneracy  and  vileness. — Luxurious- 
ness  and  dissoluteness,  pomp  and  worldliness,  nepotism,  and, 
since  the  return  to  Rome,  incessant  wars,  had  helplessly  dis- 
ordered the  papal  finances.  The  felt  necessity  of  opening  fresh 
sources  of  income  led  to  the  adoption  of  new  devices.  Among 
them  we  reckon  the  Annatce,  a  full  year's  income  being  claimed 
at  every  vacancy  by  the  pontiffs,  as  those  who  conferred  bene- 
fices ;  the  Beservationes,  the  popes  claiming  the  right  of  appoint 
ing  to  rich  benefices,  and  exacting  large  suras  for  the  nomination  ; 
the  Exspectantias^  the  popes  nominating  successors  to  rich  bene- 
fices before  the  death  of  the  incumbent,  as  that  event  did  not 
always  take  place  at  the  period  when  papal  requirements  rendered 
it  desirable ;  the  Commendce,  appointments  being  made,  not  defi 
nitely,  but  provisionally,  "in  commendam,"  on  condition  of  pay- 
ing an  annual  tax  ;  the  Jus  spoHorum,  the  see  of  Peter  declaring 
itself  the  sole  rightful  heir  of  all  property  acquired  by  dignitaries 
of  the  Church  during  their  tenure  of  office ;  the  tithing  of  the 
property  of  churnhes  for  urgent  wants ;  the  innumerable  induU 
genceSy  dispensaiionSy  appeals,  and  many  other  rights,  all  of  which 
swelled  the  treasury  of  the  Church.  —  Boniface  VITL  added  to 
the  papal  tiara  a  second  crown,  in  token  of  spiritual  and  secular 
rule ;  Urban  V.  surmounted  it  with  a  third,  to  indicate  that  its 
wearer  was  the  representative  of  Christ.  The  doctrine  of  pa- 
pal infallibility  made  no  progress  in  this  period. 


THE    PAPACY.  46& 

1.  B(m{/ace  Vm.  (1294-1303).— (Comp.  TT.  Drumann,  Gesch.  Box  if. 
Vin.  KSnigsb.  1852.  2  Vols.)  —  In  point  of  sagacity  and  energy, 
Boniface  was  no  way  inferior  to  any  of  his  predecessors.  Otherwise, 
however,  he  was  more  concerned  about  the  gratification  of  his  immode- 
rate personal  ambition  than  the  welfare  of  the  Church.  He  commenced 
his  reign  by  expelling  the  influential  Roman  family  of  the  ColonnaB, 
who  had  declared  the  abdication  of  Coelestine  V.  to  be  unlawlul.  But 
a  more  dangerous  opponent  to  the  Pontiflf  was  Philip  the  Fair  of  France 
(1285-1314).  The  first  collision  between  them  arose  during  the  war 
of  Philip  with  Edward  I.  of  England.  In  virtue  of  his  hierarchical 
supremacy,  the  Pope  claimed  to  be  arbiter  between  the  monarchs 
(1295).  These  pretensions  were  disdainfully  rejected  by  the  King  of 
France,  who  also  levied  on  the  clergy  a  heavy  contribution  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  expenses  of  the  war.  Upon  this,  Boniface  issued,  in  1296, 
the  bull  *'Clericis  laicos,"  which  pronounced  excommunication  against 
all  laymen  who  exacted  contributions  from  the  ^ergy,  and  against 
those  of  the  clergy  who  paid  such  taxes.  Philip  avenged  himself  by 
prohibiting  the  exportation  of  money  from  the  country.  The  Pope  soon 
felt  the  inconvenience  of  being  deprived  of  his  French  revenues ;  he 
made  overtures  to  the  king,  consented  to  certain  concessions,  and 
canonized  Louis  IX.,  the  grandfather  of  Philip.  The  king  on  the 
other  hand  accepted  his  arbitration,  but  only  in  the  character  of  a 
personcU  confidant,  not  as  Pope.  But  when  the  sentence  of  the  Pontiff 
proved  adverse  to  Philip,  the  breach  between  them  became  irremedi- 
able. The  legate  of  the  Pope  —  a  French  bishop  —  was  seized  on  a 
charge  of  treason ;  Boniface  denounced  Philip  as  a  heretic,  and  the 
latter  retorted  by  calling  the  Pope  a  fool.  (The  Pope  wrote:  Scire  te 
Tolumus,  quod  in  spiritualibus  et  temporalibus  nobis  subes.  Aliud 
credentes,  hsereticos  reputamus.  The  king  replied :  Sciat  maxima  tua 
fatuitas,  in  temporibus  nos  alicui  non  subesse.  Secus  credentes  fatuos 
et  dementes  reputamus.)  The  view  that,  in  its  own  province,  the 
secular  power  was  perfectly  independent  of  the  spiritual,  was  branded 
as  Manicheanism  in  the  bull  "Uuam  Sanctam"  (1302).  This  measure 
was  soon  followed  by  excommunication  and  the  interdict,  by  suspen- 
sion of  the  clergy  and  absolution  of  the  people  from  their  oath  of  alle- 
giance. The  French  Parliament  now  preferred  some  most  serious 
charges  against  the  orthodoxy  and  the  life  of  the  Pope,  and  appealed 
to  a  general  council  (1303).  William  of  Norjaret,  the  French  chancel- 
lor, and  one  of  the  expelled  Colonnas,  by  force  of  arms  seized  the 
Pope,  who  received  his  executioners  in  the  most  dignified  manner, 
sitting  on  his  throne,  and  arrayed  in  all  the  gor^eousness  of  his  rr)bes. 
The  people  soon  restored  Boniface  to  liberty.  lie  died  the  same  year 
of  an  inflammatory  disease.    Dante  has  assigned  him  a  place  in  hell. 

2.  The  Papacy  in  its  Babylonish  Exile  (1309-1377).— After  the  brief 
interregnum  of  an  Italian  pope,  Bertrand  de  Gotj  Archbishop  of  Bor- 
deaux tnd  a  favourite  of  Boniface,  was  unanimously  elected  as  Cli« 
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HiMi  y.  (1305-1314).  But  this  prelate  had  preyiouslj  made  a  secret 
AoniDact  with  Philip,  and  bound  himself  to  support  French  policy 
Clement  preferred  remaining  on  the  other  side  of  the  Alps,  and  in  1309 
formally  transferred  the  papal  Curia  to  Avignon,  where  it  continued 
for  nearly  seventy  years.  Throughout  this  period  the  Papacy  waa 
almost  entirely  the  tool  of  the  French  rulers,  while  at  the  same  time  it 
assumed  the  most  arrogant  tone  towards  other  countries.  If,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  secular  power  in  France  supported  these  hierarchical 
pretensions,  it  also  took  precautions  to  secure  the  liberties  of  the  Galil- 
ean Church.  At  Avignon  the  papal  court  became  increasingly  thr 
centre  of  moral  and  religious  frivolity  and  looseness.  At  the  Fifteenth 
General  Council  held  in  Vienne  (1312),  Clement  sacrificed  to  the  rapa- 
city of  Philip  the  rich  order  of  the  Templars ;  in  return,  he  had  the 
satisfaction  that  the  memory  of  Boniface  YIIL,  whom  Philip  would 
have  had  condemned,  was  vindicated.  Clement  died  in  1314.  For  two 
years  the  French  aihd  Italian  parties  among  the  cardinals  contended 
for  the  succession ;  at  last  the  former  prevailed,  and  John  XXIL  was 
chosen  Pontiff.  He  had  promised  the  Italians  upon  oath,  never  to 
mount  horse,  except  for  the  purpose  of  going  to  Rome  —  and  took  ship 
to  Avignon.  At  the  time,  Louis  of  Bavaria  (1314-1347)  and  Frederir 
9f  Austria  contended  for  the  crown  of  Germany.  The  Pope  declared 
that  the  right  of  settling  the  question  rested  with  him  alone.  But  vic- 
tory decided  for  Louis,  who,  in  vindication  of  his  title,  appealed  to  tho 
vote  of  the  prince-electors,  and  referred  the  objections  of  the  Pope  to 
a  future  general  council.  The  pontiff  replied  by  pronouncing  excom- 
munication and  the  interdict  (1324).  But  Louis  went  to  Italy  (1327), 
received  in  Rome  the  imperial  crown,  and  appointed  a  pious  Francis- 
can of  the  extreme  party  in  that  order  (Nicholas  F,)  counter-pope. 
This  rival,  however,  was  not  properly  supported ;  and  fresh  anathemas 
issuing  from  Avignon,  imperilled  the  position  of  the  Emperor.  John 
died  in  1334.  Ilis  successor.  Benedict  XII.  [oh.  1342),  was  sincerely 
desirous  of  setting  himself  free  from  French  domination  and  making 
his  peace  with  the  Emperor,  but  he  was  unable  to  carry  out  his  inten- 
tions. It  was  at  this  time  that  the  princes  electors  solemnly  declared, 
at  tlieir  first  meeting  in  Rhense  (1338),  that  the  office  of  Roman  king 
depended,  not  on  the  Pope,  but  only  on  the  choice  of  the  electors. 
Clement  VI,  (oh,  1352)  a^ain  pronounced  the  ban  upon  Louis,  and  ap- 
pointed as  his  successor  Charles  IV.  of  Bohemia  (1346),  who,  after  the 
death  of  Louis,  was  acknowledged  by  the  electors.  He  had  formally 
obligated  himself  to  renounce  all  imperial  prerogatives  in  the  temporal 
management  of  the  State  of  the  Church,  and  at  his  coronation  in  Rome, 
performed  by  two  cardinals  {\Zfib)  by  order  of  the  absent  pope,  repeated 
this  pledge,  notwithstanding  that  the  Romans  urged  him  to  maintain 
his  imperial  rights.  In  1347,  Cola  di  Rienzi^  the  new  tribune  of  the 
people,  restored  the  ancient  Republic  of  Rome,  in  the  full  anticipation 
that  it  would  again  achieve  tlie  conquest  of  the  world.    These  and 
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o4her  distal  banees  in  Italy  rendered  it  incrMisingly  neceesarj  for  th« 
popes  to  return  to  their  ancient  capital.  Accordingly,  Urban  Y.  lef^ 
Ayignon  in  1367 ;  only  a  few  of  the  cardinals,  unwillingly,  accompanied 
him ;  and  so  early  as  1370  the  Pope  was  obliged  to  go  back  to  Avignon. 
Bat  under  the  rule  of  his  successor,  Greoort  XI.,  in  1377,  the  papal 
eourt  was  again  transported  to  Rome,  where  Gregory  died  the  year 
fdlowing. 

3.  The  Papal  Schism  and  the  Reforming  Councils  (1378-1443) 
Comp.  /.  H,  V.  Wessenbcrg,  die  grossen  Kirchenversamml.  d.  15.  16. 
Jahrh.  (the  Great  Councils  of  the  15th  and  16th  Cent.)  Const.  1840.  4 
Vols.  —  After  the  death  of  Gregory,  the  Romans  obliged  the  cardinals 
to  choose  an  Italian  pope  (Urban  VL).  After  the  election,  the  French 
party  in  the  conclave  fled,  declared  the  election  illegal,  and  appointed 
a  Frenchman  (Clement  VIL),  who  took  up  his  residence  at  Avignon. 
Thus  commenced  the  papal  schism  (1378-1409),  in  consequence  of 
which  two  popes,  each  surrounded  by  a  college  of  cardinals,  anathe- 
matised each  other,  and  jointly  contributed  to  the  destruction  of  that 
fabric  which  Gregory  VII.  had  reared.  For  thirty  years  Europe  sub- 
mitted to  this  state  of  matters, — not,  however,  without  strenuous  pro- 
testation against  the  scandal,  especially  on  the  part  of  the  University 
of  Paris  (the  chancellor  Pierre  d^Aillt/,  and  the  rector  Nicholas  de  Cle- 
mangis).  After  much  fruitless  negotiation  even  the  cardinals  on  both 
sides  became  tired  of  this  state  of  matters,  and  summoned  a  General 
Council  at  Pisa  (1409)  to  pronounce  on  the  claims  of  the  two  popes 
(Gregory  XIL  in  Rome,  and  Benedici  XIIL  in  Avignon).  This 
seasonable  measure  was  chiefly  due  to  the  exertions  of  John  Charlier 
de  Gerson  (|  118),  at  the  time  Chancellor  of  the  University  of  Paris. 
That  divine,  while  admitting  the  necessity  of  a  visible  chief  of  the 
Church  at  Rome,  insisted  on  the  necessity  of  a  reformation  in  head 
and  members,  and  laid  down  the  principle  that  a  general  council  was 
superior  to  the  Pope.  The  assembly  at  Pisa  numbered  among  it« 
members  the  most  influential  churchmen  of  the  time.  The  two  popei 
were  summoned  to  its  bar ;  they  failed  to  appear,  and  were  deposed. 
But  instead  of  now  addressing  itself  to  the  work  of  reformation,  the 
Council  hastened  to  elect  another  pontiff.  Alexander  F.,  the  new 
Pope,  immediately  adjourned  the  Council  for  three  years,  on  pretext 
that  the  necessary  preparations  for  the  proposed  reformation  had  not 
yet  been  made.  Accordingly,  the  only  result  achieved  was  —  that 
there  were  three  instead  of  two  popes  anathematizing  each  other. 

Alexander  V.  died  in  1410  at  Bologna,  probably  in  consequence  of 
poison  administered  fo  him  by  Cossa,  the  cardinal  legate,  a  most  de- 
praved person,  who  in  youth  had  been  a  pirate,  and  now  exercised  at 
Bologna  the  most  despotic  sway.  Cossa  ascended  the  paj  al  throne  as 
John  XJniI,  The  new  Pontiff  was  bold  enough,  in  1412,  to  summon 
the  long-promised  General  Council  to  Rome.  At  the  same  time,  h« 
lock  care  that  all  the  passes  leading  in4i»  italy  shov  Id  be  occupied  by 
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his  friends  the  banditti.  Henc\)  only  a  few  Italian  bishops  appeared 
and  the  Council  came  to  nothing.  But  D'Aillj  and  Gerson  continued 
their  exertions.  They  were  supported  by  the  Emperor  Sigismund 
(1410-1437),  who  insisted  on  a  free  and  general  council  to  initiate  a 
thorough  reformation.  As  John  required  the  aid  of  the  Emperor 
against  Naples,  he  had  reluctantly  to  yield,  and  accordingly  the 
Council  of  Constance  (1414-1418)  was  summoned.  This  assemblr 
was  more  numerously  and  influentially  attended  than  any  previous  o' 
subsequent  council  (by  18,000  clerics,  and  innumerable  princes,  counts, 
and  knights).  It  attracted,  moreover,  about  50,000  strangers  to  the 
city,  and  among  them  many  of  the  most  disreputable  character.  From 
the  first,  the  calculations  and  intrigues  of  John  proved  futile.  D' Ailly 
and  Gerson  carried  it,  and  the  Council  immediately  declared  itself 
supreme  in  every  respect,  and  competent  to  depose  all  the  three  popes 
if  it  saw  cause ;  also,  that  the  reformation  in  head  and  members  was 
taken  in  hand  as  the  main  business  before  them  ;  and  that  the  vote  was 
taken,  not  according  to  persons,  but  according  to  nations,  which 
previously  met  and  deliberated  in  separate  assemblies.  When  an 
accusation  was  now  laid  before  the  Council,  charging  the  Pope  with 
murder,  immorality,  and  simony,  John  hastily  fled  in  the  disguise  of 
a  groom.  It  was  with  some  diflSculty  that  Gerson  managed  to  keep 
the  Council  together.  The  Pontiff  was  deposed,  and  soon  afterwards 
made  prisoner.  Of  the  other  two  popes,  one  abdicated,  the  other  was 
deposed  (1417)  The  Emperor  and  the  Germans  now  insisted  that  the 
proposed  reformation  should  precede  a  new  election  to  the  Papacy ;  but 
they  were  unsuccessful.  Cardinal  Colonna  was  chosen  as  Martin  V., 
and  all  hopes  of  a  reformation  wore  a^ain  at  an  end.  The  intrigues 
of  the  new  Pontiff  proved  only  too  efficacious ;  separate  agreements 
were  made  with  individual  nations  ;  and  the  Council,  which  had  at  any 
rate  grown  tired  of  its  protracted  labours,  was  dissolved  after  the 
forty-fifth  general  session.  The  Pope  granted  to  all  the  members 
plenary  indulgence  to  the  hour  of  their  death,  and  left  the  town  in 
triumph. 

It  had  been  resolved  at  Constance  that  the  next  General  Council 
sliouM  meet  at  Pavia  in  1423.  But  before  its  members  assembled,  the 
Pope  transferred  the  assembly  to  Sirnnay  and  then  dissolved  it  after  a 
few  Jr-Jssions,  on  pretext  that  it  did  not  command  sufficient  sympathy. 
The  next  council  was  to  have  been  convened  seven  years  later  at  Basle. 
Pope  Martin  V.  died  shortly  after  that  term.  Ilis  successor,  Eugenius 
IV.,  sent  Cardinal  Julianus  Cesan'ni  as  legate  to  the  Council  or  Baslb 
(1431-1443).  The  Council  from  the  first  took  an  independent  position, 
and  re-asserted  the  principle  of  the  absolute  authority  of  general 
synods.  The  Pope  now  proposed  to  transfer  the  Council  to  Bologna — 
a  measure  against  which  even  Cesarini  protested.  After  some  fruit- 
less negotiations,  the  Pontiff  formally  dissolved  the  Council  (1433). 
But  the  assembled  fathers  continued  their  deliberations,  ar.d  the  Pope 
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iras  obliged  from  political  reasons,  again  to  recognize  their  validity 
(1434).  But  as  measures  were  now  introduced  for  a  reformation  in 
head  and  members,  Eugenius  once  more  transferred  the  Council,  after 
its  twenty-fifth  session,  to  Ferrara  (1438),  and  thence  to  Florence, 
The  solemn  reconciliation  of  the  Greeks  to  the  Romish  Church  which 
there  took  place  (2  67,  6),  gave  it  the  appearance  of  work  and  success. 
Meantime  the  Council  of  Basle  continued  its  sittings,  although 
Cesarini  had  left  it.  Its  new  president,  Cardinal  d*AUemandy  filled 
the  places  of  the  bishops  who  absented  themselves  with  the  relics  of 
the  churches  at  Basle.  The  Pope  excommunicated  the  Council,  which 
in  turn  deposed  him  (1439),  and  chose  another  Pontifi*  (Felix  V,). 
Europe,  however,  was  tired  of  these  disputes.  The  authority  of  Felix 
was  scarcely  acknowledged  by  any,  and  the  Council  itself  daily  lost  in 
numbers  and  influence.  One  by  one  the  ablest  members  left  its  ranks ; 
many  even  joined  the  party  of  Eugenius,  among  them,  the  astute 
^nea^  Sylvius  Piccolomini^  a  native  of  Sienna,  and  the  learned  and 
worthy  Nicholas  of  Cusa  (J  118,  2,  3).  After  its  45th  session  in  1443, 
the  Council  continued  merely  in  name ;  its  last  representatives  ulti- 
mately recognized,  in  1449,  the  authority  of  Nicholas  V.,  the  successor 
of  Eugenius. 

4.  ITie  Last  Popes  before  the  Reformation  (1443-1517).  —  From  its 
contest  with  the  reforming  councils  the  Papacy  had  issued  triumphant. 
It  almost  seemed,  like  a  phoenix,  to  have  sprung  from  its  ashes.  But 
the  abuses  prevalent  in  the  Church — most  notably  those  caused  by  the 
Papacy  itself —  were  as  deeplj'  and  generally  felt  as  ever.  The  desire 
among  all  the  more  noble-minded,  both  princes  and  subjects,  for  a  re- 
formation in  head  and  members,  was  not  abated ;  and  so  long  as  it  con- 
tinued, the  Papacy,  as  then  constituted,  was  imperilled.  The  man 
who  was  now  at  the  helm  of  the  Church  was  nowise  fitted  for  the 
emergency.  Even  under  the  successors  of  Eugenius,  JEneas  Sylvius, 
who  had  left  the  ranks  of  the  Basle  reformers  to  make  his  peace  with 
the  Holy  See,  really  wielded  the  authority  of  the  Papacy.  Shortly 
afterwards  he  was  elevated  to  the  Chair  of  Peter  as  Pius  II.  (1458- 
1464).  iEneas  would  fain  have  been  a  second  Hildebrand,  but  times 
had  changed ;  besides,  the  Pontiff  was  in  every  respect  inferior  to  his 
great  model.  Hildebrand's  accession  took  place  after  a  period  during 
which  the  Papacy  had  reached  its  lowest  depth.  In  the  case  of  /Eneas 
it  was  exactly  the  reverse ;  a  similar  degradation  followed  his  pontifi- 
cate. In  point  of  learning,  astuteness,  and  energy,  he  was  however 
equal  to  any  of  his  predecessors,  while  in  diplomatic  skill  he  surpassed 
them.  The  French  Church  alone  succeeded  in  concluding  a  second 
pragmatic  sanction  (1438),  by  which  the  principles  asserted  at  Basle 
were  secured,  and  maintained  even  against  Pius  II.  The  attempts  of 
the  German  Church  to  obtain  similar  privileges  proved  fruitless.  All 
the  effcrts  of  the  Germans  and  their  princes  were  frustrated  by  th« 
40 
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calbusness  of  the  Emperor  Frederic  III.  (1439-1493),  a,nd  bj  the 
manoeuvres  of  JEnesLS.  At  a  General  Council  held  in  Mantua  in  1459, 
the  principles  laid  down  at  the  Council  of  Constance  were  coiidemned 
as  heretical ;  and  shortly  before  his  death  the  Pope  himself  expressly 
retracted,  in  a  bull  addressed  to  the  University  of  Cologne,  his  own 
former  liberal  principles  and  writings.  —  The  conquest  of  Constanti- 
nople by  the  Turks  (1453)  seemed  a  loud  call  to  take  measures  of  pre- 
caution against  the  great  enemy  of  Christianity.  Like  his  two  prede- 
cessors, Pious  II.  entered  with  spirit  into  this  question.  Even  before 
this  time  Calixtus  III.  had  despatched  a  fleet  of  his  own  against  the 
Turks,  after  having  in  vain  appealed  to  the  secular  princes  on  the 
subject.  But  the  victories  it  achieved  led  to  no  lasting  result.  Calix- 
tus had  next  demanded  tithes  from  all  churches  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  on  the  holy  war ;  but  the  call  was  treated  as  merely  a  pre- 
text for  raising  money.  Pius  II.  again  reverted  to  this  plan  ;  but  his 
enthusiastic  appeal  at  the  Council  of  Mantua  failed  to  evoke  the  spirit 
which  fired  the  Council  of  Claremont.  Like  Ilildebrand  of  old,  he 
would  fain  have  headed  a  crusade  in  person ;  but  the  most  important 
element  —  an  army — was  wanting.  He  also  addressed  a  letter  to 
Mohammed  II.,  the  conqueror  of  Constantinople,  in  which  he  earnestly 
urged  the  claims  of  Christianity  on  his  reception  —  it  need  scarcely  be 
added,  without  effect.  (Comp.  G.  Voigt,  Enea  Silvio  Pice,  als  P 
Pius  II.  Bd.  I.  Berl.  1856). 

Almost  all  the  successors  of  Pius  II,  till  the  Reformation,  were  dis 
tinguished  for  their  dissoluteness,  vileness,  or  at  least  for  want  of  piety 
Probably  the  best  among  them  was  Paul  II.  (oh,  1471),  though  he  also 
was  fond  of  pomp  and  extravagance.  Sixtus  IV,  (ob.  1484)  increased 
the  revenues  of  his  see  by  instituting  brothels  in  Rome.  Under  his 
pontificate  the  nepotism  of  his  predecessors  reached  the  highest  stage  ; 
nor  did  the  Pope  scruple  to  take  part  in  the  frightful  conspiracy 
against  the  Medici  at  Florence.  Innocent  VIII.  (ob.  1492),  while 
summoning  Christendom  to  a  war  against  the  Turks,  was  at  the  same 
time  in  receipt  of  regular  pay  from  the  Sultan  for  keeping  his  brother 
a  captive.  To  his  zeal  it  was  due  that  criminal  procedure  against 
witches  was  introduced  into  Germany.  His  paternal  care  for  his  six- 
teen illegitimate  children  procured  for  him,  in  common  parlance,  the 
title  of  *'  father  of  his  country"  (Octo  Nocens  genuit  pueros,  totidem- 
que  puellas,  —  Ilunc  merito  jMHuit  dicere  Roma  patrem).  Alexander 
VI.  (ob,  1503)  was  not  without  political  abilities,  and  proved  an  ener 
gotic  although  despotic  ruler.  He  never  scrupled  at  any  measure  to 
attain  his  own  objects,  and  even  entered  into  a  league  with  the 
hereditary  enemy  of  Christendom  against  the  most  Christian  King  (of 
France).  In  short,  nepotism  and  immorality  were  at  no  time  carried 
to  a  higher  pitch  than  in  the  person  and  under  the  roign  of  Alexander. 
Among  other  enormities,  he  was  greatly  suspected  of  incest  with  his 
dauj^hter  Lucrezia.    Under  his  pontificate,  Savonarola,  the  Florentint 
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preftcher,  had  to  expiate  his  zeal  and  devotion  at  the  stake  (J  119,  7) 
The  Pontiff  died  in  consequence  of  poison,  which  his  son  Ccesar  Borgia, 
a  monster  of  every  vice,  bad  destined  for  a  wealthy  cardinal.  Julius 
n.  {06.  1513)  was  a  great  warrior.  His  main  object  was  to  liberate 
Italy  from  foreign  domination,  in  order  to  aggrandize  the  States  of  the 
Church.  He  expelled  the  French  from  the  Peninsula,  on  account  of 
which  a  French  National  Counctl  assembled  at  TWr*,  in  1510,  re- 
nounced his  allegiance.  Germany  also  showed  signs  of  rebellion ; 
and  the  Emperor  Maximilian  (1493-1519)  commissioned  the  learned 
and  liberal  iVimpfeUng  to  draw  up  a  list  of  many  and  serious  grier- 
aaces  against  the  Papacy,  and  to  make  a  draft  of  a  pragmatic  sanction 
for  Germany.  At  last  the  French  and  German  monarchs  summoned  a 
general  Council  at  Pisa  in  1511,  when  the  resolutions  of  Basle  were 
re-enacted,  and  the  Pope  was  deposed.  As  Julius  was  at  the  time 
dangerously  ill,  Maximilian,  who  had  just  lost  his  wife,  conceived  the 
idea  of  assuming  the  Papacy  himself.  But  Julius  recovered,  and  with 
his  Swiss  mercenaries  dispersed  the  Council  of  Pisa,  which  fled  to 
Lyons.  At  the  Fifth  General  Lateran  Council  in  1512,  Louis  XII.  of 
France  was  excommunicated,  and  a  concordat  concluded  with  Maxi- 
milian, by  which  the  most  crying  grievances  of  the  Germans  wore  re- 
moved. Upon  this  Louis  had  a  medal  struck,  bearing  the  inscription, 
*'Perdam  Babylonis  nomen,"  and  marched  against  the  Pope.  But  his 
army  was  beaten  by  the  papal  troops  in  the  Milanese  territory,  and 
obliged  to  retire  from  Italy.  Julius  was  succeeded  by  Leo  X.  (06. 
1521),  one  of  the  Medici  —  a  man  of  the  highest  culture  and  the  finest 
taste,  but  luxurious  and  lavish,  light-minded  and  careless,  and  destitute 
of  all  genuine  interest  either  in  religion  or  in  the  Church.  In  1517 
the  Pontiff  celebrated,  at  a  splendid  Laieran  Council,  the  triumph  of 
the  Papacy,  when  Francis  I.  of  France,  in  return  for  other  concessions, 
surrendered  the  pragmatic  sanction.  The  Councils  of  Constance  and 
Basle  were  also  again  condemned.  In  the  same  year,  and  only  a  few 
months  later,  the  word  of  a  poor  German  monk  effected  what  the  com- 
bined power  of  all  the  nations  of  the  West  had  failed  to  achieve  in 
these  councils. 

-i  111.  THE  CLERGY. 

Daring  this  period  Provincial  Synods  lost  almost  all  their 
former  importance.  They  were  rarely  held,  and  only  under  the 
presidency  of  a  papal  legate.  At  Constance  and  Basle  the 
bishops  attempted  to  break  the  yoke  of  papal  despotism  and 
pecuniary  exactions ;  but  the  selfishness  which  marked  the  policj 
of  the  nations  represented  at  these  councils,  prevented  the  suc- 
cess of  such  beneficial  measures.  Despite  the  proposals  made  at 
Basle,  the  caihedral  chapters  continued  to  furnish  a  provision 
for  the  yoanger  and  nnportloned  sons  of  the  nobility,  who  ic 
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worldliness  and  excesses  yielded  nothing  to  their  brothers.  Thr 
clergy  no  longer  gave  itself  tc  the  pursuit  of  study.  In  France 
the  political  influence  of  the  hierarchy  was  small ;  and  the 
liberties  of  the  Gallicau  Church  were  protected,  not  by  the  pre- 
lates, but  by  the  University  and  the  Parliament.  In  England 
the  bishops  formed  an  important  part  of  the  estates  with  strictly 
defined  rights.  In  Germany  also  they  occupied  an  influential 
position,  as  holding  temporal  sovereignty,  while  the  spiritual 
princes  electors  frequently  swayed  the  destinies  of  the  empire. 
The  moral  condition  of  the  clergy  was  suflSciently  sad.  The 
bishops  commonly  lived  in  open  concubinage.  The  lower  secular 
clergy  followed  their  example,  and  in  many  cases  paid  for  this 
indulgence  a  yearly  tax  to  the  bishop.  To  this  arrangement  the 
people  —  who  distinguished  between  the  oflBce  and  its  holder  — 
made  no  objection ;  in  fact,  it  secured  their  wives  and  daujjhterb 
from  the  temptations  of  the  confessional.  Thousands  of  lo#>se 
women  from  all  countries  had  assembled  at  Constance  and  Basle 
during  the  sittings  of  the  councils.  Unnatural  vices  also  were 
too  common  among  the  clergy,  at  least  in  Italy.  Any  move- 
ment at  Constance  and  Basle  towards  putting  an  end  to  these 
vices  of  the  clergy,  by  giving  them  leave  to  marry,  was  checked 
by  the  fear  that  benefices  might  become  hereditary,  and  that  the 
cfergy  would  be  made  still  more  dependent  on  the  State.  Ac- 
cordingly the  advice  of  Oerson  was  taken  in  the  matter,  who 
held,  that  as  the  vow  of  celibacy  only  referred  to  the  marriage 
of  priests,  concubinage  was  not  a  breach  of  that  obligation,  but 
merely  of  the  general  commandment  of  chastity. 

i  112.  THE  MONASTIC  ORDERS. 

The  Monastic  Orders  shared  the  general  corruption  of  the 
;lergy.  Too  frequently  the  cloisters  became  the  seats  of  dis- 
soluteness, debauchery,  idleness,  crimes,  and  unnatural  vices. 
Monks  and  nuns  of  adjoining  cloisters  lived  in  open  immorality, 
on  which  account  Nicholas  of  Clemangis  was  wont  to  say  that 
"  virginem  velare"wasin  reality  little  else  than  *' virginem  ad 
Bcortandum  exponere."  The  Councils  of  Constance  and  Basle 
had  their  attention  directed  to  these  dreadful  abuses,  which 
bishops  and  secular  princes  also  endeavoured  to  remedy.  But 
all  such  attempts  proved  unavailing.  The  papal  Curia,  so  far 
from  secondicg   any  measures  of  reform,  rather  interposed  tc 
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arrest  them.  Among  the  various  orders,  the  Benedictines,  with 
their  dififerent  branches,  were  probably  most  deeply  tainted, 
while  the  mendicant  orders  stood  highest  in  the  moral  scale. 
Following  the  example  of  the  cathedral  chapters,  the  rich 
monasteries  distributed  their  revenues  among  their  inmates 
(Proprietarii).  The  gratification  of  the  palate,  and  not  the 
pursuit  of  science,  was  the  object  of  study  in  these  cloisters. 
The  celebrated  Scottish  monastery  of  St.  James,  at  Regens- 
burg  (§  98,  1  \  had  a  regular  tavern  within  its  walls,  and  a  pro- 
verb said  :  Uxor  amissa  in  monasterio  Scotorum  quseri  debet. 
The  Franciscans  and  Dominicans  were  still  the  great  representa- 
tives of  monasticism  ;  they  proved  the  pillars  of  the  Papacy,  and 
in  some  measure  contributed,  at  least  in  the  fourteenth  century, 
to  theological  science.  In  the  fifteenth  century,  however,  they 
became  involved  in  the  general  corruption.  The  Carthusians 
alone  continued  their  ancient  practice  of  asceticism. 

1.  The  Benedictine  monasteries  having  become  socially  and  morally 
corrupt,  Clement  F.,  at  the  Council  of  Vienne  (1311),  issued  a  series 
of  decrees,  aiming  at  the  revival  of  monastic  discipline  and  literature. 
They  were,  however,  scarcely  regarded.  Hence  Benedict  XIL  was 
constrained,  with  the  oo-operation  of  influential  Franciscan  abbots,  to 
prepare  a  new  constitution  for  the  Benedictines  (1336),  called  after 
him,  Benedictina.  According  to  this,  all  the  monasteries  of  black 
monks  were  to  be  divided  into  thirty-six  provinces,  each  of  which  was 
to  hold  a  triennial  chapter  for  mutual  consultation  and  decisions. 
Moreover,  in  every  abbey  daily  penitential  chapters  should  be  held, 
for  the  maintenance  of  discipline,  and  an  annual  chapter  for  the 
rendering  of  accounts.  For  the  resuscitation  of  literary  tastes  and 
efforts,  it  was  enjoined  upon  each  monastery  to  keep  a  number  of  its 
members  at  a  university  for  the  study  of  theoloj];y  and  canon  law.  But 
the  disciplinary  rules  of  the  Benedictina  proved  futile  against  habits 
of  good  living,  and  those  contemplating  reorganization  were  impotent 
before  the  insuperable  feelings  of  independence,  which  the  monks  and 
abbots  cherished.  The  measures  proposed  for  the  revival  of  learning 
were  more  effectual;  they  did  not,  necessarily,  militate  against  deeply- 
rooted  luxurious  habits. — A  general  chapter  of  Benedictines,  accord- 
ingly, met  under  the  supervision  of  the  Council  of  Constance,  in  order 
to  effect  a  reformation  of  the  order.  But  this  too  proved  unavailing. 
At  the  instance  of  the  Council  of  Basle,  congregations  of  reformed 
monasteries  were  organized,  which  for  a  time  preserved  stricter  dis- 
cipline, but  soon  again  relapsed  into  their  old  ways. — The  Olivetaxs 
founded  by  Bernard  Ptolemais,  formed  a  new  and  independent  branch 
of  tne  Benedictires.  Berrard  taught  philosophy  in  Siena,  his  native 
40* 
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tuwn,  but  was  compelled  by  blindness  to  desist.  Healed  by  the  inte^ 
cession  of  the  Virgin  Mary,  he  renounced  the  world,  and  retired,  with 
Beveral  companions,  into  an  almost  inaccessible,  rocky  wild,  ten  milcM 
from  Siena  (1313).  As  disciples  gathered  to  hin  from  all  sides,  h« 
built  a  monastery  on  a  hill,  called  it  Mt.  Olivet,  and  founded,  upon  the 
rule  of  the  Benedictines,  the  congregation  of  the  Blessed  Virgin^  which 
John  XXII.  confirmed.  Not  until  the  fourth  election  for  a  general, 
which  was  at  first  held  annually,  then  triennially,  did  he  consent  i6 
assume  this  dignity  for  himself  (1332) ;  he  then  filled  the  office  until 
his  death,  caused  by  his  attentions  to  those  prostrated  by  the  plague 
(1348).  The  Abbots  were  also  chosen  triennially.  The  Olivetans 
were  long  distinguished  by  their  zealous  worship  of  the  Virgin  and 
by  strict  abstinence.  They  also  prosecuted  diligently  theological  and 
philosophical  studies  in  some  of  their  monasteries,  which  exceed«^  a 
hundred  in  number.  An  order  of  nuns,  founded  by  Francisca  Romana 
(1433),  also  joined  the  Olivetans. 

2.  The  Dominicans,  who  were  entrusted  with  the  conduct  of  the  In- 
quisition, and  wore  largely  employed  as  confessors  among  the  higher 
classes,  gradually  ceased  to  be  a  mendicant  order.  Accordingly,  they 
now  explained  their  vow  of  poverty  as  applying  only  to  personal,  not 
to  common  possessions,  and  maintained  that  the  latter  had  been  held 
even  by  Christ  and  His  apostles.  This  proposition  was  controverted 
by  the  Franciscans,  who,  in  virtue  of  the  nominal  surrender  of  all 
their  property  to  the  Church  of  Rome,  professed  still  to  adhere  to  their 
original  vow.  When  in  1321  the  Inquisition  at  Narbonne  condemned 
a  Bcghard  to  the  stake  for  asserttng  that  Christ  and  the  apostles  had 
held  neither  personal  nor  common  pn>perty,  the  Franciscans  main- 
taineil  the  orthodoxy  of  this  statement,  and  accused  the  Dominicans 
before  Pope  John  XVIL  The  Pontiff  took  the  part  of  the  Dominicans, 
and  declared  that  the  nominal  donation  of  Franciscan  property  was 
merely  an  illusion.  This  decision  occasioned  a  rupture  among  the 
Franciscans.  The  more  rigorous  members,  with  the  general,  Michael 
of  Ct'sena,  and  the  celebrated  }Filliam  Occam,  joined  the  p>arty  of  the 
**  spiritualists,"  and  took  the  side  of  Louis  of  Bavaria  against  the  Pope. 
Forcible  measures  against  them  proved  unavailing.  Accordingly,  they 
wore  appeased  at  Constance  by  their  formal  recognition  as  brethren  of 
the  stricter  observance  [obscrvant.^s).  The  more  lax  party  among  the 
Franciscans  tiH>k  the  name  of  Conv^^iiuales,  and  continued  to  regard 
their  pn^pcrties  as  veally  belonging  to  the  donors,  and  themselves  as 
only  enjoying  theii  usufruct.  The  controrrrstf  about  the  ImmaculaU 
ConcfptioH  still  ctmtinued  to  rage.  St.  Catharine  had  visions  which 
cinifirmed  the  dogma  of  the  Dominicans,  while  St.  Bridget  gave  the 
same  kind  of  sanction  to  the  opinions  of  the  Franciscans.  The  latter, 
however,  gaiiMHl  influence  and  authority.  It  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Vniversity  of  JtSuris  in  13S7  ;  while  the  Council  of  Basle  (in  1437)  and 
Pope  Sixtus  IV.  anathematixed  any  one  who  should  declare  the  d  «ctrine 
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of  the  ItAinaoulate  Conoeption  to  bo  heretical,  or  the  festhjd  in  its 
honour  sinful.  For  the  same  purpose  a  comedy  was  enacted  at  Berne 
in  1509,  which,  however,  had  a  tragical  termination.  The  Dominicans 
of  that  city  imposed  on  the  simplicity  of  a  poor  tailor  called  Jetser. 
The  tailor  had  visions  and  revelations  of  the  Virgin.  Even  the  prints 
of  the  nails  which  pierced  the  Saviour  were  reproduced  in  him  by  a 
red-hot  iron,  and  a  picture  of  the  Virgin  shed  in  his  sight  bloody  tears 
over  the  godless  opinions  of  the  Franciscans.  The  clumsy  imposture 
was  at  last  discovered,  and  the  prior,  with  three  of  his  monks,  were 
condemned  to  the  stake. — In  1402  another  controversy  broke  out 
between  the  two  orders.  In  Brescia,  a  Franciscan,  Jctcob  of  Marchia, 
bad  on  Easter  day  maintained  in  the  pulpit  that  the  blood  which 
Christ  shed  on  the  cross  had,  till  His  resurrection  and  consequent  re- 
assumption  of  it  into  His  nature,  continued  separate  from  the  hypostatic 
union  with  the  Logos,  and  hence  had  not,  during  that  time,  been  an 
object  of  adoration.  The  Grand  Inquisitor,  Jacob  of  Brescia^  declared 
this  sentiment  heretical.  A  controversy  arose ;  and  during  Christmas 
1403  three  Dominicans  and  as  many  Minors  discussed  the  question  for 
three  days  before  the  Pope  and  cardinals,  but  without  leading  to  any 
result.  The  Pope  at  the  time  reserved  his  decision,  which,  indeed, 
was  never  pronounced. 

St,  Catharine  of  Siena,  the  daughter  of  a  dyer,  was  one  of  the 
ehief  ornaments  of  the  Dominicans  (ob.  1308).  Even  when  a  child  she 
had  visions  and  ecstacics,  during  which  Christ  was  said  to  have 
formally  betrothed  Himself  to  her,  and  to  have  given  her  His  heart 
instead  of  her  own.  She  also  bore  the  prints  of  the  nails,  but  only  in- 
wardly. Notwithstanding  her  deep  humility,  the  influence  and 
authority  which  she  enjoyed  were  unparalleled.  She  became  the 
oracle  of  the  Dominicans,  and  all  Italy  almost  worshipped  at  her  feet. 
Contrary  to  her  inclination,  she  was  made  the  arbiter  of  the  religious 
and  political  controversies  of  the  time.  To  her  admonitions,  and  to 
those  of  St.  Bridget,  it  was  mainly  due  that  the  Babylonish  captivity 
at  Avignon  came  to  a  close. 

The  Order  of  St.  Augustine  had  also  its  congregations  for  the  re- 
storation of  pristine  discipline.  But  these  branches  continued  in  con- 
nection with  the  order  itself,  though  they  were  subject  to  a  vicar- 
general  of  their  own.  Such  a  congregation  existed  in  Saxony  from 
1493,  and  to  it  both  Staupiiz  and  Luther  belonged. 

3.  Abolition  of  the  Order  of  Templars,  1312.  —  (Comp.  Michelet, 
Vroc^s  des  Templiers.  Par.  1841-51.  2  T.  —  Maillard  de  Chamhure, 
llejjle  et  statuts  secrets  des  Temp.  Par.  1841. —  W,  Havanann,  Gesch. 
d.  Auflgangs  d.  Templerord.  —  Hist,  of  the  cess,  of  the  Order  of  T. — 
Stattg.  1840.--/.  V.  Hammer- Furgstally  d.  Schuld  d.  Tcmpler — the 
Guilt  of  the  T.  —  Vienna  1855. — /.  Chowanetz,  d.  gewaltthat.  Aufheb 
u.  Ausrott.  d.  Ordens  d.  Tempelherren.  Munster.  1850).  —  Among  all 
the  knightly  orders,  the  Templars,  who  since  their  return  to  Europe 
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ehieflj  resided  at  Paris,  had  attained  greatest  power  and  wealth,  bat 
were  also  charged  with  most  pride,  rapacity,  and  dissoluteness.  T  leir 
independence  of  the  State  was  as  galling  to  Philip  the  Fair  of  France, 
as  their  untold  riches  were  attractive  to  his  cupidity.  Among  the 
common  people  rumours  circulated  that  the  members  of  the  order  were 
secretly  Mohammedans,  that  they  practised  the  black  art,  and  indulged 
in  unnatural  vices.  It  was  whispered  that  they  even  worshipped  an 
idol  called  Baffomet  (Mohammed) ;  that  a  black  cat  appeared  in  their 
meetings ;  that  at  their  reception  into  the  order  the  knights  blasphemed 
the  Saviour,  and  spat  and  trampled  upon  the  crucifix.  On  these 
grounds,  or  at  least  on  such  pretences,  Philip  ordered  all  the  Templars 
in  his  dominions  to  be  imprisoned,  and  forthwith  commenced  a  process 
against  them  (1307).  Pope  Clement  V.  was  obliged,  at  the  Council  of 
Vienne  (1312),  formally  to  dissolve  the  order.  Jticob  of  Molay^  the  last 
grand  master,  with  many  of  the  knights,  suffered  at  the  stake.  It  is 
difficult,  at  this  period  of  time,  to  pronounce  with  certainty  as  to  their 
guilt  or  innocence.  Thus  much  at  least  is  true,  that  they  had  deserted 
the  Christian  cause  in  the  East.  Besides,  it  is  also  supposed  by  many 
that  they  entertained  Gnostic  and  Antinomian  views  akin  to  those 
formerly  held  by  the  Ophites. 

4.  The  principal  New  Orders  founded  at  this  time  were:  — 

(1.)  The  Order  of  the  Coblestinks,  founded  by  Peter  of  Murrane 
(afterwards  Pope  Coelcstine  V.,  comp.  §  96,  6),  who  lived  in  a  cave  on 
Mount  Murrone,  in  Apulia,  in  the  practice  of  strictest  asceticism. 
The  fame  of  his  sanctity  soon  attracted  companions  of  his  solitude,  who 
built  a  monastery  on  Mount  Majella.  Urban  IV.  imposed  on  them 
the  rule  of  the  Benedictines.  When  Peter  was  elevated  to  the  papal 
see  (1294),  his  companions  adopted  in  his  honour  the  name  of  Coeles- 
tines.     The  new  congregation  rapidly  extended  throughout  the  West. 

(2.)  The  Jeromites.  This  order  arose  from  associations  of  hermits, 
to  whom  Gregory  XI.  in  1374  gave  a  rule  similar  to  that  of  the  Augus- 
tines.  They  chose  St.  Jerome  as  their  patron  saint.  From  Spain, 
where  the  order  originated,  it  spread  into  Italy. 

(3.)  The  Jesuates,  founded  by  Johannes  Columhini  of  Sienna.  With 
an  imagination  inflamed  by  poring  over  the  legends  of  saints,  Colombini, 
with  some  like-minded  companions,  resolved  to  found  an  association  for 
the  twofold  object  of  self-chastisement  and  attendance  on  the  sick. 
Urban  V.,  after  his  return  to  Rome,  imposed  on  them  the  rule  of  the 
Augustines  (1367).  Their  name  was  derived  from  the  circumstance 
that  they  hailed  every  one  whom  they  met  with  the  name  of  Jesus. 

(4.)  The  Minimi,  a  kind  of  Minors,  founded  by  Franciscus  de  Paula, 
in  Calabria  (1435).  Their  rule  was  exceedingly  strict;  the  members 
were  prohibited  the  use  of  animal  food,  of  milk,  butter,  eggs,  etc.,  on 
which  account  thdir  mode  of  life  was  also  designated  as  **  vita  quadra- 
gesimalis." 

(5.)  The  Nuns  of  St.  Elizabeth,  an  order  founded  by  SLUlizabeih 
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o/Thuringta  {ab,  1231).  After  having  in  the  most  exemplar}  manner 
discharged  the  various  duties  of  a  wife,  a  mother,  and  a  princess,  £li^ 
labeth  took  the  grey  habit,  confined  at  the  waist  with  the  Franciscan 
cord,  as  also  the  three  vows,  and  retired  to  a  wretched  cot  near  Mar- 
burg, where  she  devoted  herself  to  prayer,  self-chastisement,  and  deeds 
of  beneficence.  Her  example  was  followed  by  a  number  of  pious 
women  and  maidens.  These  were  in  the  fourteenth  century  regularly 
organized  into  an  order,  which  devoted  itself  exclusively  to  the  care 
of  the  poor  and  the  sick. 

(6.)  The  Nuns  of  St.  Bridget.  St.  Bridget  was  a  Swedish  princess, 
who  early  in  life  had  visions,  in  which  the  Saviour  appeared  to  her, 
smitten  and  wounded.  But  her  father  obliged  her  to  marry,  and  she 
became  the  mother  of  eight  children.  On  the  death  of  her  husband, 
she  subjected  herself  to  the  most  rigid  ascetic  exercises,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  some  visions,  founded  at  Wadstena  near  Linkoping  a  nun- 
nery for  sixty  inmates,  who  devoted  themselves  to  the  service  of  the 
Virgin.  Connected  with  this  institution  was  a  separate  dwelling  for 
thirteen  priests  (in  imitation  of  the  apostles),  for  four  deacons  (after 
the  four  great  fathers),  and  for  eight  lay  brethren  who  had  charge  of 
all  secular  affairs.  All  these  persons  were  subject  to  the  rule  of  the 
abbess.     The  order  spread,  especially  in  the  north  of  Europe. 

5.  The  most  famed  among  the  Hermits  of  this  period,  was  Nicholas 
tender  FlUe,  in  the  Alps,  a  worthy  and  pious  man,  who,  after  an  notivc 
life  in  the  world,  spent  his  last  twenty  years  in  solitude  an«l  commun- 
ion with  God  (ob.  1487).  Like  St.  Anthony  of  old,  he  acted  as  peace- 
maker and  adviser,  not  merely  to  the  shepherds  around  him,  but  amid 
the  political  troubles  of  his  own  country.     Pius  TX.  canonized  him. 

6.  The  Brethren  of  the  Common  Life  were  an  association  of  pious 
clergymen,  founded  by  Gerhard  Grootj  at  Deventcr,  in  the  Netherlands 
(1384).  Gerhard  died  that  same  year  of  pestilence  ;  but  the  work  was 
continued  by  Florentius  Radewin^  his  likeminded  pupil.  The  house 
of  the  brethren  at  Deventer  became  the  centre  and  nucleus  of  similar 
institutions  throughout  the  north  of  Europe.  The  members  of  this 
association  consisted  of^  clergy  and  laity,  who,  without  submitting  to 
any  formal  vow  or  rili"er-d^voted  themselves  to  the  concerns  of  their 
own  souls.  Their  earnest  and  evangelical  sermons,  their  attention  to 
the  spiritual  interests  of  those  with  whom  they  were  brought  into  con- 
tact, and  their  sch  x)l8,  gave  them  a  wide  and  very  beneficial  influence 
among  the  people.  The  most  frequented  of  their  seminaries  were  those 
of  Deventer  and  the  Hague,  which  at  times  numbered  more  than  120*1 
scholars.  Similar  institutions  for  Sisters  of  the  Common  Life  were  also 
founded.  Flirentius  somewhat  enlarged  the  original  plan  by  building 
at  Windesheim^  near  Zwoll,  a  monastery  for  regtdar  canons  (1380), 
(also  called,  Kugelherren,  Kappelherren,  from  cucuUa,  from  the  peculiar 
covering  they  used  for  the  head).  More  celebrated  even  than  this 
cloir*;er  was  that  on  Mount  St,  Agnes^  at  Zwoll,  of  which  The  mas  a 
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Kempis  was  an  inmate.  The  labours  of  Florentias  were  seconded  bj 
Ofrhard  ofZ&ipken,  who  was  wont  to  insist  on  the  necessity  of  reading 
the  Bible  in  the  vernacular,  and  on  its  importance  both  in  preaching 
and  praying.  Of  ooarse,  the  mendicant  orders  were  violent  enemies 
of  this  pious  association.  At  last  a  Dominican,  Matthew  Grabaw,  ac- 
cused them  before  the  Bishop  of  Utrecht,  and  also  wrote  a  large  volume 
against  them.  The  Bishop  refused  his  suit ;  and  when  Grabow  appealed 
to  the  Pope,  the  prelate  carried  the  matter  to  the  Council  of  Constance. 
Gerson  and  d'AUly  took  the  part  of  the  brethren ;  and  Martin  V,  not 
only  gave  his  sanction  to  their  associations,  but  accorded  their  mem- 
bers the  privilege  of  claiming  ordination  at  any  time.  The  brethren 
in  many  respects  prepared  the  way  for  the  Reformation ;  indeed,  most 
of  them  afterwards  became  its  cordial  adherents.  Afler  that  period 
they  gradually  declined,  and  ceased  to  exist  in  the  seventeenth  century. 
(CoMP.  Gerardi  Magni  Epp.  XIV.,  ed.  J,  G.  Acquoy.  Amst.  1857. — 
G,  H.  M,  Delpraif  over  d.  Broederschap  van  G.  Groote  (2d  ed.  Arnh. 
1856),  1st  ed.  transl.  into  German  with  tAd»hj  Mohnike.  Leips.  1846.^ 
K.  Vllmannf  Reformers  before  the  Reformation  (transl.  by  MenzieSy  in 
Clark's  For.  Theol.  Libr.).  Edinb.  2  Vols.  —  J5.  B&hring,  Gerh.  Groot 
a.  Florentius.    Hamb.  1849.) 


II.  THE  CHURCH  AND  THE  PEOPLE. 

{  113.  PUBUC  WORSHIP  ANli  THE  FINE  ARTS. 

The  Brethren  of  the  Common  Life,  the  Mystics,  and  a  number 
of  sectaries,  especially  the  Waldenses,  WickliflRtes,  and  Hussites, 
had  insisted  on,  and  by  their  example  promoted,  the  practice  of 
PREACHING  in  the  vernacular.  Great  activity  was  also  displayed, 
especially  during  the  fifteenth  century,  in  the  catechetical  instruc- 
tion of  the  people,  both  by  means  of  books  and  pictures.  The 
ante-reformatory  spirit  of  that  period  also  exerted  itself  in  pre- 
paring hymns  in  the  vernacular  for  general  use  ;  church  musiCj 
likewise,  was  turned  to  similar  account  And  whilst  the  glory  of 
architecture  is  evidently  waning,  the  plastic  art  and  painting 
reach  their  full  bloom.  The  Feast  of  the  Immaculate  Concep- 
tion was  generally  introduced  in  France,  Germany,  and  England 
during  the  fourteenth  century.  Other  festivals  were  also  insti- 
tuted in  bono  ir  of  Mary.  The  Council  of  Constance  had  given 
ts  sanction  and  authority  to  the  practice  of  ''commuDio  sub 
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qna.'  In  conseqaence,  the  miracle  of  a  bleeding  host  now  fre* 
qaently  occarred,  although  the  fraud  was  exposed  in  a  number 
of  instances.  The  excessive  anxiety  for  and  veneration  of  relics 
still  continued  and  increased.  In  the  fifteenth  century  originated 
the  legend,  that  angels  had  carried  through  the  air  the  house  of 
Mary  from  Nazareth  to  the  coast  of  Dalmatia  (1291) ;  thence, 
on  the  10th  December,  1294,  to  Recanati,  and  lastly,  after  the 
lapse  of  eight  months,  to  Laretto.^ 

1.  The  following  were  the  New  FestivaU  in  honour  of  the  Virgin 
( j  105,  2  ;  57,  2) :  the  Feast  of  the  Presentation  of  Mary,  on  the  2l8t 
November  (according  to  Leviticus  xii.  5-8),  a  solemnity  introduced  in 
the  East  at  a  much  earlier  period ;  and  the  Festival  of  the  Visitation  of 
Mart/f  on  the  2d  July,  in  allusion  to  Luke  i.  39-56.  During  the  fif- 
teenth century,  the  Feast  of  the  Seven  Dolors  of  Mary,  on  the  Friday 
or  Saturday  before  Palm-Sunday,  was  instituted.  The  worship  of  the 
Virgin  was  chiefly  promoted  by  the  Dominicans,  who  had  special  Fra- 
ternities of  the  Rosary,  Dominic  himself  is  said  to  have  observed  the 
Festival  of  the  Rosary  on  the  1st  of  October  (for  the  protection  and 
intercession  of  the  Virgin).  It  was,  however,  only  observed  by  the 
Dominicans,  till  after  the  victory  of  Lepanto  (1571),  which  was  re- 
garded as  due  to  this  species  of  devotion,  when  Gregory  XIII.  made  it 
a  general  festival. 

2.  Preaching,  in  the  vernacular,  now  became  much  more  common. 
But  it  is  a  peculiar  characteristic  of  this  period,  that  even  those  who 
thus  preached,  thought  in  Latin,  or  at  least  first  wrote  their  sermons  in 
Latin  before  preaching  them.  Vocahulariapredicantium  were  prepared 
for  the  use  of  less  practised  preachers.  A  Homiletics  and  Catechetics, 
valuable  for  that  age,  was  prepared  by  /.  Vlr,  Snrgant,  a  preacher  in 
Basel  (ManiuUe  Curatorum),  about  the  close  of  the  fifteenth  centuy. 
Among  other  points,  he  treated  de  regulis  vulgarizandi,  i.  e.,  of  render- 
ing sermons  written  in  Latin  into  the  vernacular.  Great  stress  was 
also  laid  upon  hearing  sermons,  by  those  who  had  the  cure  of  souls : 
the  neglect  thereof  was  reproved  as  a  sin.  In  opposition  to  the  scho- 
lastic style  of  preaching,  which  used  the  pulpit  only  for  the  display 
of  learned  ostentation  and  theological  subtleties  (as  by  Gabriel Biel,  &c.), 
popular  preachers  arose,  who  laid  practical  hold  of  actual  lile,  and 
denounced  social  vices,  of  high  and  low  life,  in  plain,  and  sometimes  in 
ludicrous  terms.  Among  these  was  Gabriel  Barletta  (o6.  1480),  whose 
spicy  sermons  so  pleased  the  taste  of  his  age,  that  it  was  usual  to  say: 
Qui  nescU  barlettare,  nescit  pra:dicare.  He  was  imitated  by  Oliver 
MaUlardy  a  Franciscan  and  royal  court-preacher,  ob,  1502,  and  Michael 
Menotf  also  a  Franciscan,  ob.  1518.  The  German  minister,  at  Strass- 
borg,  Geiler  of  Kaisersberg  (ob.  1510),  equalled  the  preachers  just 
named  in  quaint  plainness  and  cutting  wit,  but  surpassed  them  all  in 
voral  eftmestness  and  spiritual  depth  ({  114,  4). 
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3.  CaUchization. — (Cf.  /.  Geff'ken,  d.  BilderkatechiBmus  d.  15.  Jahrh., 
u.  d.  katech.  HauptstUcke  in  dieser  Zeit  bis  auf  Luther.  I.  Die  10 
Gebote.  Lpz.  1855.)  —  Next  to  preaching,  the  confessional  afTorded 
opportunities  for  the  instruction  of  the  people.  The  subsequent  division 
of  the  catechism  sprang  rather  from  the  mode  of  baptism  and  of  making 
confession,  than  from  the  actual  instruction  of  the  people  and  youth ; 
and  among  these,  it  is  remarkable  that  the  decalogue  first  found  a  place 
since  the  thirteenth  or  fourteenth  century.  Previously  the  enumeration 
of  the  seven  cardinal  sins  and  seven  cardinal  virtues  was  substituted 
for  the  ten  commandments.  The  more  deeply  to  impress  the  doctrines 
of  the  catechism,  pictorial  illustrations  were  employed.  The  wealth 
of  the  catechetical  literature  of  that  period,  both  in  books  of  instruc- 
tion for  the  clergy,  and  in  doctrinal  books  in  the  vernacular  for  the 
people,  may  be  learned  from  Geff ken's  work  above  named. 

4.  Hymnology,  —  A  very  marked  contrast  is  noticeable  between  the 
number  and  value  of  the  Latin  hymns  dating  from  the  fourteenth  and 
fifteenth  centuries  and  those  of  the  preceding  period.  Only  the  Mys- 
tics (as,  for  example,  Thomas  a  Kempis)  still  produced  such  composi- 
tions. On  the  other  hand,  it  may  he  said  that  German  hymnology 
originated  during  this  period.  Strange  though  it  may  appear,  the 
processions  of  Flagellants  in  the  fourteenth  century  contributed  not  a 
little  to  the  spread  of  religious  poetry  in  the  vernacular.  The  hymns 
or  chants  of  the  Flagellants  were  in  th«  vernacular,  and  thus  found 
ready  access  to  the  heartG  of  the  people.  But  it  was  in  the  fifteenth 
century,  and  during  the  Hussite  movement,  that  really  useful  popular 
hymns  were  composed,  and  for  the  first  time  introduced  into  the  ser- 
vices of  the  Church.  Hubs  himself  insisted  on  the  necessity  of  the 
people  taking  part  in  the  service  of  song,  and  composed  a  number  of 
excellent  hymns  in  the  Bohemian.  The  various  hymns  used  by  the 
"Bohemian  Brethren"  (400  in  number)  were  collected  and  published 
in  1504  by  Lucas,  a  senior  or  Bishop  of  the  "Brethren."  The  intro- 
duction of  German  hymns  was  mainly  due  to  Petrus  Drcsdcnsis^  for- 
merly assistant  to  IIuss  at  Prague,  and  since  1420  rector  at  Zwickau. 
His  efforts  were  not  unsuccessful.  In  some  churches  German  hymns 
were  now  sung  at  the  i^reat  festivals,  and  at  special  ecclesiastical 
solemnities,  while  in  isolated  cases  they  were  even  used  at  the  principal 
servicfi  and  at  mass.  The  relipjious  poetry  of  that  aj]^e  was  of  n  fourfold 
character: — 1.  MixeAJhymns,  half  German  and  half  Lutin  (such  us  "  Puer 
natus  in  Bethlehem,  Dess  freuet  sich,  Jerusalem,"  etc.).  —  -.  Trans- 
lations and  adaptaiioiis  of  Latin  hymns.  So  early  as  the  close  of  the 
fourteenth  century  an  attempt  at  such  translations  was  made  hy  Johati' 
ties,  "  the  monk  of  Salzburg,"  and  at  a  somewhat  later  period  by  Brother 
Dietric.  A  collection  of  these  versions  appeared  in  1494 ;  but  the 
majority  of  the  hymns  were  so  badly  rendered,  that  the  force  and  point 
of  the  original  ^as  completely  lost. — 3.  Original  German  hymns,  com- 
monly by  monks  or  master  singers.  These,  however,  were  too  frequently 
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destitute  of  all  leligioos  fenrour  or  poetic  value.  —  4.  Adaptations  of 
mcular  at  of  Minne-Moiigs,  Thus  the  popular  ditty,  originally  intended 
£or  wandering  apprentices,  which  commenced :  "  Inspruck,  I  must  leave 
thee,  aad  .go  my  lonely  way,  :Far  hence  to  foreign  lands,"  etc.,  was 
transformed  into:  **  0  world,  I  must  leave  thee,  and  go  my  lonely  way, 
Unto  my  Father's  home,''  etc.  Henry  of  Lavfenbergj  a  priest  at  Frei- 
burg, about  1450,  seems  to  have  been  the  first  to  attempt  this  kind  of 
poetry.  In  all  cases  the  melody  of  the  original  was  retained.  Although 
many  of  theee  adaptations  were  little  better  than  a  burlesque,  they  be- 
came the  means  of  associating  popular  ideas  and  melodies  with  the 
hymns  of  the  Church,  thus  preparing  the  way  for  the  following  period. 

5.  Church  Mxisic,  —  Great  improvements  were  made  at  this  period 
in  the  building  of  organs  ;  the  keys  were  made  smaller,  the  pednl  was 
added,  etc.  Henry  CranZj  who  fiourished  about  1500,  was  reputed  the 
most  successful  builder  of  organs  at  that  period.  Equally  distinguished 
&8  an  organist  was  Antonio  dagV  Organi  at  Rome,  who  gathered 
around  him  pupils  from  all  countries  \ob,  1498).  A  great  deal  was 
also  done  for  the  improvement  of  church  music  ;  the  rules  of  counter' 
point,  and  other  musical  rules,  were  enlarged  or  applied,  and  singing 
in  parts  came  into  vogue.  At  this  time  the  Dutch  bore  the  palm  in 
music.  William  Dufayy  the  founder  of  the  first  Dutch  School  (ob, 
1432),  introduoed  his  improvements  even  into  the  chapel  at  Rome, 
although  a  century  had  not  elapsed  since  John  XXII.  pronounced  an 
anathema  against  the  practice  of  "  discantare."  John  Ockefiheim,  the 
founder  of  the  second  Dutch  school  at  the  close  of  the  fifteenth  century, 
invented  the  canon  and  the  fugue;  but  his  system  of  counterpoint  was 
very  artificial,  and  he  may  be  regarded  as  the  first  who  corrupted  the 
musical  taste  of  the  time.  The  greatest  composer  of  this  school  was 
Josquin  de  Priz  (Jodocus  Pratensis),  about  1500.  His  only  rival  in 
the  art  was  Adam  ofFulda^  a  German. 

6.  Architecture  and  the  Plastic  Art, — The  Gothic  style  was  universally 
adopted  in  Germany,  France,  and  England.  Into  Italy  it  penetrated 
no  farther  than  Milan.  The  new  Church  of  St.  Peter  at  Rome,  the 
foundation  of  which  was  laid  in  1500  by  Pope  Julius  II.,  presents  the 
most  splendid  specimen  of  the  antique  Rotaianesque  style.  The  planiic 
art  was  carried  to  its  highest  perfection  by  such  masters  as  I^)renzo 
Ghiberii  (ob,  1455)  and  Michael  Angelo  {ob.  1504).  The  Art  of  Paint- 
ing al?D  reached  its  highest  stage  in  the  fifteenth  century.  There 
were  at  this  time  four  difierent  schools  of  painters.  The  Florentine 
School^  which  chiefly  devoted  itself  to  the  representation  of  Scriptural 
•vents,  was  founded  by  Giotto  (ob.  1330),  and  numbered  among  its 
members  such  masters  as  Angelica  of  Fiesole,  who  always  joined  praye; 
with  panting,  Leonardo  da  Vinci  (the  Last  Supper),  Fra  Bartohnneo 
and  Mtshael  Angelo.  The  Lombard  School^  of  which  Bdlini  (ob.  1516) 
was  tb3  most  distinguished. representative,  also  gave  itself  at  first  to 
41 
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the  stu<ly  of  sacred  subjects,  but  soon  afterwards  abandoned  this  fot 
the  secular  department.  It  reached  the  pinnacle  of  its  renoTrn  through 
the  works  of  Corregio  (oh,  1534,  Night,  The  penitent  Magdalen),  and 
Titian  (ob.  1576.  Venus,  Ecce  homo,  the  ascension  of  Mary).  The 
Umbrian  School  seemed  almost  to  breathe  the  spirit  of  St.  Francis.  Its 
most  celebrated  master  was  Raphael  of  Urhino  (the  Siztine  Madonna 
paintings  on  the  walls  of  the  Vatican,  the  Madonna  della  Sedia,  etc.) 
The  German  School  was  represented  by  such  men  as  the  brothers 
Hubcj  t  and  John  van  Eyk,  Albrecht  DUrer,  and  Hans  Holbein, 

i  114.  POPULAR  LIFE  AND  NATIONAL  LITERATURE. 

The  fearful  decay  of  the  Papacy,  as  well  as  the  deep  degeneracy 
of  the  clergy  and  of  the  monastic  orders,  were  not  without  their 
eflFects  upon  the  people.  At  no  previons  period  had  the  Church 
less  influence  on  the  moral  and  religious  condition  of  the  com- 
munity. In  truth,  the  ancient  reverence  for  the  Church  and  its 
rites  had  been  rudely  shaken,  though  not  entirely  destroyed. 
But  the  religious  enthusiasm  and  the  deep  poetry  of  popular 
life  gradually  disappeared.  Such  personages  as  a  Catharine  of 
Sienna,  a  maid  of  Orleans,  or  a  Nicholas  von  der  Fliie  were  only 
isolated  phenomena  in  the  history  of  that  period.  As  the  prac- 
tice of  indulgences  increased,  all  moral  earnestness  ceased,  and 
all  religious  /er four  gave  way.  Yet,  happily,  not  entirely  ;  the 
existence  of  the  Beghards  and  Lollards,  nay.  even  the  excesses 
of  the  Flagellants,  proved  that  men  still  thought  seriously  on  the 
most  serious  of  subjects.  The  religious  fervour  still  existing 
among  the  people  was  nourished  and  cherished  by  the  faithful 
teachings  of  the  Mystics,  and  found  vent  in  the  wide-spread 
association  known  as  the  Friends  of  God,  In  an  opposite 
direction,  though,  perhaps,  ultimately  traceable  to  the  same 
sonrce,  we  have  the  Brothers  and  Sisters  of  the  Free  Spirit. 
But  along  with  such  piety,  superstition  also  greatly  increased,  all 
the  more  dangerous  now  that  it  was  no  longer  associated  with 
the  poetry  and  naive  irony  of  a  former  ape.  The  men  of  this 
period,  on  the  contrary,  firmly  believed  in  the  black  art,  in  witch- 
craft, in  compacts  with  the  devil,  and  similar  absurdities.  To- 
wanls  the  close  of  our  period,  however,  a  new  era  dawned.  The 
former  mode  of  conducting  warfare  ceased,  on  the  invention  of 
powder ;  while  the  municipal  institutions  of  the  various  and 
flourishing  towns  of  Qermany  called  forth  and  afi'orded  scope  fof 
civic  virtues  for  love  of  freedom,  energy,  and  indostry.     Lastly, 
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ihe  iDventiun  of  the  art  of  printing  initiated  the  great  changei 
of  which  modern  society  is  the  resalt." 

1.  Religiotis  Associations  among  th^  People,  —Besides  the  Beghardi 
and  Benguins,  ({  98,  5)  another  association  was  formed  at  Antwerp  in 
1300,  on  occasion  of  a  pestilence.  The  Lollards  (from  lull  s=  sing) 
devoted  themselves  chiefly  to  attendance  on  the  sick  and  the  interment 
of  the  dead.  They  also  were  exposed  to  the  persecutions  of  the 
Inquisition,  till  John  XXII.  in  1318  granted  them  toleration  on  certain 
conditions.  —  But  the  strangest  sight  presented  at  that  period  were 
those  long  trains  of  Flagellants,  who,  with  faces  covered,  wandered 
from  country  t'l  country,  amidst  weeping,  lamentation,  and  the  chant 
of  penitential  hymns,  continually  applying,  as  they  marched,  the 
scourge  to  their  naked  backs.  These  revolting  processions  had 
suddenly  appeared  in  Italy  (in  1260,  at  Perrugia)  even  at  a  former 
period,  during  the  horrors  of  the  war  between  the  Guelphs  and 
Gbibellines.  They  again  paraded  the  cities  of  Europe  on  different 
occasions  during  the  fourteenth  century,  especially  in  1348-50,  during 
the  ravages  of  the  "  black  death."  The  Flagellants  made  their  appear- 
ance along  the  banks  of  the  Rhine,  whence,  gn)wing  like  an  avalanche, 
they  passed  through  Germany,  Belgium,  Holland,  Switzerland,  Sweden, 
and  England.  On  the  advice  of  Pope  Clement  F/.,  whom  they  had 
summoned  to  join  them,  they  were  refused  admittance  into  France. 
The  paroxysm  lasted  for  three  years.  It  was  raised  anew  in  1399, 
when  famine,  pestilence,  war  with  the  Turks,  and  expectation  of  the 
approaching  end  of  the  world,  excited  the  minds  of  men,  and  Flagel- 
lants again  passed  through  Liombardy.  This  time  they  were  arrayed 
in  white  garments,  on  which  account  they  were  called  Bianchi  or  Al- 
haii.  In  1417,  St,  Vincent  Ferreriy  a  celebrated  Spanish  preacher,  led 
a  long  train  of  Flagellants  through  Italy,  France,  and  Spain.  Princes, 
popes,  universities,  and  councils  expostulated  against  this  mad  fanati- 
cism, without,  however,  being  able  to  suppress  it.  But  after  the 
Council  of  Constance  had  denounced  this  species  of  penance,  8t.  Vincent 
himself  ceased  to  take  part  in  it.  Some  of  the  Flagellants  fell  into 
sectarianism  and  heresy  ;  they  denounced  the  hierarchy  as  Antichrist, 
rejected  the  rites  of  Christianity,  and  declared  that  the  baptism  of 
blood,  obtained  by  means  of  the  scourge,  was  the  only  efficacious 
sacrament.  Many  of  these  fanatics  were  condemned  to  the  stake  by 
the  Inquisition.  (Comp.  E.  G.  Forstemann,  d.  chr.  Geisslcrges.  —  the 
OLr.  Flag.  — Ilalle  1828;  G,  Mohnike,  d.  Geisslerges.,  in  "  Ulgen's 
Journal,"  III.  2  ;  L.  ScJmeegans,  le  grand  pilgrimage  des  Flag.,  transl. 
into  Germ,  by  Tischendorf,  Leips.  1840;  —  L,  Heller,  Vine.  Ferreri 
Leben  u.  Wirken.  Berl.  1830;  Comes  de  Hohenthal-Stoedteln,  de  Vine. 
Perr.  Lips.  1839.) 

Another  and  kindred  form  of  madness  was  that  of  the  Jumpers  or 
Dancers  (Chorisantes),  who,  by  way  of  penance,  commenced  frantic 
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mnd  hysteric  dances,  which  hj  some  infection  carried  away  even 
accidental  and  indifferent  spectators.  These  fanatics  appeared  along 
the  banks  of  the  Rhine  in  1347  and  1418.  They  were  regarded  ai 
possessed,  and  the  aid  of  St.  Vitas  was  invoked  for  their  cure  (hence 
the  name  of  St.  Vitus'  dance).  Comp.  Hecker,  die  Tanzwuth  e.  Volk- 
ekrankh.  d.  M.  A.  (Dancing  Madness  an  Epid.  of  the  M.  A.)  Berl. 
1832.  H,  Haser^  Lehrb.  d.  Gesch.  d.  Medicin  u.  d.  Volkskrankhh. 
Jena,  1S45,  p.  282,  etc. 

2.  The  Friends  of  God,  (Comp.  C.  Schmidt,  d.  Gottesfreunde  im  14. 
iTalirh.  Jen.  1854.  —  During  the  fourteenth  century  a  wide-spread  and 
deep  spirit  of  mysticism  seemed  to  pervade  all  Western  Germany,  from 
the  Low  Countries  to  the  borders  of  Italy.  In  truth  a  religious 
awakening  had  taken  place  among  the  people,  though  from  peculiar 
causes  it  bore  a  mystic  and  contemplative  character.  All  ranks  and 
classes,  inmates  of  monasteries  and  Beguins,  knights  in  their  castles, 
artisans  in  their  workshops,  and  merchants  in  their  warehouses, 
equally  came  under  its  influence.  Ultimately  it  led  to  the  formation 
of  a  great  fraternity  of  so-called  Friends  of  God,  the  various  associa- 
tions of  which  kept  up  personal  or  epistolary  intercourse.  This  revival 
was  chiefly  felt  at  Cologne,  Strasburg,  and  Basle.  Its  preachers  be- 
longed mostly  to  the  Dominican  Order,  and  the  views  which  they  ex- 
pressed or  propagated  were  drawn  from  the  writings  of  the  German 
Mystics  (J  117).  They  were  entirely  free  from  sectarianism,  and 
cherished  the  ceremonies  of  the  Church  as  symbols  and  vehicles  of 
Divine  grace.  But  from  the  year  1340  a  mysterious  personage 
evidently  presides  over  this  movement,  and  results  wider  than  those 
formerly  sought  began  to  be  aimed  after.  Most  of  "  the  Friends" 
themselves  seem  to  have  been  ignorant  of  the  name  or  residence  of  this 
man.  They  call  him  *•  the  enlightened  layman,'*  and  •*  the  great 
friend  of  God  from  the  Oberland."  Twice  only  is  the  mystery  partly 
cleared  away,  and  we  hear  of  the  name  of  Nivholas  of  Basle.  About 
1340  he  appeared  at  Strasburg,  where  he  exercised  a  decisive  influence 
upon  John  Tauter  (J  117,  2).  Again  in  1356,  when  Basle  was  visited 
by  a  fearful  earthquake,  he  addressed  a  letter  to  universal  Christendom 
calling  to  repentance.  In  13G7  he  retired  into  the  Swiss  mountains 
with  four  of  his  most  intimate  associates ;  and  when  Gregory  XL  re- 
turned to  Rome  in  1377,  Nicholas  and  one  of  his  associates  confronted 
him,  and  urged  upon  him  the  present  situation,  the  dangers,  and  the 
requirements  of  the  Church.  The  Pope  at  first  received  him  with  dis- 
trust, but  dismissed  him  in  a  very  different  spirit.  It  is  difficult  ex- 
actly to  ascertain  what  Nicholas  really  aimed  after,  and  by  what 
means  he  intended  to  accomplish  his  plans.  This  alone  is  certain,  that 
he  had  conceived  some  great  plan  for  the  Church,  the  execution  6f 
which  he  deferred  till  the  time  whicl  God  should  indicate  to  him.  In 
1379  those  fric^nds  which  belonged  to  the  inner  cirjle  held  a  meeting 
m  a  mountain  solitude,  and  finally  resoWed  to  adjourn  fk»r  another 
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jear.  Afler  that  term  ^ey  again  assembled  on  the  same  spot,  when 
it  18  said  a  letter  from  hea?en  fell  among  them,  informing  them  that 
God  bad  delayed  His  judgments  for  other  three  years.  From  that 
period  we  lose  sight  of  them  ;  but  several  years  later  Nicholas  and  two 
of  his  associates  were  Jt>urned  by  order  of  the  Inquisition  at  Yienne,  on 
the  charge  of  being  Beghards,  and  the  same  punishment  was  awarded 
at  Cologne  in  1393  to  Martin^  a  Benedictine  from  Reichenau,  one  of 
the  adherents  of  Nicholas.  The  writings  of  Nicholas  which  are  still 
extant  have  been  published  by  C.  Schmidt,  1.  c.  and  in  his  Life  of 
Tauler. 

3.  The  Brothers  and  Sutlers  of  the  Free  Spirit — Originally  they 
may  have  been  an  offshoot  from  the  sect  of  the  Holy  Spirit  (J  108,  2), 
or  else  the  result  of  a  tendency  similar  to  that  which  led  to  the  formar 
tion  of  the  Friends  of  God,  only  that  in  this  case  it  led  to  tiie  opposite 
extreme  of  pantheism  and  antinomianism.  They  seem  to  have  existed 
lA  many  parts  of  Germany  at  the  beginning  of  the  fourteenth  century, 
especially  along  the  Rhine,  Cologne  being  their  principal  centre. 
They  held  essentially  pantheistic  views.  Every  pious  person  was  a 
Christ,  in  whom  God  became  incarnate.  Whatever  was  done  in  love 
was  right.  The  perfect  were  free  from  the  law,  and  could  not  sin. 
The  Church,  its  sacraments  and  rites,  were  a  deception  or  an  impos- 
ture ;  purgatory,  heaven,  and  hell,  so  many  fables ;  marriage  was 
against  nature,  and  property,  theft.  Their  secret  services  appropriately 
dosed  with  orgies.  The  Inquisition  proceeded  against  them  by  the 
iword  and  the  stake.  —  Other  parties  of  a  kindred  character  were  the 
Adamites  in  Austria  (1312),  the  Luciferiaths  in  Angermundc  (132G), 
and  the  Turlupines  in  the  Isle  of  France  (1372).  At  th«^  cominence- 
ment  of  the  fifteenth  century  they  reappeared  at  Brussels  under  the 
name  of  *' Homines  intelligentias;"  and  in  1421  Ziska  exterminated 
the  Bohemian  Adamites,  who,  by  way  of  imitating  the  paradisiacal 
state,  lived  naked  on  an  island  in  the  Danube,  and  had  their  wives  in 
common.     Hidden  traces  of  them  yet  remain. 

4.  National  Literature, — At  the  close  of  the  thirteenth  and  the 
commencement  of  the  fourteenth  century  a  new  literature  sprung  up  in 
Italy,  which  in  many  respects  affected  the  Church.  To  three  Floren- 
tine writers  does  Europe  owe  it,  that  the  spell  was  broken  by  which 
poetry  and  science  had  so  long  been  bound  to  the  Latin  language. 
The  importance  of  this  can  scarcely  be  over-estimated.  Not  only  have 
these  writers  left  uuperishing  monuments  of  their  own  genius ;  they 
also  1«came  the  fathers  of  the  Italian  language,  and  gave  a  great  im- 
pulse to  national  literature  generally.  The  general  prevalence  of  the 
Latin  was  one  of  the  means  by  which  the  Church  of  Rome  retained  its 
absolute  hold  on  the  minds  of  men,  repressed  all  independent  and 
aalional  movements,  and  prevented  the  expression  of  those  anti-papal 

tuuents  which  were  rapidly  pervading  the  peoples  of  Europe.     Iq 
41* 
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all  these  respects  it  was  important  that  former  restraints  should  h% 
removed.  But  the  three  writers  to  whom  we  allude  were  also  enthusi- 
astic admirers  of  classical  literature;  indeed,  thej  prepared  the  wav 
for  the  study  of  the  classics,  and  became  the  precursors  of  the  Iluman 
ists  (2  120).  Withal  they  were  opposed,  though  not  to  the  same  d» 
gree,  to  the  subtleties  of  scholasticism,  and  boldly  satirised  the  abuses 
in  the  Church,  the  arrogance  of  the  hierarchy,  the  rapacity  and  disso- 
luteness of  the  Papacy,  as  also  the  moral  and  intellectual  decay  of  the 
clergy  and  of  the  monastic  orders.  Dante  Alighieri  (born  at  Florence 
125G,  ob,  in  exile  at  Kavenna  1321)  stood  on  the  boundary  line  of  two 
centuries  and  two  epochs.  Ilis  *'Diviua  Comedia"  may  be  regarded 
as  embodying  the  views  and  tendencies  of  his  own  age,  and  forecasting 
the  advent  of  another.  lie  was  an  enthusiastic  admirer  of  St.  Thomas 
and  his  theology ;  but  his  scholasticism  was  transformed  and  spiritual- 
ized by  the  finest  aesthetic  taste  and  the  most  fervid  imagination.  In 
deep  anguish  of  spirit  he  mourned  over  the  decay  of  the  Church.  Thus 
he  relegated  a  Boniface  VIII.,  but  also  a  Frederic  II.,  to  hell.  In 
sharpest  language  he  exposed  the  degeneracy  of  the  monks,  while  he 
at  the  same  time  extolled  the  bliss  of  St.  Francis  and  St.  Dominic.  He 
could  admire  the  classic  beauties  of  Virgil ;  but  more  than  all  the  rest, 
he  dwelt  with  peculiar  delight  on  the  fulness  of  Christian  truth 
While  reprobating  the  practice  of  indulgences,  he  continued  to  adhere 
to  the  dogmas  of  the  Church.  Petrarch  (born  at  Arezzo  in  1304,  ob. 
near  Padua  in  1374)  went  much  beyond  his  predecessor.  Ilis  opposi- 
tion to  scholasticism  brought  upon  him  the  hatred  and  persecution  of 
schoolmen  and  monks ;  and  although  he  still  ranked  the  classics  as  far 
subordinate  to  the  teaching  of  the  Church,  his  admiration  of  antiquity 
occasionally  led  him  beyond  the  bounds  of  proper  moderation.  Boc- 
caccio (born  in  1313,  ob.  1375)  was  a  most  violent  opponent  of  scholas- 
ticism, monasticism,  and  the  hierarchy.  He  speaks  of  them  not  in 
language  of  indignation,  but  of  irony  and  contempt.  At  the  samo 
time,  however,  he  also  deals  too  lightly  with  the  great  moral  and  reli* 
gious  requirements  of  Christianity.  In  later  years  he  expressed,  in 
his  "  Decamerone,"  deep  regret  for  expressions  of  this  kind  occurring 
in  his  youthful  writings. 

German  national  literature  decayed  along  with  the  dynasty  of  the 
Hohenstaufen.  The  only  department  deserving  mention  was  that  of 
popular  jyoetry,  secular  and  religious.  The  compositions  of  the  master- 
singers  bear  the  character  of  proud  self-consciousness  on  the  part  of 
those  towns  of  Germany  whence  they  sprung.  German  prose  tci-iting 
was  richly  cultivated  by  the  Mystics  (J  117),  and  German  satire  was 
inaugurated  by  the  "Narrenschiff"  of  Sebastian  Brandt,  1494.  the 
Syndic  of  Strassburg.  Among  popular  preachers,  John  Tauler  of  Strass- 
burg  \i  117,  2)  wore  the  palm.  The  very  original  John  Geiler  of 
Kaisersberg  [ob,  1510)  was  also  a  brilliant  preacher  in  Strassburg;  his 
vermons   abounded   in   pointed  wit,  biting   sarcasm,  and  bold,  often 
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qoaint^  applications,  but  also  with  deep  and  penetrating  earnestness. 
Among  his  numerous  writings,  his  412  sermons  on  Brandt's  "  Narren- 
lehiff,"  are  best  known.  (Cf.  Chr.  Fr,  v,  Ammon,  G.  v.  Kaiserbb. 
Leben,  Lehren  u.  Schriften.  £rl.  1826.  A,  Strober,  essai  hist,  et  lit. 
•or  la  vie  et  les  sermons  de  G.  Strassb.  1834.  See  Ilerzog's  (translated) 
Theol.  and  EccL  Encjclop.  Art.  GeUer,  Philad.  1859. 

The  Religious  Drama  (J  106,  2)  reached  its  highest  bloom  in  the 
14th  cjntury.  During  the  festival  weeks,  such  dramas  were  performed 
in  almost  every  village.  Their  poetical  value  was,  on  the  whole,  small. 
Bat  in  the  LaTnentaiians  of  Mary^  they  sometimes  rose  to  an  unusual 
pitch  of  beauty.  Comedies  and  burlesques  (in  which  the  characters 
of  Judas,  the  spice  pedlars,  and  Mary  Magdalene,  still  unconverted, 
played  a  prominent  part)  were  allowed.  Theod.  Schernben/  composed 
a  "  Schon  Spiel  von  Frau  Jutte"  (the  poposs  Joanna  ^  82,  3),  which 
represented,  in  a  very  earnest  way,  her  fall  and  repentance.  In  the 
plays  performed  during  the  Shrove  Tuesday  Carnival,  reformatory 
tendencies  became  obvious  in  the  ridicule  cast  upon  the  clergy  and 
monks.  Hatis  BosenpM,  a  painter  of  escutcheons  in  Nurenberg,  1450, 
was  celebrated  as  the  author  of  such  plays  for  the  carnival.  In 
France,  near  the  end  of  the  14th  century,  some  young  persons,  con- 
nected with  higher  families,  formed  a  society  called  enjaiut  sans  souci^ 
which  performed  Sotiies,  in  cities  and  at  Courts,  with  groat  success ; 
they  did  not  spare  the  Church.  The  principal  of  their  composers  wait 
Pierre  Crringore,  who  alluded  very  plainly,  in  his  CJiasse  du  Cerf  des 
Cerfs,  to  the  Servus  servorum,  and  represented  the  Church  under  the 
fools;  mother  with  a  cap  on  (early  in  the  16th  century).  In  Spain, 
daring  the  15th  century,  the  Auto's  appeared,  —  a  development  of  the 
old  mysteries,  and  rather  allied  in  their  form  to  the  allegorical  moral- 
ites  of  the  Middle  Ages  (§  106,  2).  They  breathed  a  true  Spanish 
Spirit,  and  were  partly  Autos  al  nascieniento,  but  mainly  Autos  sacror 
meniales.  Their  earliest  composers  were  Juan  de  la  Eiicina,  and  the 
Portuguese  Gil  Vincente, 

?  115.  ECCLESIASTICAL  DISCIPLINE. 

In  1343  Clement  VL  gave  his  sanction  to  the  teaching  of  the 
ichoolmen  regarding  indulgences  (§  107,  1).  Nor  was  this  mca- 
sare  in  opposition  to  the  view  taken  by  the  reformatory  councils 
of  the  fifteenth  century,  which  only  disapproved  of  their  abuse, 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  money.  In  1477  Sixlus  IV.  confirmed 
the  tenet,  that  indulgences  might  be  granted  for  those  who  were 
defunct,  and  that  they  delivered  souls  from  purgatory.  In  reply 
to  the  somewhat  impertinent  question,  why  the  Pope,  who 
possessed  snch  ample  powers,  did  not  at  once  deliver  all  souls 
fri'in  pargatoxy,  it  wes  said,  that  the  Church  followed  in  the 
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wake  of  Divine  Justice,  and  dispensed  its  benefits  only  "  discrettc 
et  com  moderamine."  The  practice  of  indulgences  was  still 
further  carried  out  by  the  institution  of  years  of  Jubilee.  On 
the  testimony  of  a  man  107  years  of  age,,  that  IOC  years  before 
a  jubilee  had  been  proclaimed,  Boniface  VIII.  promised,  in  I32U, 
an  indulgence  of  100  years  to  all  Christians  who  should  peni- 
tently visit  for  fifteen  days  the  Church  of  the  Holy  Apostles  at 
Rome.  No  fewer  than  200,000  availed  themselves  of  the 
privilege.  His  successors  shortened  the  intervening  period  of 
jubilees  to  fifty,  to  thirty-three,  and  lastly  to  twenty-five  years. 
Instead  of  making  a  personal  pilgrimage  to  Rome,  it  was  de- 
clared sufficient  to  pay  the  travelling  expenses.  Nepotism  and 
extravagance  were  emptying  the  coflTers  of  the  Pope,  and  the 
traffic  in  indulgences  offered  the  readiest  means  of  replenishing 
them.  Wars  with  the  Turks  and  the  building  of  St.  Peter's 
Church  served  as  a  ready  pretext  for  a  fresh  sale  of  these  new 
spiritual  wares.  The  venders  of  indulgences  did  all  in  their 
power  to  vaunt  the  excellency  of  their  articles,  and  the  necessity 
for  penitence  and  amendment  were  no  longer  mentioned.  Indul- 
gence was  even  granted  for  sins  contemplated.  Such  abuses 
rendered  anything  like  ecclesiastical  discipline  impossible ;  and 
if  any  respect  still  existed  for  the  confessional,  it  was  speedily 
destroyed  by  the  interference  of  the  mendicant  orders,  who 
claimed  the  privilege  of  attending  to  penitents  at  any  time  and 
place.  Already  excommunication  and  the  interdict  had  losi 
their  terrors.  On  Corpus  Christi  Day,  the  bull  '*  In  coena 
Domini "  (issued  by  Martin  V.  at  the  close  of  the  Council  of 
Constance,  and  greatly  enlarged  by  succeeding  popes)  wafl 
solemnly  recited  at  Rome,  and  the  anathema  against  all  heretics, 
which  it  embodied,  renewed.  The  Inquusilion  had  still  enough 
to  do,  perseouting  and  burning  Beghards,  Lollards,  Flagellants, 
Fratricelli,  Friends  of  God,  and  other  sectaries.  Innocent  VIZI, 
gave  his  formal  sanction  (1484)  to  the  popular  superstition 
about  witches,  and  appointed  two  judges  for  such  causes  in 
Germany  —  perhaps  in  some  measure  as  a  compensation  for  the 
circumstance,  that  the  Inquisition  had  never  properly  thriven  in 
that  country. 

1.  The  Inquisition  attained  greatest  power  in  France  and  Italy. 
The  Spanish  Inquisition  (sanctum  officium)  was  instituted  in  1481  by 
Ferdinand  and  Isabella,  and  organized  in  1483  by  the  Inquisitor-- 
General,  Tk<ntHU  de  Torgnemada,  Id  some  respects  it  wa9  ai 
much  a  political  as  an  ecclesiastical  institution,   since  the  confix 
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eation  of  property  served  to  enrich  tlie  public  treasury  and  to  humble 
the  proud  aristocracy.  Its  persecutions  of  the  hated  Morisoes  and 
Jews  made  this  dreadful  tribunal  popular  among  the  Spaniards.  The 
AuUhdorfe^s  (or  aoU  of  faith)  were  celebrated  amidst  revolting  displays 
of  pomp  and  state.  According  to  the  statement  of  Llorente  (Ilist  crit. 
do  rinquis.  d'fispagne.  Par.  1815),  no  fewer  tiian  32,000  individuals 
were  burnt,  18,000  were  similarly  punished  in  effigy,  while  300,000 
received  other  sentences  at  the  hands  of  the  Spanish  I^tquisition,  from 
itf  origin  to  the  time  when  Napoleon  swept  it  away  in  1808.  Comp. 
C,  J,  HefeU  (d.  Cardinal  Ximenez.  2d  Ed.  Tub.  1851),  who  has  corrected 
some  of  the  statements  of  Llorente. 

2.  Procedure  against  Witches,  (Comp.  Hauher^  Biblioth.,  acta  et 
scripta  magica.  Lcmgo  1739-45.  W.  G,  Soldaji,  Gesch.  d.  Hexenproc. — 
Hist,  of  the  Proced.  ag.  Witch.— Stuttg.  1843.  C.  G.  v,  Wdchter, 
Beitr.  zur  Gesch.  d.  deutsch.  Strafr.  TUb.  1845.)  — In  1484  Innocem 
VIII,  issued  the  bull  **  Summis  desiderantes  affectibus,"  wherein  ho 
informed  the  Germans  that  their  country  was  overrun  by  witches,  for 
whose  destruction  he  had  appointed  two  inquisitors,  Henry  Kramer 
and  Jacob  Sprenger,  The  paternal  care  of  the  Pope  found  too  ready  a 
response  among  a  superstitious  people.  From  confessions  extorted  on 
the  rack,  a  perfect  dogmatic  and  historical  system  was  framed,  in 
which  the  various  compacts  made  with  the  devil,  or  the  improper 
alliances  contracted  with  him,  obtained  their  due  place,  while  the  use 
of  broomsticks  and  pitchforks,  the  revelries  of  Walpurgis  Night  and 
the  scenes  on  the  Blocksberg,  found  appropriate  explanation.  On  the 
basis  of  this  new  lore  Sprenyer  elaborated  a  code  of  criminal  procedure 
against  witches,  which  bore  the  title  of  "  Malleus  Maleficarum.^'  The 
delusion  spread  like  an  epidemic,  and  thousands  of  innocent  females 
expired  amid  tortures,  not  only  in  Germany,  but  in  England,  and  even 
in  Scotland.  Unfortunately,  the  Reformation  made  little  difference  in 
this  respect,  and  the  sorrow  with  which  we  witness  the  persecutions 
of  supposed  witches  in  Scotland,  even  during  the  most  flourishing 
periods  of  religious  life,  is  only  equalled  by  our  indignation  on  finding 
that  an  eminent  Protestant  lawyer  on  the  Continent,  Benedict  Carpzov, 
should,  so  late  as  the  seventeenth  century,  have  entered  the  lists  in 
defence  of  the  practice.  Ring  James  VI.  showed  his  zeal  by  writing 
a  treatise  on  "  Dsemonologie."  CJiristian  Thomasius  was  the  first  id 
1707,  successfully  to  combat  this  superstition.     (Cf.  i  15*^,  3).  _ 
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m.  THEOLOGICAL  SCIENCE. 

J  116.  SCHOLASTICISM  AND  ITS  OPPONEKIS. 

A  large  number  of  schools  of  learning  were  founded  during 
this  period.  Thej  increasingly  assumed  the  character  of  uni- 
versities, iu  the  proper  sense  of  the  term,  although  chief  atten- 
tion was  still  paid  to  theology.  These  seminaries  were  generally 
pledged  to  the  defence  of  matters  as  then  existing,  with  all  the 
abuses  and  defects  of  the  system  —  hierarchical  strongholds  not 
unfrequently  planted  iu  the  heart  of  the  enemy's  camp.  Paris 
and  Cologne  were  still  the  chief  centres  of  scholasticism,  which 
was  there  professed  by  the  mendicant  friars.  For  a  considerable 
time  realism  had  held  undisputed  sway,  when  William  Occam 
again  entered  the  lists  in  Germany  in  favour  of  nominalism. 
The  controversy  which  now  ensued  was  carried  on  with  much 
bitterness  ;  ultimately  realism,  which  a  number  of  the  Reformers 
(among  others,  WycliflFe  and  Huss)  professed,  was  decried  as  the 
source  of  all  heresy.  Aristotle  continued  the  great  authority  on 
all  philosophical  questions ;  he  was  extolled  as  the  precursor  of 
Christ,  and  his  system  formed  the  basis  of  theology.  But  what 
of  power  and  energy  there  was  in  scholasticism,  had  long  passed 
away ;  bitter  polemics,  empty  formalism,  and  mere  casuistry  now 
constituted  its  sum  and  substance.  The  distinction  made  between 
philosophical  and  theological  truth,  by  which  one  and  the  same 
proposition  might  be  true  in  philosophy  and  false  in  theology, 
was  almost  universally  adopted.  In  ethics,  the  schoolmen  ad- 
dressed themselves  chiefly  to  intricate  questions,  while  on  some 
points  their  views  were  far  from  trustworthy  (for  example,  in 
their  defence  of  the  murder  of  a  tyrant,  or  their  doctrine  of  pro- 
bability). But  already  the  reign  of  scholasticism  was  drawing 
to  a  close.  Many  complained  of  the  abuse  to  which  it  had  been 
turned  ;  others  endeavoured  to  improve  and  reform  it,  or,  by  the 
study  of  the  Bible  and  of  the  Fathers,  to  infuse  into  it  a  new 
life.  Generally,  however,  the  opposition  was  one  of  principle, 
and  that  chiefly  on  the  part  of  the  Mystics  (§  117),  the  English 
and  Bohemian  Reformers  (§  119),  and  the  Humanists  (§  120). 

1.  Among  the  Schoolmen,  properly  so  called,  of  that  period,  the  most 
celebrated  were  Fra.ncis  Mayron,  a  Scotist  at  Paris  —  Doctor  illumi* 
natus  or  aoutus— oJ .  1325,  and  Herveus  Natalis,  \  Thomist  and  gene* 


iOHOLASTICISM    AND    ITS    OPPONENTS.         491 

ral  of  the  Dominicans  (oh.  1323).  But  more  extensive  and  importunt 
than  theirs  was  the  influence  of  two  other  schoolmen,  who  not  only 
renounced  strict  adherence  to  scholastic  tenets,  but  ventured  to  pro* 
pound  evangelical  views.  William  Durandus  de  St,  Porciano  (near 
Clermont),  also  a  Dominican  —  Doctor  resolutissimus — and  from  1326 
Bishop  of  Meauz,  had  at  first  been  a  zealous  advocate  of  Thomist 
views.  Afterwards,  however,  he  saw  cause  to  change  his  opinions.  In 
philosophy  he  became  a  nominalist,  while,  in  opposition  to  the  school- 
men, he  taught  that  there  were  doctrines  which  could  not  be  demon- 
strated, and  which  had  to  be  received  in  simple  faith  as  revealed  truth. 
On  the  subject  of  the  Eucharist  he  held  that  the  (Lutheran)  doctrine 
of  consubstantialitj  was  at  least  probable ;  he  also  maintained  that 
marriage  was  not  a  sacrament  in  the  same  sense  as  the  other  six.  He 
wrote  a  commentary  en  Lombardus,  and  a  "  Tractatus  de  statu  anima- 
rum  sanctarum  postquam  resolutae  sunt  a  corpore."  This  work  was 
directed  against  the  view  of  Pope  John  XXIL^  that  the  souls  of  the 
blessed  attained  vision  of  God,  only  after  the  resurrection  and  the  last 
judgment.  In  general,  this  erroneous  tenet  was  so  strenuously  opposed 
throughout  the  Church,  that  the  Pontiff  himself  was  obliged  to  retract 
it.  Of  kindred  spirit  was  the  Franciscan  William  Occam,  an  English- 
man— Doctor  invincibilis — teacher  at  Paris,  and  provincial  of  his  order. 
He  was  expelled  by  the  Franciscans  on  account  of  his  taking  the  part 
of  the  more  rigorous  in  the  order,  and  espoused  the  cause  of  Louis  of 
Bavaria,  whom  he  boldly  defended  against  the  interference  of  the 
hierarchy  (o6.  1347).  On  many  subjects  he  dissented  from  the  views 
of  Scotus,  which  were  a  kind  of  test  of  orthodoxy.  In  philosophy  he 
was  a  Nominalist ;  he  rejected  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  amd 
adopted  that  of  impanation.  Against  John  XXII.  ho  wrote  a  "  Com- 
pendium errorum  Joannis  XXII.,"  in  which  he  charged  the  Pontiff 
with  a  number  of  heresies ;  among  others,  with  that  above  referred  to. 
In  his  numerous  writings  he  frequently  defended  the  opinion,  that  the 
Emperor  was  superior  to,  and  the  judge  of,  the  Pope,  and  that  the 
decision  of  all  questions  connected  with  marriage  belonged  to  the 
State.  (Comp.  Rettbergj  Occam  u.  Luther,  in  the  **theol.  Stud.  u. 
Kritt."  for  1839.  I. ;  also  Turruir,  Hist,  of  England,  Middle  Ages.  Vol. 
UI.)  Of  course  the  papal  ban  was  hurled  against  him  ;  the  University 
of  Paris  also  condemned  his  views.  Still  a  large  number  of  students 
gathered  around  him  (Occamists).  —  The  last  great  representative  of 
the  s<3hoolmen  was  Gabriel  Biel  of  Spires,  a  teacher  at  Tubingen  (o5. 
1495),  and  an  admirer  of  Occam.  He  delivered  sermons  on  the  Ethicp 
of  Aristotle ;  but  in  other  respects  avoided  many  of  the  errors  of  scho- 
lasticism, and  at  a  later  period  joined  the  Brethren  of  the  Common 
Life. 

2.  Besides  the  Brethren  of  the  Common  Life  (J  112,  6)  and  those 
who  advocated  the  views  propounded  at  the  Councils  of  Constance  and 
Basle  (J  118),  the  followinf  were  the  principal  Opponents,  or  ratbet 
reformers  of  scholasticism : 
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(1.)  Nicholas  ie  Lyra,  a  Ff&noiscan,  a  Jewish  convert  from  Nop 
mandy  and  teaoher  of  theology  at  Paris  (ob.  1340).  His  great  merii 
consisted  in  applying  his  stores  of  rabbinical  and  philological  learning 
to  tho  interpretation  of  Scripture.  Since  Christian  Druthmar  (J  90, 
4),  he  was  the  first  again  to  prosecute  grammatical  and  historical  exe- 
gesis (Postilla  in  universa  Biblia).  A  century  later  another  Jewish 
proselyte,  Paul  Burgensis  (ob.  1435,  whilst  Bishop  of  Burgos),  wrote  on 
the  margin  of  his  copy  of  the  Postilla,  a  number  of  excellent  Addi- 
iitmeSf  which  were  partly  emendatory,  partly  supplementary,  to  the 
original.  For  these  additions  he  was  assailed,  about  20  or  30  years 
adfterwards,  by  Matthew  Boring^  provincial  of  t-he  Saxon  Franciscans, 
in  his  '*  Replicce  defensivse  postillce."  In  translating  the  Bible,  Luther 
largely  availed  himself  of  the  oommenteries  of  Lyra.  Accordingly 
the  enomios  of  the  Reformer  were  wont  to  say :  Si  Lyra  non  Lyrasset, 
Lutherus  non  saltasset. 

(2.)  Thomas  of  Bradwardine^  Archbishop  of  Canterbury  {ph.  1349), 
a  man  of  "Seep  piety,  and  who  charged  his  cotemporaries  with  Pelagi- 
anism,  but  himself  strayed  into  the  most  rugged  predestinnrianism. 

(3.)  The  learned  and  acute  Raymond  op  Sabunob  at  Toulouse,  the 
founder  of  the  science  of  natural  theology,  designed  to  exhibit  the 
agreement  between  the  book  of  nature  and  that  of  revelation. — (Comp. 
F.  Holbergy  de  theol.  naturali  Raim.  de  Sabunde.  Ual.  1843.  —  2>. 
Matzkey  d.  nat.  Thcol.  d.  Raim.  v.  Sab.  Bresl.  1840. — M,  Huttler,  d.  Rel. 
Phil.  d.  R.  V.  S.  Augsb.  1851. — Fr.  NUzch,  quaestiones  RaimundiansB. 
In  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1859,  III.) 

1 117.  GER3IAX  MYSTICISM. 

It  will  be  remembered  that  during  the  twelfth  and  thirteenth 
centuries  myslicisyti  had  formed  an  alliance  with  scholasticism. 
But  as  the  latter  gradually  degenerated  into  unmeaning  disputes 
and  empty  formalism,  mysticism  escaped  from  its  thraldom  and 
unfolded  all  the  richness  and  depth  of  which,  especially  in  that 
a.ge,  it  showed  itself  capable.  Germany  was  now  its  chief  centre, 
4*nd  the  national  cost  of  this  mysticism  appeared  even  in  the  cir- 
cumstance that  its  leading  representatives  wrote  in  the  vernacu- 
lar, and  thereby  contributed  not  a  little  to  the  development  of 
the  German  language  and  literature.  The  mysticism  to  which 
we  refer  had  a  character  of  its  own  ;  in  it,  lofty  ^speculation, 
which  occasionaUy  verged  on  and  passed  beyond  the  bonndarieg 
of  pantheism,  was  conjoined  with  deep  contemplativeness.  Dur- 
ing the  fifteenth  century  it  lost  ranch  of  its  metaphysical  char- 
acter, but  gained  all  the  more  in  biblical  truth  and  practical 
tendency  (approximating  in  that  respect  the  older  Frenrh  rays 
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lieMm)  Two  sentiments  meet  os  in  all  the  Mystics  oi  that  aga 
—  f^niiine  sorrow  for  the  decay  of  the  Church,  and  equally 
ardent  longuig  for  a  reformation.  But  mysticism,  however 
practical  and  popular  iu  its  form,  however  right  and  evangelical 
in  its  aspirations,  has  never  been  able  to  bring  about  a  thorough 
and  lasling  renovation  of  religious  life.  It  finds  an  echo  only  in 
those  isolated,  quiet  spirits  which  cherish  deep  longing  for  the 
caltivation  of  the  inner  life.  Hence  at  best  it  cannot  lead  to 
results  greater  than  the  formation  of  separatist  churches,  whobe 
exclusive  cultivation  of  a  subjective  piety  contains  within  itself 
the  germs  of  error  and  of  destruction.  It  is  characteristic  of 
8uch  mysticism  that,  in  its  contemplation  of  what  the  Saviour 
does  jy  us.  it  undervalues  what  He  has  done  cubUa^>  nnd  that  it 
devotes  more  attention  to  communion  with  God  and  Hanctificn- 
tion  than  to  justificcUion  by  faith,  which  is  the  condition  and 
basis  of  all  fellowship  with  God.  In  short,  no  genuine  reforma- 
tion can  take  place  without  mysticism,  but  it  alone  is  insufficient 
to  accomplish  that  object. 

1.  The  series  of  German  philosophical  Mystics  opens  with  Master    /^-L^^m^ 
^rART_  (nh.  a)K)ut  1329),  a  provincial  of  the  Dominicans.    In  boldness 

and  vigour  of  speculation  he  was  superior  to  all  his  successors,  but  at 
the  same  time  he  strayed  into  open  pantheism.  It  is  more  than  pro- 
bable that  he  stood  in  some  relation  to  the  Brothers  and  Sisters  of  the 
Free  Spirit,  though  he  certainly  did  not  share  their  antinomian  views 
and  practices.  Archbishop  Henri/  of  Cologne  summoned  him  before 
his  tribunal,  and  laid  the  case  before  Pope  John  XX H.  The  commis- 
sion appointed  to  try  Eccart  extracted  from  his  writings  twenty-eight 
propositions,  of  which  seventeen  were  declared  directly  heretical,  the 
others  at  least  suspicious  and  capable  of  heretical  interpretation.  The 
Pope  issued  a  bull  of  condemnation,  in  which  however  he  stated  that 
Eccart  had  recanted  shortly  before  his  death,  —  which  we  suppose 
amounted  to  this,  that  he  denied  holding  the  same  views  as  the  Bre- 
thren of  the  Free  Spirit.  His  numerous  tractates,  written  in  Gorman, 
were  suppressed,  and  only  fragments  of  them  have  been  preserved. — 
(Comp.  H,  Martensen,  Meister  Eccart.  Ilamb.  1842. —  C.  SchmuU,  in 
the  •*  Stud.  u.  Kritt."  for  1839.  III. ;  Thamson,  in  the  same  Review  for 
1845.  III.) 

2.  The  writings  and  teaching  of  Eccart  had  prfxluced  a  deep  iro 
pres^ion.     He  was  followed  during  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  ccntu 
ries  by  other  ana  like-minded  Mystics.     If  the  speculations  of  Eccati 
had  been  pantheistic  in  their  tendency,  they  now  endeavoured  to  give 
them  a   more  scriptural   character,  and   to  turn   them   to   practiod) 
account.     Their  writings  and  sermons  in  the  vernacular  contribut«^ 

4S 
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not  a  little  to  the  revival  of  genuine  piety  among  the  people.    For* 
most  among  these  Mystics  we  mention  : — 1.  The  Dominican  JonANNBi^ 
Tacler  at  Strasburg  (ob,  1361),  one  of  th'i  most  powerful  preachers  of 
any  age,  whose  labours  seem  to  have  been  richly  blessed.     His  owi 
conversion  and  spiritual  growth  were  in  great  measure  due  to  inter- 
course with  Nicholas  of  Bash,  the  "friend  of  God"  (§  114,  2).     He 
was  distinguished  by  deep  humility,  ardent  love,  and  fervent  piety.   It 
was  the  main  object  of  all  his  labours  that  Christians  should  daily  die 
to  the  world  and  self,  that  so  Christ  might  be  found  in  them,  and  that 
they  should  find  themselves  poor  in  spirit,  that  so  they  might  become 
rich  in  God.     Withal  he  clearly  understood  and  preached  the  great 
truth  of  justification  by  faith.     Especially  did  he  abound  in  labours 
during  the  terrible  year  of  1348,  when  the  black  death  ravaged  Strass- 
burg  and  the  papal  interdict  rested  on  the  doomed  city.     But  no  inter- 
dict could  bind  Tauler.     The  best  known  of  his  writings  is  that  on  the 
•*  Imitation  of  the  Poor  Life  of  Christ."     His  style  and  diction  entitle 
him  to  a  place  among  the  best  German  prose  writers  before  Luther. 
(Comp.  C.  Schmidt,  Joh.  Taul.  v.  Strassb.  Hamb.  1841.     B.  Bdhring, 
J.  Taul.  u.  d.  Gottesfreunde.  Hamb.  1853.     Rudelba^h,  christl.  Biogra- 
phie,  I.  3.) — 2.  Henry  Suso^  a  Dominican  at  Ulm,  also  called  Amandus, 
the  son  of  a  Count  of  berg  (ob.  13G5).     His  writings,  full  of  sorrow  for 
sin  and  love  to  the  Lord,  which  seem  the  very  outpourings  of  his  soul, 
go  straight  to  the  heart.     (Comp.  Melch.  Diepenbrock,  Suso's  Leben  u. 
Schriften,   with   an   Introd.   by    Gorres,   2d  Ed.  Regensb.  1837.     C. 
Schmidt,  der  Myst.  H.  Suso,  in  the  ••  Stud.  u.  Kritt."  for  1843.  IV. 
3.  John  Ruysbroek,  an  Augustine  monk  at  Bruvssels  (ob.  1381).     He 
was  called  Doctor  ecstaticus,  from  the  circumstance  that  he  laid  such 
stress  on  the  ecstatic  state,  in  which  man  cast  off  the  heavv  and  im- 
peding  bonds  of  outward  sense,  and  opened  his  heart  immediately  and 
directlv  to  the  influences  of  the  love  of  God  and  the  communications 
of  His   Spirit.     He  wrote  in  Latin  (Comp.  Engelhardt,  Rich.  v.  St. 
Victor  u.  Joh.  Ruysbr.  Erlang,  1838). — 4.  Hermann  of  Fritzlar,  a 
pious  layman,  who  has  left  us  a  work  on  the  Life  of  the  Saints,  which 
has  lately  been  again  edited  (by  Fr.  Pfciffer,  in  his  **  teutsche  Myst. 
d.  14.  Jahrh.  Vol.  I.  Leips.  1845).     In  attractive  language  and  with 
most  affectionate  simplicity,  he  endeavoured  to  show  how  the  outward 
life  of  the  saints  reflected  their  inward  purity.     The  book  is  entirely 
free  from  dead  externalism,  and  is  interspersed  with  explanations  and 
remarks  which  breathe  a  deep  mysticism    and   sublime   speculation. 
5.  Rulman  Merswin  (Meerschwein)  a  wealthy  merchant  and  broker  in 
Strassburg,  who  subsequently  joined  the  **  Friends  of  God,"  and  gave 
his  riches  to  benevolent  objects.     He  bought  an  old  forsaken  cloister 
near  the  city,  refitted  it  and  gave  it  to  the  order  of  St.  John.     There 
he  spent  the  rest  of  his  days  in  pious  contemplation  and  good  worki 
(ob,  1382).  He  is  the  author,  as  K.  Schmidt  (hist,  theol.  ztschr.  1839) 
Dae  shown,  of  the  "Buch  von  den  neuen  Felsen"  found  among  Suso'i 
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works.  It  is  a  complaint  of  a  devout  laymen  over  the  decay  df  the 
Church,  and  the  distractions  of  social  life.  Other  writings  by  him  are 
itill  unpublished.  —  6.  Otto  von  Passau  a  Franciscan  of  the  14th 
(some  say  15th)  century.  He  wrote  a  devotional  book  entitled,  Die 
24  Alien,  oder  der  goldene  Thron,"  which  secured  him  a  place  among 
the  German  mystics,  perhaps  on  a  level  with  Suso.  —  •  7.  The  unknown 
author  of  the  tractate  entitled  Theologia  Germanic^  *'  a  noble  treatise, 
which  setteth  forth  what  Adam  and  wKat'CEnstis,  and  how  Adam  ii 
to  die  and  Christ  to  rise  in  us."  The  work  treats  principally  of  the 
incarnation  of  God  in  Christ,  and  the  elevation  of  man  by  the  Saviour. 
It  was  held  in  very  high  esteem  by  Luther,  who  published  a  new 
edition  of  it.  (Transl.  into  Engl,  by  Miss  Winkworth,  with  a  Pref.  by 
Kingsley,)  —  8.  John  Staupitz,  Vicar-General  of  the  Augustine  Order 
in  Germany,  and  tkie  spiritual  father  of  Luther.  Himself  a  warm 
admirer  of  the  German  Mystics,  he  succeeded  in  awakening  similar 
sentiments  among  the  members  of  his  order.  But  he  felt  unequal  to 
the  contest  on  which  Luther  entered,  and  accordingly  retired  into  a 
Benedictine  monastery  at  Salzburg,  where  he  died  in  1524. 

3.  Even  in  the  case  of  Suso,  speculative  mysticism  had  assumed  u 
more  practical  cast.  This  change  was  finally  completed  by  the 
"Brethren  of  the  Common  Life"  (J  112,  6).  Most  distinguished 
among  their  writers  was  Thomas_a..Kempis  (ob.  1471).  According  to 
their  views,  the  whole  life,  all  thinking,  knowledge,  and  action,  were 
to  spring  from  love  to  God,  and  to  manifest  themselves  in  the  way  of 
growing  sanctification.  Thomas  a  Kempis  was  the  author  of  many 
tractates ;  the  well-known  book  on  the  Imitation  of  Christ  is  generally 
ascribed  to  him.  With  the  exception  of  the  Bible,  perhaps  no  other 
work  has  so  frequently  been  reprinted,  or  translated  into  so  many 
languages,  nor  has  any  other  been  perused  by  so  many  persons  of  all 
ranks  and  creeds.  (Comp.  /.  P.  Silbert,  Gersen,  Gcrson  u.  Kempis, 
welcher  ist  d.  Verf.  etc.  —  who  is  the  author,  etc.  —  Vienna,  1828. 
VUman,  in  the  "Stud.  u.  Kritt."  for  1843.  I.  G.  Vert,  Etudes  his.  sur 
rimit.  de  J.  C.  Toul.  1957.     B.  Bdhring,  Th.  v.  Kempen.  Berl.  1849.) 


IV.  REFORMATORY  MOVEMENTS. 

i  118.  THE  REFORMATION  IN  HEAD  AND  MEMBERS 

The  desire  for  a  reformation  in  head  and  members  continued 
to  exist  thronghout  the  whole  of  this  period,  down  to  the  Re- 
formation, and  even  bevond  it.  It  had  found  utterance  in  the 
reformatory  Councils  of  Pisa,  Constance,  and  Basle;  but  the 
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Utter  failure  of  all  such  attempts,  however  sincere  and  energetic^ 
and  however  wide  the  sympathies  they  commanded,  proves  thai 
they  started  from  a  wrong  principle.  While  recognizing  that 
these  councils  kept  themselves  entirely  free  from  all  sectarian 
tendencies,  and  honestly  endeavoured  not  to  destroy  but  to  reform 
the  Church  from  within,  we  cannot  shut  our  eyes  to  the  manifest 
defects  of  those  movements.  Foremost  among  them  we  place 
the  circumstance,  that  they  aimed  after  a  reformation  only  in 
head  and  members^  not  in  spirit ;  an  attempt  which  may  be  com- 
pared to  the  pruning  of  wild  branches,  while  that  which  in  times 
past  caused,  and  would  still  promote  their  growth,  is  left  un- 
touched. In  truth,  it  was  never  intended  to  abolish  more  than 
the  most  grievous  oppressions,  and  certain  gross  outward 
scandals  —  such  as  the  assumptions  of  the  hierarchy,  the  exac- 
tions of  the  Papacy,  and  the  dissoluteness  of  the  clergy.  But 
these  councils  entered  not  on  questions  of  doctrine;  despite  their 
corruption,  the  Romish  interji^etation  of  dogmas  was  universally 
acknowledged.  Nor  was  it  understood  that  any  genuine  renova- 
tion could  only  proceed  from  the  preaching  of  repentance  and 
from  a  devout  acknowledgment  of  the  doctrine  of  justification  by 
faith  in  him  who  justifieth  the  ungodly.  Hence  it  was  that  the 
reformers  of  Constance  condemned  to  the  stake  a  Buss,  who  had 
pointed  out  and  endeavoured  to  apply  this  the  only  true  lever 
of  a  genuine  reformation  ;  hence,  also,  the  fathers  of  Baole  hesi- 
tated not  to  proclaim  "the  Immaculate  Conception"  as  an 
article  of  catholic  faith.  The  miscarriage  of  all  these  attempta 
must,  therefore,  not  be  ascribed  to  outward  obstacles,  either  at 
Pisa  or  Constance,  such  as,  that  before  addressing  themselves 
to  the  work  of  reformation  the  fathers  proceeded  to  the  choice 
of  a  new  Pope,  who  afterwards  prevented  any  genuine  reforma- 
tion. On  the  contrary,  the  .circumstance  that  the  members  of 
these  councils  refused  to  address  themselves  to  a  reformation  of 
the  Ciiurch  till  they  had  given  it  a  head,  is  rather  an  honourable 
testimony  to  their  conscientiousness  ;  but  even  had  it  been  other- 
wise, their  defective  principles  would  have  led  to  the  same  result. 
On  this  ground  also  we  can  understand  why  the  ablest  men  in 
the  Council  of  Basle  gradually  retired  from  it  in  despair,  and, 
like  Nicholas  of  Cusa,  again  embraced  the  phantom  of  papal 
supremacy, 'which,  under  a  Gregory  and  an  Innocent,  had  proved 
BO  powerful  an  instrument  of  reform.  However  clearly  they  dis- 
verned  that  all  such  attempts  as  were  made  by  councils  had 


REFORMATION    IN    HEAD   AND    MEMBERS.  49? 

preyed  abortive,  they  failed  to  perceive  the  real  caase  of  this, 
aod  hence  once  more  clang  to  the  Papacj  as  the  sole  anchor  of 
hope. 

1.  French  Reformers,  —  The  desire  for  a  reformation  of  the  Church 
in  head  and  members  was  chiefly  fostered  by  the  great  representatives 
of  the  University  of  Paris.     Among  thnse  divines  we  mention : 

(1.)  Pi^Tf^  n'AiLLy.  Chancellor  of  the  University  of  Paris,  from 
1396  Bishop  ofCambray,  and  from  1411  also  a  cardinal  (ob,  1425).  In 
many  respects  he  still  adhered  to  the  scholastic  method,  and  even  wrote 
a  commentary  on  Lombardus,  while  at  the  same  time  he  endeavoured 
to  give  a  biblical  basis  to  his  favourite  science. 

(2.)  ^ln^^  Charlier  of  Gersox  (a  little  village  near  Rheims), 
Doctor  Christianissimus,  the  pupil  and  successor  of  d'Ailly  at  Paris 
(oh,  1429).  He  strenuously  insisted  that  a  General  Council  was 
superior  to  the  Pope,  —  a  principle  which,  in  his  opinion,  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  any  genuine  reformation.  Nor  was  he  merely 
ilive  to  outward  defects  in  the  Church ;  on  the  contrary,  he  was  wont 
to  appeal  to  the  Bible  as  the  only  source  and  rule  of  Christian  know- 
ledge, and  contended  against  the  abuse  of  the  doctrine  of  indulgences, 
and  the  multiplication  of  saints  and  festivals.  Still  he  would  have 
withheld  the  Scriptures  in  the  vernacular  from  the  laity,  and  branded 
every  one  as  an  heretic  who  did  not  implicitly  receive  the  interpreta- 
tion which  the  Church  gave  of  a  passage.  Gerson  was  deeply  impressed 
with  the  desirableness  of  combining  mysticism  with  scholasticism.  Ilis 
own  mysticism,  however,  was  rather  practical  than  speculative. — (Comp. 
C.  Schmidt,  Essai  sur  J.  Gerson.  Par.  1839.  —  D.  MetienleUer,  J.  Ger- 
son u.  s.  Zeit.  Augsb.  1857  ;  and  the  Essays  on  G.'s  Mystic,  by  Linhner 
in  the  "  Stud.  u.  Kritt.  for  1835.  II.,  by  Jfundeshar/en  in  Idgen*8 
loumal  IV.,  and  by  Engelhardt ;  Thomassy,  Jean  Gerson.  Par.  1843; 
Ih,  J.  H.  Schwab  (Rom.  Cath.),  Joh.  Gerson,  e.  Monogr.  WUrzb.  1859). 

(3.)  NiriTni^^«j  OF  Clbmanqis.  Rector  of  the  University  of  Paris,  from 
which  he  retired  into  solitude  {ob.  about  1440).  Of  all  divines  in  the 
Church  he  perceived  most  clearly  existing  abuses,  and  most  fully  re- 
cognized the  authority  of  the  Scriptures  as  the  rule  of  belief  and  of 
judgment.  —  Comp.  A.  Mllntz,  Nic.  de  Cl^manges,  sa  vie  et  ses  Merits. 
Strasb.  1846. 

(4.)  Louis  d'Allevand,  Cardinal  and  Archbishop  of  Aries,  the 
ablest  and  most  eloquent  member  of  the  anti-papal  party  at  Basic.  He 
was  excommunicated  and  deposed  by  Eugenius  IV.  But  when  the 
Council  of  Basle  made  subjection,  Pope  Nicholas  V.  restored  him,  and 
in  1527  Clement  VII.  even  allowed  the  faithful  to  venerate  him  as  a 
saint. 

2.  The  Friends  of  Reform  in  Germany,  —  A  considerable  time  before 
the  appearance  of  the  French  reformers,  a  German,  Henry  of  Langen" 
fiein^  near  Marburg  (Henricus  de  Hassia),  had  insisted  that  princes 
42* 
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and  prelates  should  summon  a  General  Council  in  order  to  pnt  an  end 
to  the  papal  sebism,  and  to  initiate  a  reformation  in  the  Church.     Hi? 
work,  "  Consilium  pacis  de  unione  ac  reformatione  ecclesisB  in  concilio 
universali,"  appeared  in  1381.     It  contained  a  humbling,  but  unfor- 
tunately too  correct  account  of  the  desolate  state  of  the  Church.    The 
monasteries  he  designated  "prostibula  meretricum/'  and  the  cathe- 
dral churches  "speluritte  raptorum  et  latronum."    He  taught  first 
at  Paris,  and  from  1381  in  Vienna,  where  he  died  (1397),  as  rector  of 
the  University.    (Cf.  0.  Hartwxg^  Henr.  de  Langenst.  dictus  de  Hassia 
Zwei  Unterss.  Marb.  1858.) — 2.  Theodore  of  Kiem  (Neheim)  was  secre- 
tary to  Gregory  IX.,  with  whom  Tie  wenF  from  Trance  to  Rome.    After^ 
wards  he  became  Bishop  of  Verdun,  and  died  in  1417,  as  Bishop  of 
Cambray,  during  the  sittings  of  the  Council  of  Constance,  of  which 
he  was  a  member.   His  writings,  which  have  not  yet  received  sufficient 
attention,  are  of  the  greatest  importance  for  the  history  of  the  schism 
and  of  the  Council.  Throughout,  his  language  is  bold  and  unsparing.— 
3.  Gregory  of  Hamburg,    He  attended  the  Council  of  Basle,  as  secre- 
tary to  iEneas  Sylvius,  who  at  the  time  was  still  attached  to  the  reform- 
ing party.     But  his  violent  opposition  to  papal  assumptions  caused 
such  excitement,  that  iEneas  deemed  it  prudent  to  dismiss  his  secre- 
tary,    lie  afterwards  became  Syndic  of  Numberg,  and  in  1459  attended 
the  Council  of  Mantua,  as  ambassador  of  the  Emperor  Sigismund. 
Pope  Pius  II.  (iEneas  Sylvius)  excommunicated  him,  from  which  time 
he  wandered  about  from  place  to  place,  the  victim  of  papal  persecu- 
tions.    He  died  at  Dresden,  in  1472.     His  writings  were  collected  and 
published  at  Frankfort,  in  1608,  under  the  title,  **  Scripta  nervosa  justi- 
tiaeque  plena."    On  the  relation  between  iEneas  and  Gregory  compare 
also  G,  Pfizer,  d.  Deutsche  u.  d.  Welsche  (the  German  and  the  Ital.). 
Stuttg.  1844.  —  4.  Nicholas  of  Cusa,  near  Treves  (his  real  name  was 
Chryfftz  ==  crab).    He'^ttended  the  Council  of  Basle,  as  Archdeacon 
-'^'^  of  Lieges,  spoke  and  wrote  in  defence  of  the  principles  of  that  Council 
(de  concordantia  catholica  LI.  III.) ;  but  afterwards  joined  the  papal 
party,  was  rewarded  with  the  episcopal  see  of  Brixen,  where  he  died 
a  cardinal  in  1464.     Against  the  abuses  of  the  scholastic  method  he 
wrote  three  books,  *'  de  docta  ignorantia."    (Comp.  F.  A.  Scharpff,  d. 
kirchl.  u.  lit.  Wirken  d.  Nic.  v.  Cusa  (the  Eccl.  and  Lit.  Labours  of 
N.  of  C).     Vol.  I.     May.  1843.—/.  M.  Dux,  d.  deutsche  Card.  Nic.  v. 
Cusa  u.  d.  Kirche  s.  Zeit.     Regensb.  1847.     2  Vols.)" 

3.  Itily  also  contributed  to  the  Council  of  Basle  one  who  at  least  for 
a  time  appeared  to  be  a  reformer,  ^neas  Sylvhis  Piccolomini  was 
among  the  most  determined  opponents  of  Eugenius  IV.  He  wrote  a 
history  of  the  Council  of  Basle,  couched  in  a  violent,  anti-papal  spirit. 
And  bov;ame  secretarv  of  Felix,  the  Pontiff  whom  that  Council  elected. 
But  in  1442  he  entered  the  service  of  the  Emperor  Frederic  III,, 
became  poet  laureate  and  imperial  counsellor.  In  this  capacity  he 
displaved  considerable  diplomatic  skill  in  bringing  a'^X)ut  iheConcardai 
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9fFrankfofi  in  1446,  by  which  a  reconciliation  was  effected  beiween 
Pope  Eagenius  and  the  German  princes.  Ten  years  afterwards  Calix* 
tu8  lY.  nominated  him  cardinal,  and  in  1458  he  was  elevated  to  the 
papal  see,  as  Pius  II.  His  poetic  effusions  are  full  of  most  indecent 
passages,  and  bis  former  lasciviousness  continued  even  after  his  access 
sion  to  the  see  of  Peter.  (Cf.  K.  R.  Hagenbach,  Erinner,  an  ^n.  Sylv, 
Pice.  Bas.  1840.) 
« 

{119.  ATTEMPTS  AT  EVANGELICAL  REFORMATION. 

While  the  divines  of  Paris  attacked  the  glaring  abases  of  the 
Papacy,  a  more  hopeful  movement  had  commenced  in  England 
(especially  by  Wyclipfe)  and  Bohemia  (especially  by  Hus). 
Not  merely  the  outward  corruptions  of  the  Church,  but  their 
hidden  causes,  were  to  be  exposed  and  removed.  Another  dis- 
tinctive feature  of  this  Reformation  was,  that  it  addressed  itself 
to  the  people  rather  than  to  the  learned,  and  aimed  at  enlisting 
their  sympathies  and  convictions.  For  the  first  time  also  was  it 
nnderstood  and  proclaimed,  more  or  less  distinctly,  that  a  genuine 
reformation  must  be  based  on  that  great  doctrine  of  justification 
by  faith,  which  had  at  first  been  the  corner  stone  of  the  Church.  It 
is  on  this  ground  that  Wycliffe  and  Hus  have  frequently  been 
represented  as  the  precurs^j:?  of  the  Reformation  of  the  sixteenth 
century.  However  correct  in  some  respects  the  statement,  there 
was  a  vast  difference  between  these  men  and  the  reformers  of  the 
sixteenth  century.  Not  to  speak  of  the  comparatively  small  suc- 
cess of  their  labours,  which  in  part  may  have  been  due  to  the 
circumstance  that  the  fulness  of  time  for  such  comprehensive 
reforms  had  not  yet  come,  they  failed  by  adopting  some  hereticaJ 
(spiritualistic)  elements,  which  conflicted  with  the  idea  and  truj 
tbaracter  of  the  Church,  whilst  the  German  Reformation  either 
shunned  such  errors,  or  gradually  excluded  them.  Virtually 
acknowledging  no  other  than  the  invisjbl^^hucfihj  they  failed  in 
establishing  a  visible  community  ;  while  in  their  aims  after  exces- 
sive purity  and  simplicity,  they  disconnected  themselves  not  only 
from  the  past,  but  even  from  the  present.  Of  the  two  reformers 
whom  we  have  mentioned,  Hus  was  more  a  man  of  the  people 
than  Wycliffe.  If  his  views  were  less  philosophical,  and  his 
system  less  developed,  his  aims  were  more  practical  and  popular 
(by  preaching  justification  by  faith"*,  and  more  fully  directed 
towards  inward  and  spiritual  renovation  than  those  of  his  great 
English  teacher.  — These  tendencies  wee  not  confined  to  England 
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'kT  Bohemia.  A  similar  movement  sprung  np  in  other  lands 
especially  in  the  Low  Countries.  In  this  ease  also  submission 
to  the  Scriptures,  and  faith  in  the  crucified  Saviour,  as  the  ground 
of  salvation,  were  regarded  as  the  only  principles  capable  of 
achieving  a  genuine  reformation.  Like^u«  and  Wycliffe^  those 
divines  adopted  the  theological  system  of  St.  Augustine,  but  their 
activity  was  more  quiet,  confined  to  narrower  circles,  and  rather 
theological  than  popular.  Even  in  Italy  a  reformer  appeared. 
Thoroughly  imbued  with  evangelical  sentiments,  Savonarola  ex- 
ercised during  his  brief  public  career  a  most  precious  influence 
upon  his  countrymen. 

1.  Wycliffe  and  the  Wycliffites.  —  (Comp.  /.  LewiSy  Hist,  of  the  Life 
and  Sufferings  of  J.  Wycliffe.  Oxf.  IS20.  — R.Vaughan,  J.  de  Wycliffe, 
a  Monograph.  Lond.  1853. —  O.Jager^  J.  Wye.  u.  s.  Bedentung  fur  d. 
Reform.  Ilalle  1854.  —  O.Weber,  Gesch.  d.  akathol.  Kirchen  u.  Secten 
V.  Grossbrit.  Leips.  1845.  Vol.  L  —  F.A.  Lewaldt  d.  theol.  Boctrin.  J. 
Wye.  in  the  "Zeitsch.  filr  hist.  Theol."  for  1846.  II.-IV. ;  and  in  the 
same  Journal  for  1853.  III.  1854.  II.  —  O,  V.  Lechler,  Wye.  u.  d.  Lol- 
larden,  and  *'  Hist,  of  Engl,  and  France  under  the  Ilouse  of  Lancaster." 
Lond  1852. —  (A  number  of  W.'s  treatises  have  of  late  been  reprinted.) 
—  The  kings  and  parliament  of  England  had  been  long  resisting  the 
oppressive  yoke  of  the  papal  hierarchy  ;  and  such  men  as  JoJin  of  Salis- 
bury,  Robert  GreaiJiead,  Roger  Bacon,  and  Thomas  of  Bradwardhie.  had 
lifted  their  voices  against  the  inner  corruptions  of  the  Church.  John 
Wycliffe,  a  pupil  of  Bradwardine,  was  born  1324.  As  a  fellow  of 
the  university  of  Oxford,  which  was  then  involved  in  a  controversy 
with  the  mendicant  monks,  Wycliffe  appeared  in  1360  against  these 
monks,  and  in  1366  in  defence  of  the  English  crown  against  the  de- 
mands of  the  papal  court  (then  at  Avignon),  for  feudal  imposts.  This 
secured  for  him  the  favour  of  the  English  court,  which  conferred  the 
doctorate  upon  him,  appointed  him  professor  of  theology  in  Oxford,  and, 
1374,  placed  him  on  an  embassy  to  the  pope  to  effect  an  adjustment  of 
existing  difficulties.  Then  he  learned,  by  immediate  observation,  how 
corrupt  the  papacy  was.  After  his  return,  he  spoke  and  wrote  openly 
against  the  papal  "Antichrist"  and  its  system.  Gregory  XL  con- 
demned (1377),  nineteen  points  in  his  writings,  but  the  English  court 
protected  him  against  punishment.  Wycliffe  became  more  bold, 
formed  societies  of  pious  men  to  preach  the  Gospel  among  the  people, 
(their  enemies  called  them  Lollards),  and  translated  the  Bible  (from 
the  Vulgate),  into  English.  By  this  time  the  anger  of  his  enemies  had 
reached  its  height.  He  now  assailed  transubstantiation,  and  revived 
Berengar's  view  of  the  lord's  Supper;  the  university  expelled  him,  and 
a  synod  at  London  condemned  his  works  and  doctrines  as  heretical 
(1382).     The  court  and  Parliament  could  only  protect  his  persn.    He 
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retired  to  the  parish  of  Lutterworth,  and  there  died  (1384).    His  ad 
herents,  inolading  many  eminent  and  educated  persons  (among  th« 
masses  he  found  but  little  sympathy),  were  violently  persecuted.    The 
Council  of  Constance  condemned  anew  forty>five  points  in  his  writings, 
and  commanded  his  corpse  to  be  disinterred,  burnt,  and  scattered. 
But  much  of  the  seed  he  sowed  was  preserved  until,  in  the  Reformation, 
it  sprang  up  and  bloomed  with  greater  purity  and  power. — In  the  last 
years  of  his  compulsory  leisure,  Wycliffe  wrote  his  chief  work,  the 
Trialogiu,  in  which  he  fully  sets  forth  his  theological  views.     As  the 
fundamental  principle  of  all  theology  and  of  a  reformation,  he  main- 
tained that  the  Iloly  Scriptures  are  the  only  source  and  rule  of  all 
religious  knowledge.     But  in  rejecting  all  ecclesiastical  tradition  as  a 
mere  human  invention,  he  went  beyond  the  limits  of  evangelical  con- 
sideration, and  failed  to   distinguish  between  normal  and  abnormal 
dcTelopments.     Agreeably  to  his  principle  he  renounced  the  worship 
of  relics  and  images,  the  use  of  the  Latin  language,  the  chanting  of  the 
priests,  the  numerous  festivals,  private  masses,  extreme  unction,  and 
in  general  all  ceremonies.     He  pronounced  the  Catholic  doctrine  of  in- 
dulgences, as  well  as  bans  and  interdicts,  blasphemous ;  auricular  con- 
fession, violence  done  to  the  conscience  ;  and  the  power  of  the  keys  con- 
ditional, and  its  application  impotent  unless  in  harmony  with  the  law  g        \ 
of  Christ.     Hov^denied/the  real  presence  of  the  body  and  blood  of   r^^^^ 
Christ  in  the  Supper,  and  affirmed,  with  Berengar,  a  communication 
of  its  power,  which  was  not  only   dependent  on  the  faith  of  the  re- 
cipient, but  also  on  the  worthiness  of  the  administering  priest.     The 
doctrine  of  purgatory  he  wholly  rejected.     He  held  predestination  in 
the  rigid  form  of  his  teacher,  Bradwardine.     He  maintained  that  the 
papacy  was  Antichrist,  and  that  the  pope  obtained  his  power  only 
from  the  emperor,  not  from  God.     For  the  hierarchical  organization 
should  be  substituted  the  presbyterial  form  of  government.   Ordination 
imparts  ao  ineradicable  character ;  a  priest  guilty  of  a  mortal  sin  can- 
not validly   administer    a    sacrament.     Every    believer    possesses   a 
priestly  character.     To  the  state  belongs  the  prerogative  of  represent^ 
ing  Christ  as  the  theanthropic  ruler  of  the  world ;   the  clergy  are 
merely  to  represent  the  poor  suffering  life  of  his  humanity.     Monasti- 
cism  is  a  monster,  &c. 

2.  The  Bohemian  Reformers  before  Hus.  —  (Comp.  /.  P.  Jordan^  d. 
VorlXufer  d.  Hussitenth.  in  Bohmcn  (the  Precursors  of  H.  in  Bohemia, 
Leips.  1846. — A.Zittey  Lebensbcschr.  d.  drei  Vorl.  d.  Joh.  Hus.  Prague 
1786.  — F.  Palach/y  Gesch.  v.  Bohmen.  Vol.  III.,  pp.  157,  etc.)  — It 
will  be  remembered  that  the  Bohemian  Church  had  been  founded  by 
missionaries  from  the  East,  and  not  from  the  West.  The  peculiar 
direction  which  it  got  at  first  was  never  wholly  lost ;  and  though,  at  a 
later  period,  the  Romish  order  and  liturgy  had  been  introduced,  they 
were  not  received  without  opposition  or  grudga.  In  Bohemia  the 
fonnder  of  the  Waldenses  had  spent  the  last  yjars  of  his  life;  ani 
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there,  at  a  later  period,  a  number  of  his  adherente  had  foui;d  an  asylim 
when  driven  from  the  yalleys  of  Piedmont.  The  great  stronghold  of 
the  Papacy  in  Bohemia  was  the  University  ofTrague_( founded  in  1348). 
Most  of  itfl  chairs  were  occupied  by  the  mendicants,  who  were  of  course 
sealous  defenders  of  hierarchical  principles ;  while  the  arrangement 
of  the  members  of  the  University  into  four  nations,  of  whom  each  had 
one  vote  (Bohemia,  Bavaria,  Saxony,  and  Poland),  prevented  anything 
like  a  national  and  independent  movement  on  the  part  of  the  Bohe- 
mians. Nor  was  it  unimportant,  in  reference  to  the  religious  history 
of  the  country,  that  the  controversy  between  Realism  and  Nominalism 
raged  more  violently  at  Prague  than  elsewhere,  and  that  there  also 
Realism  was  regarded  as  suspicious,  while  Nominalism  was  considered 
the  great  bulwark  of  ecclesiastical  orthodoxy  (Wycliffe  also  was  a 
Realist,  but  tbe  Paris  Reformers  were  zealo'as  Nominalists.)  Even 
before  the  time  of  Hus,  three  earnest  preachers  had  prepared  the  way 
by  their  evangelical  sermons  and  by  their  pastoral  labours  among  the 
people.  These  were  Conrad  of  Waldhausen  (ob,  1369),  John  Milicz 
oh,  1374),  and  Matthias  ofjanov  (oh.  1394).  Milicz  seems  to  have  had 
the  clearest  insight  into  evangelical  truth,  while  Janov  was  loudest  in 
his  denunciations  of  ecclesiastical  abuses.  All  three  gathered  vast  audi- 
ences around  them.  In  1367  Milicz  went  to  Rome  to  bear  testimony 
against  ecclesiastical  corruptions  in  the  capital  of  Christendom.  He 
was  soon  silenced  in  a  prison ;  but  either  Pope  Urban  F.,  who  had  just 
returned  from  Avignon,  or  the  good  offices  of  some  other  friends,  pro- 
cured his  liberation.  Fresh  persecutions  awaited  him  on  his  return  tc 
Bohemia.  His  opponents  accused  him  of  heresy  before  Pope  Chregory  XI. 
Milicz  successfully  defended  his  orthodoxy  at  Avignon,  whither  he  had 
gone  to  plead  his  cause  in  person.  Janov  has  left  two  tractates,  *'  De 
sacerdotum  et  monachorum  abhorrenda  abominatione  desolationis  in 
ecclesia  Christi,"  and  *•  De  Antichristo,"  which  contain  a  withering 
exposure  of  the  degenerate  hierarchy,  clergy,  and  monks  of  his  time. 
His  hearers  he  warned  against  trusting  in  their  own  works,  or  attach- 
ing value  to  mere  ceremonies.  Janov  cherished  the  conviction  that, 
according  to  Christ's  appointment,  the  laity  should  receive  the  cup  as 
well  as  the  bread  in  the  Eucharist;  but,  in  obedience  to  his  ecclesias- 
tical superiors,  he  had  yielded  the  point.  The  statement,  however, 
wants  historical  confirmation. 

3.  Hus  and  Jerome,  —  (Comp.  A.  Zitte,  Lebensbeschr.  d.  Job.  Hus. 
Prague,  1799.  2  Vols.  —  A.  Zilrny  J.  Hus  auf  d.  Concil  zu  Kotnitz. 
Leips.  183G. — X.  Kohler,  J.  Hus  u.  seine  Zeit.  Leips.  1846.  3  Vols. — 
/.  A.  Helferfy  IIus  u.  Hieron.  Prague,  1853. — L.  Heller,  Hicron.  v. 
Prag.  Tub.  1835.—^.  Palach/,  Gesch.  v.  Bohmen.  Vol.  III. — 
John  HnSf  of  Husinecz,  was  born  in  1369.  From  1398  he  occupied  the 
chair  of  Philosophy  in  the  University  of  Prague.  Even  before  his 
public  appearance,  he  had  passed  through  deep  personal  experiences, 
realizing  his  own  sinfulness,  and  ultimately  finding  peace  and  O'tmfort 
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in  the  Word  of  God  and  in  a  cordial  reception  of  the  crucified  SaTioor. 
Theee  truths  became  a  source  of  new  life  to  him,  and  them  he  pro- 
dlaimed  when  called  in  1402  to  officiate  as  preacher  in  the  Bethlehem 
Ckmpel  at  Prague,  which  was  founded  for  the  special  purpose  of  giving 
tne  peSple  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the  Gospel  in  the  vernacular 
Hitherto  IIus  had  only  been  superficially  acquainted  with  the  writings 
of  Wycliffe,  whose  views  on  the  Eucharist  he  rejected.  But  when 
Jerowu  of  P^agutj  a  Bohemian  knight,  returned  from  Oxford  an  enthu- 
siastic adherent  of  Wycliffe,  he  persuaded  his  friend  to  examine  more 
fully  the  writings  and  opinions  of  the  British  Reformer.  Jerome  was 
a  man  of  brilliant  talents,  ardently  attached  to  what  he  believed  the 
truth,  and  burning  with  a  zeal  which  bordered  on  enthusiasm,  but 
deficient  in  that  moderation  and  prudence  for  which  IIus  was  so  dis- 
tinguished*  The  charge  of  sharing  Wycliffe's  views  was  first  brought 
against  IIus  in  1404,  when  two  young  English  divines,  pupils  of  Wyo- 
liffe,  being  persecuted  in  Prague  for  their  advocacy  of  their  teacher's 
tenets,  exhibited  a  number  of  pictures,  by  way  of  showing  the  striking 
contrast  between  the  poverty  of  Christ  and  His  apostles,  and  the  pomp 
and  luxury  of  the  Pope  and  his  cardinals.  IIus  disapproved  of  the 
conduct  of  the  young  men,  although  he  admitted  the  truth  of  the  con- 
trast presented.  The  Bohemian  members  of  the  University  took  the 
same  view  of  the  question  ;  the  Germans  and  Poles  the  opposite.  As 
the  foreigners  commanded  three  votes  in  the  University  against  the 
one  of  the  Bohemians,  a  resolution  was  published  in  1408,  by  which 
forty-five  propositions  of  Wycliffe  were  formally  condemned.  But  this 
state  of  matters  was  not  to  continue.  In  1409  the  national  party  pre- 
vailed on  Wenc^lauSj  the  King,  to  issue  an  order  to  the  efi*ect  that  in 
future  the  Bohemian  nation  should  have  three  votes,  and  the  other 
nations,  combined,  only  one.  The  foreigners  (teachers  and  students 
numbering,  according  to  the  lowest  estimate,  5000)  immediately  left 
Prague,  and  founded  the  University  of  Leipsig.  The  party  of  IIus 
became  dominant  in  Bohemia,  but  all  the  more  unpopular  in  foreign 
countries,  and  the  charge  of  Wycliffism  was  generally  preferred  against 
its  leader.  About  the  same  time  Hus  became  also  more  earnest  and 
energetic  in  his  denunciations  of  ecclesiastical  and  clerical  abuses. 
SbynkOy  Archbishop  of  Prague,  now  laid  an  accusation  against  him  in 
Borne,  and  prohibited  his  preaching  in  the  Bethlehem  Chapel.  But 
the  populace  openly  insulted  the  Archbishop  in  the  streets,  while  IIus 
appealed  from  the  Pope  ill-informed  to  the  Pope  better-informed.  The 
Bohemian  Reformer  ww  wont  to  declare  that  he  received  not  implicitly 
all  the  statements  of  ^/Tycliffe,  but  distinguished  in  them  between  truth 
and  error,  and  that  iiO  was  prepared  to  retract  the  moment  he  should 
be  convinced  from  Scripture  of  his  error.  The  Pope  cited  him  to  Rome ; 
but,  on  the  intercession  of  the  King  and  the  University,  a  temj)orary 
trace  was  concluded  between  IIus  and  the  Archbishop  of  Prague 
Otb)r  occnsions  of  dissension  soon  aro^e.     In  1 112  John  XXIII.  pro- 
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claimed  a  crusade  against  Naples,  which  was  also  preached  in  Bohemia 
Against  this  daring  presumption  Hus  protested  by  pen  and  voice, 
while  Jerome,  in  his  indignation,  even  ventured  to  burn  the  Pope's  bull 
at  the  public  pillory.  The  Pope  now  excommunicated  Hus,  and  laid 
Prague  under  the  interdict,  so  long  as  it  sheltered  the  Reformer  (1413). 
Hus  appealed  to  the  tribunal  of  Jesus  Christ,  and  retired  from  Prague 
to  his  birthplace.  Meantime  the  Council  of  Constance  had  been  sum- 
moned. There  the  cause  of  Hus  was  to  be  finally  settled.  At  the 
request  of  the  Emperor  Sigismundt  and  furnished  by  him  with  a  safe- 
condjiict,  the  Reformer  went  (1414)  to  Constance,  fully  persuaded  of  the 
justice  of  his  cause,  and  prepared,  if  necessary,  to  suffer  martyrdom. 
On  his  first  examination  IIus  was  immediately  committed  to  prison. 
The  Bohemian  nobles  who  had  accompanied  him  to  Constance  appealed 
to  the  Emperor,  who  was  on  his  way  to  that  city.  The  Emperor  sent 
an  order  to  restore  IIus  to  liberty,  which  was  not  obeyed  ;  and  a  depu- 
tation from  the  Council  persuaded  the  weak  monarch,  that  since  IIus 
was  at  the  bar  of  the  Council  on  the  charge  of  heresy,  he  was  beyond 
imperial  protection.  For  seven  months  the  Reformer  was  tortured  by 
private  examinations.  At  length  a  public  audience  was  granted  him 
(in  June,  1415).  But  he  was  not  allowed  to  proceed  to  the  discussion 
of  controverted  points:  the  Council  insisted  on  simple  and  unqualified 
retractation.  The  humility,  meekness,  and  gentleness  of  the  Reformer, 
his  enthusiasm  and  confidence,  gained  him  friends  even  in  the  Council. 
From  all  sides,  and  by  every  kind  of  motive,  he  was  pressed  to  yield. 
These  well-meant  persuasions  proved  as  ineffectual  as  the  threats  of  his 
enemies.  On  the  &ih  July^  his  forty-sixth  birthday,  a  solemn  oration 
was  delivered  in  the  cathedral  on  Romans  vi.  6,  after  which  IIus  was 
stripped  of  his  priestly  robes,  handed  over  to  the  secular  power,  and 
led  to  the  stake.  Amid  prayer  and  praise  he  expired,  joyously  and 
confidently,  one  of  the  numerous  company  of  martyrs  who  with  their 
blood  have  sealed  a  good  confession.  —  Jerome  of  Prague,  the  friend  of 
IIus,  had  also  appeared  at  Constance,  though  unsummoned.  Perceiving 
that  a  longer  stay  could  be  of  no  use  to  his  friend  and  only  exposed 
himself  to  a  similar  fate,  he  left  the  town,  but  was  captured  by  the 
way,  and  brought  back  in  chains  (April,  1415).  Half  a  year  spent  in 
a  loathsome  prison,  and  the  continuous  solicitations  of  his  judges, 
induced  him  in  an  hour  of  weakness  to  recant,  and  to  acknowledge  the 
sentence  pronounced  against  IIus.  But  notwithstanding  his  recanta- 
tion, he  was  still  distrusted  and  kept  in  durance.  Jerome  soon  re- 
covered himself.  He  requested  a  public  audience  before  the  whole 
Council,  which  was  granted  him  in  May,  141G.  He  now  publicly  and 
formally  retracted  his  former  recantation,  and  confounded  the  Council 
by  his  eloquence  and  mo/al  earnestness.  On  the  30th  May,  1416,  he 
died  at  the  stake,  full  of  courage  and  joy. 

The  Doctrinal  Views  of  Hus,  most  clearly  expressed  in  his  tractate 
**  de  ecclesia,"  had  but  oiie  error.    Adopting  the  predestinarian  viewf 
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€f  St.  Aagustine,  he  regarded  the  Church  as  the  totality  of  the  pre- 
aestmate,  and  argued  that  only  the  predestinate  could  savingly  duqtenst 
ihe  sacraments.  This  view  annuls  the  objective  power  of  the  Church : 
its  nature,  significance  and  office  are  evaporated ;  it  is  deprived  of  every 
thing  like  a  firm  basis.  An  error  so  fundamental,  which  Hus  shared 
with  Wycliffe,  rendered  him  incompetent  to  be  a  reformer,  notwith- 
standing his  moral  purity  and  power  and  the  fulness  of  his  evangelical 
knowledge.  A  reformation  based  on  such  fundamental  principles  would 
be  apt  CO  degenerate  into  sectarianism  or  fanaticism.  In  all  other 
respects  his  teaching  was  excellent,  and  thoroughly  evangelical.  In 
regard  to  the  Lord's  Supper  he  differed  decidedly  from  Wycliffe,  and 
adhered  to  the  doctrine  of  the  real  presence,  yea  even  to  transubstan- 
tiation.  —  We  are  scarcely  surprised  that  the  Council  of  Constance, 
though  led  by  a  Geraon^  should  have  pronounced  sentence  of  death  on 
Buch  a  man.  Other  reasons  also  led  to  this  result.  The  Fathers  of 
Constance  were  chiefly  Nominalists,  and  to  them  the  Realism  of  Hus 
appeared  the  source  of  all  his  heresy ;  besides,  the  controversy  in  the 
University  of  Prague,  and  the  decision  of  the  king,  which  were  chiefly 
attributed  to  him,  had  raised  a  prejudice  in  the  minds  of  the  Germans. 
Perhaps,  also,  his  mistakes  on  the  subject  of  the  Church  might  appear 
to  the  Council  more  dangerous  than  they  really  were;  while  all  the 
other  points,  on  which  he  advocated  evangelical  views,  could  not  be 
appreciated  by  such  an  assembly  as  that  of  Constance.  Lastly,  Hus 
drew  upon  himself  the  enmity  of  both  parties  in  the  Council:  the 
hierarchieal  party  wished  to  deter  its  opponents  by  showing  that  the 
Church  still  possessed  the  power  of  burning  heretics,  while  the  liberal 
party  withdrew  its  protection,  from  apprehension  thaf.any  suspicion 
of  sharing  the  heretical  views  of  Hus  might  endanger  the  success  of 
their  reformatory  attempts. — The  story,  frequently  related,  that  in  his 
last  moments  Hus  uttered  the  prediction,  *'  To-day  you  roast  a  goose 
(in  Slavonian  ^  Hus),  but  from  mine  ashes  will  arise  a  swan  (the 
armorial  device  of  Luther),  whom  you  will  not  be  able  to  destroy,"  is 
entirely  apocryphal.  It  probably  originated  during  the  time  of  the 
Reformation,  from  the  circumstance  that  the  two  martyrs  had  appealed 
to  the  judgment  of  God  of  history.  IIils  predicted  that,  instead  of 
the  weak  goose,  strong  eagles  and  falcons  would  soon  come ;  while 
Jcromt  summoned  his  unjust  judges  to  answer  within  a  hundred  years 
before  the  highest  tribunal. 

^4.  Tht  Hussites.  —  Comp.  Z,  Theobaldy  Hussitenkrieg.  3d  Ed.  Bresl. 
1750.  4. —  Lenjant^  Hist,  de  la  guerre  des  IIuss.  2  T.  4.  Suppl^m.  par 
Beausobre.  Laus.  1745.  —  F.  Palachy,  u.  s.).  —  During  the  imprison- 
ment of  Hus,  lacotnis  of  Misa  (Jacobellus'j  had  acted  as  leader  of  the 
Hussites.  By  advice  of  a  Waldensian  {Peter  of  Dresden) j  and  with  the 
approbation  of  Hus,  he  dispensed  to  the  laity  the  cup  in  the  Eucharist, 
In  consequence  of  this,  a  violent  controversy  broke  out  between  the 
divines  of  Prague  and  those  of  Constance,  about  the  lawfulness  of  witli 
43 
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holding  the  oup.  On  the  pDposal  of  Geraon,  the  Council  reeolved 
that  any  one  who  refused  to  submit  in  this  matter  to  the  Church* 
should  be  treated  as  a  heretic.  This  and  the  execution  of  Hus  raises) 
popular  feeling  in  Bohemia  to  the  highest  pitch.  In  the  midst  of  the 
excitement  which  ensued,  King  Wenceslaus  died  in  1419,  and  the 
estates  refused  to  acknowledge  his  brother,  the  "perjured,*'  Emperor 
Sigismund.  For  sixteen  years  a  civil  war  raged,  which,  in  bitterness 
and  cruelty  on  both  sides,  has  rarely  been  equalled.  The  Hussites, 
who  had  built  the  fortified  town  of  liibor  on  the  top  of  a  steep  moun* 
tain,  were  commanded  by  the  one-eyed  ZUka,  The  armies  of  crusaders 
successively  summoned  against  the  Bohemians  were  defeated  and 
annihilated.  But  the  mild  evangelical  spirit  of  Hus  had  forsaken  the 
great  majority  of  his  adherents,  who  were  divided  among  themselves. 
Two  parties  became  more  and  more  decidedly  arrayed  against  each 
other.  The  (aristocratic)  Cauxtikks  (from  calix  =  cup)  or  UtraquisU 
(sub  utraque,  t. «.,  under  both  forms),  which  were  headed  by  Rokycana, 
the  Bishop-elect  of  Prague,  would  have  been  satisfied  if  the  Catholio 
Church  had  conceded  their  four  articles  (1.  The  Eucharist  under  both 
forms ;  2.  The  free  preaching  of  the  Gospel  in  the  vernacular ;  3.  Strict 
discipline  among  the  clergy ;  4.  That  the  clergy  should  not  possess 
secular  property).  But  the  (democratic)  Taborites  refused  to  come 
to  any  terms  with  the  Catholic  Church.  They  laid  down  the  principle, 
that  whatever  in  government,  doctrine,  and  worship  could  not  be 
proved  from  Scripture,  should  be  implicitly  rejected,  and  thus,  by  ignor- 
ing all  historical  development,  strayed  into  fanaticism,  iconoclasm,  and 
other  extravagances.  After  the  death  of  Ziska  (of  pestilence  in  1424), 
the  majority  of  the  Taborites  chose  Procopius  the  Great  his  successor. 
A  minority,  which  deemed  no  man  worthy  to  succeed  their  departed 
leader,  separated  from  Procopius,  and  took  the  name  of  "  Orphans." 
Meantime  the  Council  of  Basle  had  assembled ;  and,  afler  much  fruit- 
less negotiation,  succeeded  in  1433  in  inducing  the  Hussites  to  send 
300  deputies  to  Basle.  The  discussion  on  the  four  Calixtine  articles 
lasted  for  fifty  days,  after  which  the  Council  conceded  them,  although 
with  restriction.  On  the  ground  of  these  Basle  CompaciateSy  as  they 
were  called,  the  Calixtines  returned,  at  least  nominally,  to  the  allegi- 
ance of  the  Church.  The  Taborites  regarded  this  as  a  betrayal  of  the 
truth.  Part  of  them  once  more  tried  the  fate  of  arms,  but  were  de- 
feated and  scattered  at  Bohmi^chlrostj  near  Prague,  in  1434.  The 
Emperor  Sigismund  confirmed"fhe  Compactates,  and  was  acknowledged 
king.  As  might  have  been  expected,  small  as  were  these  concessions, 
they  were  ccmtinually  ignored,  and  violated  both  by  Church  and  State. 
Sigismund  died  in  1437,  and  was  succeeded  by  his  infant  grandson 
LadislauSt  the  government  being  administered  by  George  Podiehrad,  a 
zealous  and  able  Calixtine.  After  the  death  of  Ladislaus  in  1457, 
George  Podiebrad  became  king.  He  adhered  closely  to  the  compac- 
tates.    He  was  acknowledged  by  Piua  IL,  in  the  hope  cf  his  joining 
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the  projected  war  against  the  Turks.  When  this  hope  failed,  the  Pone 
tiff  in  1462  went  so  far  as  eyen  to  disown  the  Compaciates.  Paul  IL 
excommunicated  the  king,  and  had  a  crusade  preached  against  him. 
But  the  crusade  did  not  succeed,  and  Qeorge  maintained  himself  till 
his  death  in  1471.  His  successor,  UladutlauSf  a  Polish  prince,  though 
a  Roman  Catholic,  favoured  the  Galixtines.  But  their  day  was  past. 
A  wretched  remnant  of  tnem  furtively  obtained  at  times  the  use  of  the 
eup,  but,  in  the  sixteenth  century  they  wholly  disappeared. 

5.  The  Bohemian  and  Moravian  Brethren.  —  (Comp.  Jaoch.  Came* 
rarii,  hist  narratio  de  fratr.  orthod.  ecclesiis  in  Bohem.,  Moravia  el 
Polonia.  Heidelb.  1605. — J.  Amos  Comenius,  hist,  fratrum  Bohemorum, 
c.  praef.  Fr.  Buddei.  Ilall.  1702.  4.  —  G,  C.  Rieger,  d.  alt.  u.  neuen 
bohm.  BrUder.  24.  St.  ZUllich.  1734,  etc.  —  0.  W.  K.  Lochner,  Ent^jteh. 
u.  erste  Schicks.  d.  Brlidergem.  in  B5hm.  u.  Mtihr.  —  Orig.  and  Early 
Hist,  of  the  "Brethren."  —  Nlirnb.  1832.  —  A.  Koppen,  Kirchenordn. 
u.  Disciplin.  d.  hussit.  Briiderk.  in  Biihm.  u.  M'ahr.  Leips.  1845. — 
A.  Gindely^  Bdhmen  u.  Mahren  im  Zeitalter  d.  Reformation.  2  Vols. 
Prague  1857-58.  —  A,  EdersJieim^  Bohemian  Reformers  and  German 
Politicians,  in  the  "Free  Ch.  Essays."  Edinb.  1858). — In  1453,  George 
Podiebrad  took  Tabor,  and  scattered  the  last  remnants  of  the  Taborites, 
Purified  by  their  misfortunes,  they  gradually  returned  to  evangelical 
views.  Peter  of  Chelcic,  (Cheltschiz),  a  Taborite  friend  of  God,  was 
the  central  point  of  their  communion,  and  George  Podiebrad,  at  Roky- 
cana's  recommendation,  directed  them  to  occupy  the  village  of  Kun- 
wald,  on  his  hereditary  estates.  There,  under  the  guidance  of  Michael 
r.  BradacZf  the  minister  of  Senfftenberg,  they  organized  themselves 
(1457),  as  the  Unitas  fratrum,  and  assumed  the  name  of  Bohemian  and 
Moravian  Brethren.  But  in  1461  Podiebrad  withdrew  his  favour,  and 
drove  them  from  his  estates.  They  fled  to  the  forests,  and  held  their 
worship  in  caves,  (also  called  Picards),  In  1467,  the  most  influential 
of  them  in  Bohemia  and  Moravia  met  at  the  Bohemian  village,  Lhota, 
and  in  order  to  provide  for  the  want  of  pastors,  chose,  by  lot,  three 
brethren  as  priests.  Michael  Bradacz  then  went  to  the  Bohemian 
bishop  of  the  Waldenses,  and  was  ordained  by  him ;  on  his  return,  he 
ordained  the  three  brethren  chosen  at  Lhota,  Mathias  of  Kunwald  as 
bishop,  the  other  two  as  priests.  Thus  the  apostolic  succession  of  the 
episcopate  was  secured.  Rokycana,  embittered  by  this  act,  excited 
more  violent  persecutions  against  them.  Still  the  communion  was  so 
much  increased  by  the  accession  of  Waldenses  in  Bohemia  and  others, 
that  at  the  commencement  of  the  sixteenth  century  it  embraced  nearly 
200  churches  and  houses  for  prayer  in  Bohemia,  Moravia,  and  Poland. 
Under  TJladisI^us,  to  whom  they  submitted  an  apology  in  1508,  per- 
•ecutions  against  them  abated.  They  sent  the  same  apology  to  Ei-as 
mt/ff,  in  1511,  with  the  request  that  he  would  furnish  them  with  hia 
opinion  upon  it.  Erasmus  declined  doing  this.  They  hailed  Luthir'i 
movement  with  hearty  rejoicing.     Repeated  messengers  were  sent  by 
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them  to  Luther,  but  were  offended  that  he  did  not  give  as  much  pro 
minence.as  they  desired  to  apostolic  discipline. 

6.  Reformers  in  the  Low  Countries.  —  (Comp.  C.  Ullmann,  Re 
formers  before  the  Reform.  Edinb.  Clarks*  For.  Th(K)l.  Libr.).  —  Most 
of  these  reformers  had  learned  in  the  school  of  the  "  Brethren  of  the 
Common  Life."     The  following  were  the  most  celebrated  among  them : 

(I.)  John  Pupper  of  Goch,  prior  of  a  cloister  of  canonesses  at  Ma- 
lines  which  himself  had  founded  (ob.  1475).  From  his  writings  (de 
libertate  Christiana,  de  quatuor  erroribus  circa  legem)  we  gather  that 
be  was  a  man  of  deep  piety.  His  theology  is  entirely  that  of  Augus- 
tine ;  he  insists  at  great  length  that  love,  which  constitutes  the  liberty 
of  the  children  of  God,  forms  the  great  subject-matter  of  theology,  while 
the  exclusive  authority  of  Scripture  affords  the  sole  testing  point  of 
Christian  truth.  lie  also  inveighed  against  legalism,  work-righteous- 
ness, and  all  externalism  in  religion. 

(2.)  John  Ruchrath  op  Wesel,  professor  at  Erfurt,  then  preacher 
at  Mayence  and  Worms  (ob.  1481).  His  theology  was  also  cast  in  the 
mould  of  St.  Augustine.  He  denied  the  power  of  the  Pope  to  issue 
anathemas  or  to  grant  indulgences,  and  preached  the  doctrine  of  salva- 
tion by  faith  alone.  In  opposition  to  transubstantiation  he  maintained 
the  doctrine  of  impanation ;  his  views  of  the  Church  bordered  on 
spiritualism.  He  wrote  a  tractate,  "  de  jejunio,*'  against  ecclesiastical 
fasts;  another,  "de  indulgentiis,"  against  indulgences;  and  a  third, 
"  de  potestate  ecclesiastica,"  against  the  hierarchy.  The  Dominicans 
in  Mayence  accused  and  condemned  him  as  a  heretic.  Bent  by  age 
and  disease,  he  was  prevailed  upon  to  recant  and  to  commit  his 
writings  to  the  flames,  while  he  himself  was  condemned  to  imprison- 
ment for  life.  His  writings  and  those  of  Pupper  are  partially  reprinted 
in  jFV.  Walch'.t  Monumenta  medii  aevi.  Gottg.  1757. 

(3.)  John  Wessel,  from  Groningen,  educated  by  the  Brethren  of  the 
Common  Life  at  Zwoll,  where  Thomas  a  Kempis  exercised  considerable 
influence  upon  him.  After  having  taught  at  Heidelberg  for  some 
years,  he  retired  to  the  monastery  on  Mount  St.  Agnes  near  Zwoll, 
where  he  died  in  1489.  His  friends  called  him  "  Lux  Mundi."  In 
rare  measure  he  combined  accomplishments  so  diverse  as  scholastic 
aialectics,  mystic  speculation,  and  thorough  classical  training.  Luther 
said  of  him:  "If  I  had  read  Wessel  before  I  began,  my  opponents 
would  have  imagined  that  Luther  had  derived  everything  from  Weasel 
—  so  entirely  do  we  two  agree  in  spirit."  In  one  point,  however,  the 
doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  he  lost  himself  in  a  volatilizing  spiritual- 
ism. The  patronage  of  influential  friends  proved  his  safeguard  from 
the  Inquisition.  Unfortunately,  some  of  his  numerous  writings  have 
been  entirely  suppressed  through  the  exertions  of  the  mendicants.  •  An 
edition  of  those  still  extant  has  been  published  by  Petrus  Pappus 
(Groning.  1G14)  The  most  important  i>f  them,  which  bears  the  title 
"  Farrago,"  consists  of  a  collection  of  small  but  very  interesting  esaays. 
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Along  with  these  Netherland  Reformers,  before  <he  reformation. 
Nicholas  RusSj  a  priest  of  Rostock,  (near  the  end  of  the  fifteenth,  or 
beginning  of  the  sixteenth  century),  merits  honourable  notice.  From 
the  catalogus  testium  veritatis  of  Flacius  it  was  kn  )wn  that,  in  a  work 
'*  De  triplici  funiculo,''  he  zealously  assailed  the  hierarchy,  monasticism, 
indulgences,  work-righteousness,  the  worship  of  relics  and  saints ;  also, 
that  he  kept  up  intimate  intercourse  with  the  Waldenses  in  Bohemia, 
had  to  endure  much  defamation  and  persecution  on  account  of  his  re- 
formatory efforts,  and,  finally,  died  as  an  exile  in  Livonia.  Ilis  work 
above  named,  written  in  Low  Dutch,  of  which  many  copies  were 
printed,  was  also  destroyed.  But  one  of  his  friends  rescued  some 
copies  by  concealing  them  in  a  chest.  Flacius  intended  to  have  it 
translated  and  printed  in  German,  but  did  not  accomplish  it.  From 
that  time  nothing  was  known  of  the  book  until,  in  1850,  Julius  Wiggers 
discovered  a  copy  in  the  library  at  R<^)8tock,  and  published  an  abstract 
of  it  in  the  Hist.  Theol.  Ztschr.  of  Niedner  1850,  II.  It  is  entitled: 
"Von  dem  Strick,  oder  den  drei  StriJngen  ;*'  for  in  order  to  draw  men 
from  the  pit  of  destruction  a  cord  is  necessary,  and  this,  to  be  suffi- 
ciftntly  strong,  must  be  composed  of  three  strands :  faith,  hope,  and 
Iqve.  These  are  then  minutely  described.  Thus  the  book  furnishes  a 
complete  guide  to  the  Christian's  faith  and  life,  with  severe  assaults 
upon  the  degenerate  doctrines  and  morals  of  the  Church  of  his  age. 

7.  An  Italian  Reformer. — |Comp.  A,  G,  Rndelhach^  Ilier.  Savonarola 
u.  seine  Zeit.  Hamb.  1835.  —  F,  C,  Meier,  Girolamo  Savon.  Berl.  1836. 
—  JT.  Hase,  neue  Propheten.  Leips.  1851.  —  /'.  T.  Perrens,  J6r()mc  Sav. 
Par.  —  a  book  to  which  the  French  Acad,  awarded  the  1st  prize — 2d 
Ed.  1857;  transl.  into  Germ,  by  Dr.  Schrinler).  —  The  reformation 
which  Savonarola  inaugurated  in  Italy  towards  the  close  of  the  fifteenth 
century,  was  directed  not  only  against  ecclesiastical,  but  also  against 
political  abuses.  It  was  this  combination  of  different  objects  which 
proved  fatal  to  himself  and  his  work.  Jerome  Savonarola,  a  Domini- 
can, had  learned  the  truths  of  the  Gospel  from  Scripture  and  from  the 
writings  of  St.  Augustine.  These  truths  he  now  proclaimed  at  Florence 
(since  1489).  His  brilliant  oratory,  his  bold  and  almost  fanatical  de- 
nunciations of  the  corruptions  prevalent  among  clerjry  and  laity, 
princes  and  people,  attracted  crowds  around  him.  With  intimate 
knowledge  of  the  way  of  salvation,  he  combined  a  strange  apocalyj)tic 
and  prophetic  turn.  Many  an  obstinate  sinner  was  aroused  by  having 
discovered  his  most  secret  sins,  while  some  of  his  political  predictions 
were  fulfilled  in  the  most  remarkable  manner.  Savonarola  soon 
became  the  idol  of  the  people  ;  and  measures  were  taken  to  carry  intx) 
practice  not  only  the  moral  and  religious,  but  also  the  political  reforma- 
tion'which  he  had  proposed.  Florence  was  to  become  the  capital  of  a 
new  democratic  theocracy.  What  his  enemies,  especially  Pope  Alex- 
anderrwuld  not  effect  by  the  offer  of  a  cardinal's  hat,  was  accomplished 
by  the  folly  of  a  fickle  populace.  For  a  time  political  complications  in 
43* 
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Italy  became  more  unfavourable,  and  seemed  to  run  counter  to  8om« 
of  his  predictions,  while  a  famine  desolated  the  land.  The  nobility 
and  the  loose  young  men  of  Florence  had  always  been  his  bitter 
enemies ;  popular  opinion  also  now  began  to  turn  against  him.  The 
Pope  had  chosen  the  right  moment  to  hurl  his  anathema  against  the 
reformer,  and  to  lay  the  city  which  sheltered  him  under  the  interdict 
(1497).  An  excited  mob  made  him  prisoner;  his  most  bitter  enemies 
were  his  judges.  He  was  condemned  lo  the  stake  as  a  heretic  and  a 
seducer  of  the  people.  Savonarola  submitted  to  his  doom  in  child- 
like confidence  on  Him  who  had  died  for  him  (1498).  Among  the 
heresies  laid  to  his  charge,  was  that  of  having  taught  the  doctrine  of 
justification  by  faith.  —  (Comp.  G.  Kapp,  die  erweckl.  Schriften  (the 
Popul.  Relig.  Treat.)  d.  MUrtyr.  H.  Savon.  Stuttg.  1839. 

1 120.  THE  SO-CALLED  REVIVAL  OF  LEARNING. 

CoMP.  ffeeren,  Gesch.  d.  class.  Literat.  im  M.  A.  Meiners,  Lebens- 
beschr.  beriihmt.  Manner  aus  d.  Zeit  d.  Wiederherst.  d.  Wiss.  (Biogr. 
of  Celebr.  Men  at  the  Time  of  the  Reviv.  of  Learn.)  Zur.  1775.  2  Vols. 
— H,  A,  Erhard,  Gesch.  d.  Wiederaufbl.  d.  wiss.  Bild.  (Hist,  of  the 
Reviv.  of  Learn.)  Magd.  1827-32.  3  Vols. 

The  classical  literature  of  ancient  Greece  and  Rome  was  not 
60  entirely  neglected  during  the  Middle  Ages  as  is  supposed. 
On  the  contrary,  frequent  and  successful  attempts  had  been  made 
throughout  that  period  to  introduce  such  studies.  Such  mon- 
archs  as  Charlemagne,  Charles  the  Bald,  Alfred  the  Grreaty 
and  the  Olho^s  of  Germany,  encouraged  learned  pursuits,  and 
men  like  Erigena,  Qerhert,  Roger  Bacon,  and  others,  possessed 
a  comparatively  extensive  knowledge  of  the  classics.  Nor  must 
it  be  forgotten  that  the  circle  of  classical  literature  was  enlarged 
during  the  twelfth  and  thirteenth  centuries  by  the  labours  of  the 
Moors  in  Spain,  and  by  frequent  intercourse  with  Byzantine 
students.  The  founders  of  the  national  literature  of  Italy  in  the 
fourteenth  century  —  Dante,  Petrarch,  and  Boccaccio  —  were 
also  the  most  zealous  promoters  of  classical  studies.  Such  pur- 
suits received  during  the  fifteenth  cent,  a  very  great  impulse.  If, 
during  the  meeting  of  the  Greeks  and  Italians  at  the  Council  of 
Florence  in  1439  (§67,  6),  a  fresh  interest  had  been  awakened 
in  the  study  of  the  classics,  the  conquest  of  Constantinople  by 
the  Turks  in  1453  afforded  the  opportunity  of  greatly  increasing,, 
and  at  the  same  time  ol  fully  gratifying  it.  A  large  number  of 
learned  men  from  Byzantium  sought  refuge  in  Italy ;  they  found 
an  enthusiastic  reception  in  Rome,  aud  also  especially  by  the 
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generons  princes  of  the  House  of  Medici.  The  art  of  printing, 
discoTered  in  1440,  had  already  rendered  the  treasures  of  classical 
antiquity  generally  accessible.  But  this  immigration  gave  a 
new  direction  as  well  as  a  fresh  impulse  to  classical  studies.  If 
doring  the  Middle  Ages  they  had  almost  exclusively  been  em- 
ployed for  ecclesiastical  and  theological  purposes,  they  were  now 
prosecuted  for  their  own  sakes,  and  as  the  basis  of  that  general 
culture  expected  in  educated  men  (hence  the  name  IIumanismus, 
and  the  term  **  Humanity,"  still  used  in  English  colleges). 
Humanism  renounced  the  service  of  the  Church ;  gradually  it 
assumed  a  posture  of  indifference  and  of  proud  disdain  towards 
Christianity.  Many  of  its  votaries  even  strayed  into  the  worship 
of  heathen  antiquity.  With  superstition,  faith  was  also  derided  ; 
sacred  history  and  Greek  mythology  were  placed  on  the  same 
level.  From  all  parts  the  youth  of  Europe  crowded  to  Italy,  to 
draw  in  its  academies  from  the  newly  opened  springs.  On  their 
return  they  brought  with  them  and  spread  around  an  ardent 
zeal  for  classical  lore.  Happily  the  infidelity  with  which  it  was 
too  frequently  conjoined  in  Italy,  did  not  make  such  rapid  pro* 
gress  in  other  countries.  In  (Germany  these  studies  were  chiefly 
cultivated  by  the  "  Brethren  of  the  Common  Life,"  who  suc- 
ceeded in  adapting  the  new  weapons  to  the  service  of  theology 
and  of  the  Church.  This  school  gave  birth  to  many  of  the  co- 
adjutors of  the  Lutheran  reformation.  —  It  will  be  understood, 
that  to  a  certain  extent  the  sympathies  of  the  Humanists  roust 
have  gone  with  those  who  sought  to  reform  the  Church.  They 
joined  them  in  their  opposition  to  the  absurdities  of  scholasti- 
cism, to  superstition,  monasticism,  and  other  abuses.  But  while 
agreed  in  their  aversion  to  the  prevailing  state  of  things,  both 
the  grounds  on  which,  and  the  manner  in  which,  they  carried  on 
the  contest,  were  widely  different.  The  Reformers  opposed 
abuses  because  they  were  contrary  to  Scripture,  and  led  away 
from  the  great  object  of  faith  ;  the  Humanists,  because  such 
views  agreed  not  with  those  of  heathen  antiquity.  The  Re- 
formers contended  with  weapons  drawn  from  the  Word  of  God, 
and  for  the  highest  of  all  objects  —  the  salvation  of  souls;  the 
Humanists,  with  shafts  of  wit  and  satire,  content  if  they  secured 
earthly  well-being.  In  truth,  the  despised  schoolmen  and  the 
derided  monks  were  not  always  in  the  wrong  in  their  opposition 
to  the  Humanists.  A  reformation  of  the  Church,  accomplished 
by  them  alone,  would  speedily  have  landed  in  heathenism.     Bat 
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ander  the  direction  of  men  of  genuine  piety,  the  revival  of 
classical  learning  opened  a  rich  and  till  then  unknown  source  of 
philological,  philosophical,  and  general  knowledge,  without 
which  the  faithful  translation  and  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures, 
and  consequently  that  revision  of  dogmatics  which  marked  the 
Reformation  of  the  sixteenth  century,  could  not  have  been  ac- 
complished so  rapidly,  so  comprehensively,  or  so  safely. 

1.  The  Uailian  Humanists.  Comp.  (Di(tmar)  Die  Humanisten  u.  das 
Evangelium,  in  the  Erland.  "  Zeitschr.  fUr  Protestsm.  u.  K."  July  and 
Oct.  1855. — Italy  was  the  great  nursery  of  Humanism,  and  the  Greeks 
who  emigrated  thither  were  its  parents.  The  first  Greek  who  taught 
in  that  country  was  Emanuel  Chrysoloras  (1396).  After  the  Council 
of  Florence  Bessarion  and  Gemistius  Pletho  settled  in  Italy,  and 
being  warm  admirers  of  the  Platonic  philosophy,  brought  it  into  vogue 
in  the  land  of  their  adoption.  After  1453  a  large  number  of  literary 
men  from  the  East  sought  an  asylum  in  Rome  and  Florence.  From 
their  seminaries  classical  learning  and  heathen  ideas  spread  over  Italy. 
They  found  access  even  among  the  highest  members  of  the  hierarchy. 
Even  though  the  well-known  saying  ascribed  to  Leo  X.,  **  Of  what  ad- 
vantage this  fable  about  Christ  has  been  to  us  and  ours  is  sufficiently 
known  to  all  centuries,"  be  not  authentic,  it  affords  an  insight  into 
the  character  and  spirit  animating  the  papal  court.  Cardinal  Bembus, 
the  private  secretary  of  Leo,  translated  the  realities  of  the  Gospel  into 
mythological  equivalents,  couched  in  classical  Latin.  Christ  he  called 
**  Minervam  e  Jovis  capite  ortam,"  the  Holy  Ghost,  "  auram  Zephyri 
cselestis,"  while  he  paraphrased  forgiveness  of  sin  as  "  Deos  supcros- 
que  manesque  placare."  So  early  as  the  meeting  of  the  Council  of 
Florence,  Pletho  had  ventured  to  express  an  opinion,  that  Christianity 
would  soon  give  place  to  a  universal  religion  which  would  not  greatly 
differ  from  heathenism.  When  Pletho  died,  Bessarion  addressed  a 
letter  of  consolation  to  his  sons,  telling  them  that  their  father  had  risen 
to  purer  and  heavenly  spheres,  where  he  had  joined  the  Olympic  gods 
in  their  mystic,  Bacchantic  dances.  The  new  Platonic  school^  which 
assembled  in  the  gardens  of  the  Medici,  assigned  to  the  philosophy  of 
Plato  a  place  much  higher  than  to  Christianity.  A  new  Peripatetic 
school  was  also  founded.  Its  great  representative,  Petro  Pomponazzo 
(oh.  152G),  openly  declared,  that  from  a  philosophic  point  of  view  the 
immortality  of  the  soul  was  more  than  doubtful.  Another  member  of 
that  school,  the  celebrated  historian  Machiavellij  introduced  a  system 
of  politics  entirely  alien  to  the  spirit  of  Christianity.  Moral  frivolity 
went  hand  in  hand  with  religious  laxity.  The  most  obscene  poetry 
and  the  most  lascivious  pictures  circulated  among  the  Humanists,  and 
their  practice  was  certainly  no  better  than  their  theory.  —  In  their 
public  declarations  the  Italian  Humanists  were  careful  at  least  to  ig- 
nore the  Church  and  its  doctrines,  from  foar  of  bringing  down  ven> 
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geance.  Ladrjentius  Valla,  however,  ventured,  in  his  **  Annot.itiones 
ia  Novum  Testam."  (afterwards  edited  by  Erasmus),  to  point  out  a 
Dumber  of  errors  in  the  Vulgate.  He  even  went  further.  Having 
proved  on  irrefragable  historical  evidence  that  the  pretended  donation 
of  Constant,  to  the  see  of  Rome  was  spurious  ({  82,  1),  he  inveighed 
against  the  ambition  of  the  Papacy.  Valla  was  summoned  beforo  the 
Inquisition,  but  escaped  with  a  retraction.  Nicholas  V.  suppressed 
the  investigation,  and  by  kindness  attached  him  to  the  papal  see. 
Valla  was  not,  however,  one  of  those  Humanists  who  had  lost  ah  reve- 
rence for  Christianity.  He  died  in  1450  as  papal  secretary.  —  But  the 
phcenix  of  that  age  was  Johannes  Picus  Prince  o/^Mirandola,  who 
combined  in  himself  all  the  nobler  aspirations  ot  the  period.  He  was 
a  courtier  and  a  poet,  a  scholastic,  a  mystic,  a  cabbalist  and  a  human- 
ist, a  historian,  a  mathematician,  and  an  astronomer  —  and  equally 
versed  in  classical  and  Oriental  lore.  During  the  last  ten  years  of  his 
brief  career  (he  died  at  thirty  years  of  age)  he  renounced  the  world 
and  ito  pomp,  and  wholly  devoted  himself  to  the  study  of  the  Scrip- 
tures. He  had  intended  to  travel  through  Europe  to  preach  Christ 
crucified,  when  death  called  him  from  the  field  of  labour.  Charact^ 
ristic  ia  his  saying:  Philosophia  veritatem_ j^[uaeriti, (heologia  invenit^ 
religio  poesidet. 

2,  The  Qtrman  Humanists,  (Comp.  C.  A.  Cornelius,  d.  mlinater. 
Human,  u.  ihr  Verb,  zur  Reform.  —  The  Monster  Hum.  and  their  rel. 
to  the  Reform. — MUnst.  1851.  K.  Hagen,  Deotschlands  liter,  u.  relig. 
ZustHnde  im  Zeitalter  d.  Reform.  Erl.  1841.  3  Vols.  E.  Th.  Mayerhoff, 
Joh.  Reuchlin  u.  s.  Zeit.  Berl.  1830.  F,  W,  Kampfschnlte,  die  Univ. 
Erfurt  in  ihr.  Verb,  xum  Humanism,  u.  zur  Reform.  2  BJe,  Trier. 
1858.  The  universities  of  Hadelberg  and  Erjvrt  were  the  chief  seats 
of  German  Humanism.  —  Rudolph  Agricola  of  Heidelberg,  a  pupil 
awi  associate  of  Wessel  and  Kempis  [oh,  1482),  may  be  designated  the 
father  of  German  Humanism.  Most  of  his  numerous  pupils  (Alexander 
Hegius  at  Deventer,  Rudolph  Lange  at  MUnster,  Uermunn  Busch  at 
Wesel,  and  others)  joined  Luther's  Ketormution.  The  example 
set  by  Maximilian  L  induced  the  princes  and  knights  of  the  em- 
pire to  take  an  interest  in  scientific  and  literary  pursuits.  After 
the  death  of  Agricola,  John  Reuchlin  (Capnio),  a  celebrated  jurist, 
became  the  leader  of  the  German  Humanists  [oh.  1522).  He  gave 
himself  more  etipectally  to  the  study  of  the  language  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, which  he  prosecuted  with  the  greatest  zeal  an<l  with  unsurpassed 
snocess.  Well  might  he  in  1506  conclude  his  "  Rudimenta  linguaa 
Hebraic®"  with  the  words  of  H<»race,  **Exegi  monumentuni,  etc." 
The  work  has  become  the  basis  of  all  later  studies  in  Hebrew  philology. 
He  also  wrote  a  tractate  on  the  difficult  subject  of  the  Hebrew  accents 
(I>e  ace  et  orthogr.  hebr,  LI.  III.).  His  work,  **  de  arte  cabbalistiea," 
treats  of  the  secret  |ihih>sophy  of  the  Jews.  Such  was  his  interest  in 
tli«  Jews,  with  whom  he  had  continual  and  intimate  intercourse,  that 
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in  1505  he  published  "  an  Open  Letter  to  a  NoUeman,  vhy  the  Jewi 
have  80  long  been  suffering"  ("  Tutsch  Missiv  an  einen  Junkherm, 
warumb  die  Jaden  so  lang  im  Ellend  sind").  In  this  tractate  he 
offered  to  instruct  any  Jew  in  the  Christian  religion,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  provide  for  his  temporal  support.  His  predilection  for  Rab- 
binical studies  involved  him  in  a  controversy,  by  which,  however,  his 
fame  only  spread  over  Germany  and  Europe.  In  1509  one  Pfeffkr- 
KORN,  a  baptized  Jew  at  Cologne,  called  upon  the  Emperor  Maximilian 
to  order  all  Rabbinical  writings  to  be  burnt,  on  account  of  the  blasphe- 
mies against  Christ  which  they  contained.  When  Reuchlin  protested 
against  this  summary  measure,  Pfefferkom  and  the  Dominicans  of 
Cologne  fell  upon  the  Humanist,  who  defended  himself  with  stinging 
satire.  Jacob  of  Hogstraten^  the  Inquisitor  of  Cologne,  cited  him  before 
ais  tribunal.  Reuchlin  appealed  to  Leo  X.  The  commission  of  in- 
quiry appointed  by  the  Pope  condemned  the  Dominicans  to  pay  the 
expenses  of  the  process  (1514) ;  the  forcible  collection  of  these  III  gold 
florins  was  a  real  labour  of  love  and  pleasure  on  the  part  of  Knight 
JEVancU  of  Sickingen  (1519).  Meantime  a  number  of  able  pens  had 
been  set  in  motion  on  behalf  of  Reuchlin.  In  1516  the  Epistolce  obacu- 
rorum  Virorum  appeared,  professedly  a  correspondence  between 
Oriuinus  Gratius  of  Deventer,  a  teacher  at  Cologne,  and  some  frienda. 
That  this  man,  a  pupil  of  the  Brethren  of  the  Common  Life,  and  from 
all  we  know  of  him,  an  honourable,  pious,  and  not  a  bigoted  man, 
should  have  been  selected  as  the  butt  for  such  sarcasm,  can  only  be 
explained  on  the  ground  of  personal  motives  (comp.  Mohnike  in  the 
"Zeitschr.  fur  hist.  Theol."  1843.  III.  IV.).  In  the  most  exquisite 
monkish  Latin,  the  stupid,  and  in  part  obscene  love  affairs  of  the 
mendicants,  are  related  with  such  apparent  sincerity  and  frankness, 
with  a  continual  running  reference  to  their  controversy  with  Reuch- 
lin, that  at  first  some  of  the  Dominicans  themselves  regarded  these 
letters  as  genuine,  and  excused  their  somewhat  curious  expressions  as 
due  to  the  "vis  sententiarum."  All  the  greater  was  the  merriment 
and  scorn  which  was  heaped  upon  them  by  the  learned  of  Europe.  At 
the  request  of  the  mendicants,  Leo  X.  indeed  issued  a  severe  bull  against 
all  readers  of  the  blasphemous  tractate,  but  this  measure  only  increased 
their  number.  These  letters  were  in  all  probability  composed  by  such 
men  as  Croius  Bubianus^  Hermann  Busch,  Wilibald  Pirkluimer^  and 
by  the  publisher  of  the  work,  Wolfgang  Angst,  at  Hagenau.  This 
termination  of  the  controversy  with  Reuchlin  had  given  the  re- 
formatory movement  in  Germany  a  false  and  even  dangerous  turn. 
A  contest  carried  on  with  such  unholy  and  carnal  weapons  could 
only  have  ended  in  complete  subversion  of  both  Church  and  State. 
To  the  circle  of  writers  from  which  the  **  Epist.  obsc.  vir."  came  be- 
longed also  Ulric  von.  Huiien,  a  knight  of  noble  Franconian  family.  It 
was,  however,  in  the  cause  of  liberty,  rather  than  in  that  of  the  Gospel, 
that  he  fought  all  his  life  long  against  pedantry  of  every  kind,  againti 


THE    SO-OALLED    REVIVAL    OF    LEARNING.        515 

ihe  monastic  orders,  and  indeed  against  all  constraint  in  matters  of 
sonscienoe.  In  1504  he  escaped  from  the  monastery  of  Fulda,  where 
he  was  to  be  trained  fur  the  clerical  profession.  He  next  studied  in 
Srfurt,  and  fought  in  the  army  of  Maximilian,  as  he  afterwards  con- 
tended with  his  pen  on  behalf  of  Reuchlin.  When  deprived  of  the  aid 
of  Sickingen,  he  wandered  about  homeless,  and  at  last  died  in  wretched- 
ness in  1523.  His  works  were  published  by  E.  J,  H,  Munch,  Berlin 
1821,  etc.,  5  Bde.-^Comp.  L,  Schubari,  Ulr.  v.  H.  Leips.  1791. — 
Herder's  Benkmal  (Memorial). —  G,  C.F,  Mohnike^  U.  v.  H.'s  Jugendl. 
Greifsw.  1816.  —  O,  J.  W,  Wagenseil,  U.  v.  H.  NUmb.  1803.  —  G,  W. 
Panier,  U.  v.  H.  in  lit.  Beiieh.  NUrnb.  1798.  —  E,  r.  Brunnow^  U.  ▼. 
H.  Leips.  1842. -.JD.  Strauss,  U.  v.  H.  Leips.  1871.  2  Vols.). 

3.  Deside^v^  ^r3smus  of  Rotterdam, — (Comp.  Burigny,  Vie  d'Er., 
translated  into  German  by  Reich,  with  add.  by  Henke.  Halle  1782. 
2  Vols.  — iSW.  Hess,  Er.  v.  R.  ZUr.  1790.  2  Vols.  — ^c?.  MiXlltr,  Leben 
d.  Er.  V.  R.  Hamburg  1828.)  —  The  most  distinguished  among  all 
the  Humanists,  either  before  or  at  the  time  of  the  Reformation,  was 
Erasmus  (Gerhard  Gerhardson).  The  child  of  conjugal  affections 
which  were  shamefully  defrauded  of  the  happiness  of  valid  marriage, 
he  was  educated  at  Deventer  and  at  the  Hague  by  "  the  Brethren  of 
the  Common  Life."  Forced  by  relatives  to  enter  a  monastery  in  1486, 
he  was  ultimately  set  free  through  the  interposition  of  an  ecclesiastical 
dignitary  from  his  conventual  prison,  and  thus  enabled  wholly  to  devote 
himself  to  the  pursuit  of  science  (1496).  He  next  attended  the  Uni- 
versity of  Paris.  Having  finished  his  studies,  he  travelled  through 
Europe,  when  he  made  personal  acquaintanceship  with  almost  all  the 
eminent  men  of  his  time.  For  several  years  he  occupied  the  Chair  of 
Greek  in  Oxford,  and  ultimately  settled  in  Basle  with  his  learned  pub- 
lisher Frobenyus  (1521).  In  this  retreat  he  refused  every  office,  and 
even  the  dignity  of  cardinal,  although  not  liberal  pensions ;  and  amidst 
learned  labours  of  varied  kinds,  and  a  most  extensive  epistolary  inter- 
course, lived  as  a  kind  of  scientific  monarch.  His  chief  merit  con- 
sisted in  his  promotion  of  classical  learning,  and  in  its  application  to 
theological  purposes.  In  many  other  ways  also  he  promoted  the  Refor- 
mation. Thus  he  pointed  out  the  defects  in  the  theological  study  of 
the  time,  especially  the  absurdities  of  the  prevailing  scholastic  method. 
He  also  exposed  the  abuses  in  the  Church,  castigated  the  moral  cor- 
ruption of  all  ranks,  and  unsparingly  denounced  the  ignorance,  idle- 
ness, and  dissoluteness  of  the  monastic  orders.  On  the  other  hand,  he 
also  disapproved  of  the  paganizing  spirit  of  many  of  the  Humanists, 
and  of  the  revolutionary  ideas  of  such  men  as  Ulric  von  Hutten.  His 
own  views  were  essentially  Pelagian ;  he  was,  accordingly,  quite  unable 
to  understand  the  peculiar  doctrines  of  the  Gospel.  While  anxious 
for  a  reformation  of  the  Church,  he  neither  was  nor  felt  himself  called 
to  be  a  Reformer.  With  him  the  whole  was  merely  a  question  of 
rationality;  religious  depth,  strength  of  faith,  self-denying  love,  con- 
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Tiction,  an  1  courage,  such  as  martyrs  require,  were  utterly  wanting  lE 
him.  He  loved  his  quiet  and  comfortable  life  too  well  to  jeopard  it ; 
and  his  knowledge  of  the  real  causes  of  prevailing  abases,  and  of  th« 
kind  of  reformation  requisite,  was  entirely  insufficient.  Erasmus 
would  have  accomplished  the  work  by  human  science,  and  not  by  the 
agency  of  a  pure  Gospel.  When,  in  1529,  the  Reformation  prevailed 
at  Basle,  Erasmus  left  it,  and  settled  at  Freiburg  in  Breisgau,  but 
died  at  Basle  (whither  he  had  gone  to  have  a  personal  interview  with 
Frobenius),  "sine  lux,  sine  crux,  sine  Deus"  (1536).  The  best  editioir 
of  his  writings  is  that  by  J.  Clericus  (Lugd.  1702.  10  VoU.  fol.). 
Among  his  writings,  the  most  important  for  theology,  are  his  critical 
and  exogetical  notes  on  the  N.  T.  (note  5).  He  also  edited  a  number 
of  the  Fathers  (Jer.,  Hilar.,  Ambros.,  Iren.,  Athan.,  Chrys.,  etc.).  His 
controversy  with  Luther  belongs  properly  to  a  later  period.  The 
**  Ecclesiastes  s.  concionator  evangelicus"  was  intended  as  a  kind  of 
bomiletics.  The  iyxu>fii.ov  ^upuH  s.  laus  stultitisc,  dedicated  to  his  friend 
Thomas  More,  contains  a  most  cutting  satire  on  the  monks  and  the 
clergy  generally.  Even  in  his  '*  Colloquiis,"  by  which  he  hoped  to 
make  boys  **  latiniores  et  meliores,"  he  allowed  not  an  opportunity  to 
pass  of  deriding  the  monks,  the  cle-gy,  and  those  rites  which  he  re- 
garded as  superstitions  (such  as  monastic  vows,  fasts,  pilgrimages, 
indulgences,  auricular  confession,  the  worship  of  saints,  etc.). 

4.  Humanism  in  England,  France,  and  Spain,  —  In  England,  also, 
the  new  study  excited  considerable  interest.  Its  chief  friend  and  ad> 
vocate  there  was  Thomas  More^  Lord  Hi^h  Chancellor  of  Henry  VIII. 
More  was  on  intimate  terms  with  Erasmus,  and  shared  his  objections 
to  prevalent  abuses  in  the  Church.  But  it  appears  from  his  well-known 
treatise,  "  De  optimo  reipublicae  statu  deque  nova  insula  Utopia,"  that 
he  rather  inclined  towards  Deism  than  desired  an  evangelical  reforma- 
tion. In  the  treatise  to  which  we  have  referred,  he  expressed  at  some 
length  the  expectation,  that  a  more  rational  and  natural  arrangement 
of  social  relations  would  lead  to  universal  happiness.  The  contem- 
plated religion  of  Utopia  is  undisguised  Deism :  providence,  virtue,  im- 
mortality, and  retribution ;  everything  distinctively  Christian  is  care- 
fully ignored.  In  his  capacity  of  Chancellor,  More  suppressed  the 
Reformation  in  England,  and  took  the  side  of  the  King  in  his  contro- 
versy with  Luther.  But  when  Henry  VIII.  quarreled  with  the  Pon- 
tiff, and  laid  claim  to  reform  the  Church  in  his  own  fashion.  More 
I'esignod  his  offices,  refused  to  acknowledge  the  King  as  head  of  the 
English  Church,  and  was  beheaded  in  1535,  after  a  long  and  close 
imprisonment.  (Comp.  G,  Th,  Rudhart,  Leben  d.  Th.  Mor.  NUrnb. 
1820.) 

In  Spain  Humanism  found  a  patron  in  no  less  a  personage  than 
Francis  XiM  enes.  Archbishop  of  Toledo,  Grand  Inquisitor,  and  Ministei 
of  Ferdinand  and  Isabella  [oh,  1517).  (Comp.  C.  J.  Hefele,  d.  Card. 
Kim.  2d  £d.  Tub.  1851. —  W,  Havemann^  Darstellungen  aus  d.  innern 
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Oeaeh.  Span,  im  15.,  16.  u.  17.  Jahrh.  G'6tt.  1850.)  Among  those  whc 
prosecuted  the  new  study  in  Spain  the  ablest  was  AKthony  of  Lerija, 
pHifessor  at  Salamanca.  In  1508  Ximenes  assigned  him  a  chair  in  the 
BewUniveraitjof  ^Uggjflj(Complutum).  The  Cardinal  availed  himself 
•f  his  assistance  m  the  Complutensian  Polyglott,  and  protected  him 
from  the  Inquisition,  before  which  he  was  summoned  to  answer  for 
his  criticisms  on  the  Vulgate.      He  died  in  1522. 

Humanism  scarcely  made  any  progress  in  France.  For  this  we  can 
only  account  by  the  great  influence  which  theUniversity  of  Paris  brought 
to  bear  against  Jt.  However,  om  man  at  least  presented  the  new  learn- 
ing, and  was  led  to  devote  himself  to  the  critical  investigation  of  the 
Bible.  John  Fabbr  Stapulrnsis,  a  doctor  of  the  Sorbonne  (ob.  1537), 
who  reached  the  patriarchal  age  of  100.  gave  himself  to  the  study  of 
the  Scriptures  in  the  original,  and  p^>inted  out  and  corrected  the  cor- 
ruptions in  the  text  of  the  Vulgate.  He  also  insisted  that  the  Bible 
should  be  read  in  the  vernacular,  and  tri^iiHl^^tftd  the  Scriptures  into 
the  French.  For  these  offences  he  was  expelled  the  Sorbonnc»  and  de- 
prived of  his  doctorate.  The  French  Parliament  likewise  took  measures 
against  his  heresy ;  happily,  he  enjoyed  the  protection  of  Francis  /., 
who  entrusted  him  with  the  education  of  the  royal  princesses.  The 
Council  of  Trent  placed  his  works  in  the  "  Index  Prohibitorum,''  though 
with  the  remark,  "  donee  corrigantur."  (Comp.  AT.  H,  Graj\  J.  Fab. 
Btap. :  £in  Beitr.  sur  Geech.  d.  Keform.  in  Frankr.,  in  the  '*  hist,  theol. 
Zeitschr."  for  1852.  I.) 

5.  The  Study  of  ilie  Scriptures,  —  The  greatest  advantage  which  the 
Church  and  theology  derived  from  the  so-called  restoration  of  the 
sciences  was  this,  that  the  Scriptures  were  taken  from  under  the  bushel 
which  had  concealed  them,  and  again  placed  on  the  candlestick.  The 
Vulgate  (of  which  ninety-eight  printed  editions  appeared  before  the 
year  1500)  was  now  compared  with  the  text  of  the  original,  and  the 
allegorical  mode  of  interpretation  gave  place  to  grammatical  and  his- 
torical exegesis.  This  was  mainly  accomplished  by  providing  the 
necessary  means  for  carrying  on  philological  studies,  while  the  print- 
ing-press spread  the  original  text  throughout  Europe.  Since  the  inven- 
tion of  printing,  the  Jews  diffused  the  Old  Testament  in  the  original. 
In  1502  Ximenes  employed  a  number  of  learned  men  to  edit  that  splen- 
did work  known  as  the  Complutensian  Polyglott  (the  Old  Testament 
was  edited  by  learned  Jewish  proselytes)  —  the  whole  was  completed 
in  1517.  The  work  contained  the  Hebrew  and  Greek  text  of  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments,  the  Targumim,  the  Septuagint,  the  Vulgate,  and 
a  Latin  translation  of  the  Septuagint  and  of  the  Targumim,  together 
with  a  somewhat  meagre  grammatical  and  philological  apparatus — the 
whole  in  six  volumes  (four  for  the  Old  Testament).  About  the  same 
time,  Daniel  Bamberg,  a  learned  bookseller  in  Antwerp,  was  engaged 
at  Venice  in  bringing  out  various  editions  of  the  Old  Testament,  partly 
with  and  partly  without  Rabbinical  commentaries.  Booiberg  had 
44 
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made  himsolf  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  Hebrew ;  he  was  also  aide4 
h J  Felix  PraiensiSf  a  converted  Jew,  and  hj  Jacob  Ben  Chc^jim^  a  Rabbi 
from  Tunis.  The  first  two  editions  appeared  in  1518,  and  were  soon 
followed  by  other  three. — But  the  great  expense  of  the  Complutensian 
Poljglott  placed  it  within  the  reach  of  very  few.  To  Erasmus  belongs 
the  great  merit  of  publishing  a  pocket  edition  of  the  Greek  New  Testa- 
ment (with  a  Latin  translation  of  his  own).  The  first  edition  of  this 
work  appeared  in  1516.  The  first  who  distinguished  himself  in  this 
branch  of  study  was  Laurentius  Valla,  whose  '*Annotationes  in  N.  T." 
were  published  by  Erasmus.  Erasmus  himself  composed  paraphrases 
on  tlie  whole  New  Testament  (excepting  the  Book  of  Revelations) ; 
Faber  Stapvleusis  wrote  commentaries  on  the  Gospels  and  the  Epistl^M 
of  Paul,  while  Lerija  published  critical  remarks  on  the  Vulgate. 

The  want  of  translations  of  the  Bible  into  the  vernacular  was  also 
increasingly  felt.  Faber  composed  an  excellent  translation  of  the 
Scriptures  in  French,  which  has  formed  the  basis  of  all  later  versions 
(it  was  completed  in  1530).  Wyclifie  had  translated  the  Bible  into 
English ;  and  before  the  time  of  Luther  there  were  no  fewer  than  four- 
teen translations  of  the  Scriptures  into  German  and  six  in  Low  Dutch. 
And  yet  they  are  essentially  but  one  and  the  same  version,  translated 
of  course  from  the  Vulgate.  The  translator,  or  translators  are  wholly 
unknown.  Throughout  the  language  is  wretched,  and  the  sense  is 
often  unintelligible.  Some  portions,  however,  are  better,  and  Luther 
seems  to  have  consulted  them.  (Comp.  /.  Kekrein,  zur  Gesch.  d.  deui- 
Bchen  Bibeliibers.  vor  Luther  (Contrib.  to  the  History  of  the  Gernuui 
Bible  before  L.).    Stuttg.  1851.) 
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48,  3 
Apostles,     Meeting     of, 

19,  1 
Apostolic  Brethren,  108,3 
Constitutions     and 

Canons,  41,  6 


Apostolic  Fathers,  89 

Apostolici,  62 

Apostolicity,  13 

Apsis,  60,  1 

Aquarii,  28,  8 
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Arcesilaus,  8,  4 
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Auto  da  r6.  115,  1 
Auxentius,  76,  1 
Avari,  79 
Averrhoes,  100,  2 
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Godfathers,       82 ; 


56,  4 

Mode  of,  82;  58,  1 

Baptismal  Font,  60,  1  • 

89,  5 
Baptismus  Clinic,  ^^2 
Baptisterium,  60,  2 
Baradai.  52,  7 
Bar-Cochb.a,  21 
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Cabasilas,  st€  Nicholas 
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60,  4,  5 ;  62,  1 

v..  62.  6 
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Crimtban,  77,  8 
Cross,  discoTery  of,  57. 5 

eleTatioD  of,  57,  5 
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Dante,  144,  4 
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Definitiones,  43,  2 

Demetrius      of      Alex- 
andria, 31.  4 
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48,  1 

Diognetus,  39,  1 
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TRANSLATORS'    PREFACE. 


The  present  volume  completes  "  Kurtz's  Text-book  of  Church 
History."  In  preparing  the  translation,  I  was  largely  aided  by 
the  Rey.  John  Beck,  A.M.,  of  Easton,  who  consented  to  carry 
oi  the  work  during  my  protracted  summer's  illness,  and  to  whom 
the  last  twenty  paragraphs  must  be  accredited. 

This  Tolume  differs  from  the  first  in  being  a  direct  American 
translation  from  the  original,  instead  of  a  republication  of  a 
foreign  work.    Its  preparation,  consequently,  demanded  a  greater 
amount  of  labor  than  that  expended  on  the  first  volume,  but  it 
was  labor  of  a  vastly  more  pleasant  kind.     And  I  cannot  bat 
hope,  that  the  course  thus  adopted  will  receive  general  approval. 
As  the  prosecution  of  the  undertaking  has  necessarily  brought 
me  into  closer  intimacy  with  this  Text-book,  my  earlier  convic- 
tions of  its  great  excellence  have  been  fully  confirmed.    It  would 
be  hard  to  find  a  text-book  in  any  department  of  literature,  to 
equal  it  in  lucid  conciseness,  and  its  admirable  arrangement  of 
the  material  on  hand.     In  this  respect  it  is  a  book  which  cannot 
fail  to  be  welcomed  by  teachers  and  students,  in  all  our  institu- 
tions of  learning,  in  which  due  attention  is  given  to  this  im- 
portant branch  of  knowledge. 

The  book  possesses,  however,  another  virtue,  worthy  of  com- 
mendation. I  refer  to  the  courageous  distinctness  with  which  it 
assumes  and  maintains  its  theological  and  ecclesiastical  character. 
Dr.  Kurtz,  of  Dorpat,  is  a  true  Lutheran,  and  is  not  ashamed  to 
let  his  book  bear  testimony  to  the  fact.     To  many  moving  in 
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a  different  Charch  sphere  this  may  seem  an  objection,  and  thej 
may  especially  complain  of  occasional  partialities  of  statement 
into  which  his  denominational  preferences  may  have  betrayed 
him.  Bat  snch  faults  are  fally  atoned  for  by  excellencies 
springing  from  the  same  root  with  themselves,  and  should  be  the 
less  offensive  becaase  they  may  be  so  easily  corrected  by  every 
intelligent  stadent 

With  bat  three  exceptions,  the  author  has  been  allowed  to 
pursue  his  course  uninterruptedly,  and  even  then  the  brief  cor 
rections  of  what  are  thought  misstatements  have  been  thrown 
into  brackets,  easily  distinguished  from  the  author's  text,  or  into 
a  foot-note. 

Those  parts  of  Dr.  Kurtz's  history  referring  to  the  British 
and  American  Churches  will  be  found  somewhat  meagre  and 
defective.  But  its  wants,  in  this  respect,  may  be  readily  sap- 
plied  by  those  into  whose  hands  the  book  may  fall. 

It  has  been  the  single  aim  of  the  translators  to  furnish  the 
English  student  and  reader  with  a  true  and  faithful  rendering 
of  the  original,  holding  themselves  responsible,  not  for  the  senti- 
ments of  the  author,  but  only  for  the  style  and  fidelity  of  the 
translation, 

J.  H.  A.  BOMBEBOER. 
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I  1.  CHARACTER  AND  LIMITATIONS  OF  CHURCH  HISTORY 
IN  THE  MODERN  GERMANIC  FORM  OF  DEVELOPMENT. 

In  the  Reformation  of  the  sixteenth  ccnturv,  the  Germanic 
spirit,  which,  until  then,  had  been  under  the  tutelage  and  disci- 
pline of  the  Romish  Church,  attained  to  maturity*  and  inde- 
pendence. It  fully  emancipated  itself  from  the  bondage  of  its 
master,  who  had  become  an  ambitious  oppressor,  and  had  made 
every  eflFort  to  suppress  all  independent  attempts  to  secure  eccle- 
siastical, theological,  and  scientific  freedom  —  all  movements  in 
favor  of  evangelical  reforms.  In  the  primitive  history  of  the 
Church,  the  person  of  Christ  was  made  the  centre  of  salvation, 
and  the  Holy  Scriptures  were  set  forth  as  the  source  of  all  an- 
nouncements and  knowledge  of  f?tilvation.  The  development  of 
Christianity  was  impelled  in  the  ancient  Church  by  tradition, 
in  the  mediceval  by  the  hierarchy,  in  tlie  modern  by  science. 
Tradition  represents  the  continued  ager:cy  of  the  IloJy  Ghoul 
in  the  Church — the  hierarchy  represents  Chriat^s  supremacy  over 
the  Church.  By  the  former  the  catb.oiicity  of  the  Church  was 
developed ;  the  latter  protected  the  Church  a.L^ainst  the  storms 
which  arose  amid  the  conflicts  of  the  ancient  and  modern  world, 
and  secured  its  perpetuation.  But  both  tradition  and  the  hier- 
archy transcended  their  proper  limits ;  hence  upon  modern 
Fcience  devolved  the  duty  of  leading  men  back  to  the  fountain 
of  salvation  in  Christ,  and  of  the  knowledge  of  that  salvation 
in  the  Scriptures,  that  thus  the  truth  miglit  be  sifted  of  false- 
hood, and  that  which  was  normal  be  separated  from  abnormal 
developments  in  the  history  of  the  Church.  This  happened  in 
the  Reformation.  Not  that  science  produced  the  Reformation, 
for  it  was  rather  called  forth  by  deep  anxieties  for  tlie  salvation 
of  the  soul,  against  which  Romish  tradition  had  sealed  the  Sacred 
Scriptures,  and  Romish  indulgences  and  justification  by  works 
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bad  barred  faith  in  Christ.  But  the  Reformation  became  the  raosl 
zealous  patron  of  science,  because  science  furnished  the  means 
of  discovering,  establishing,  and  perfecting  the  principles  of  true 
reform.  These  principles  were :  the  sole  normal  authority  of 
the  Holy  Scriptures,  and  justification  by  faith  alone,  without  any 
merit  of  works. 

1.  As  the  Romish  Church,  in  opposition  to  the  Reformation,  clung 
to  its  peculiarities,  both  in  form  and  substance,  and  even  reaffirmed 
them,  the  occidental  Church  was  sundered  into  an  Evangelical  Pro- 
Ainitant  and  a  Roman  Catholic  Church.  And,  as  the  principles  of  the 
Reformation  were  differently  apprehended,  Protestantism  divided  into 
two  branches,  the  Lutheran  and  the  Reformed  Churches.  In  addition 
to  these  three  western  Churches,  and  the  ancient  oriental  Church,  all 
which  were  based  upon  the  common  foundation  i>f  primitive  Catholi- 
cism, various  sects  arose  which  repudiated  that  Catholicism,  and  set  up 
for  themselves.  In  consequence  of  these  divisions  and  schisms,  modern 
Church  History  exhibits  varieties,  activities,  and  rivalries,  with  good 
and  bad  fruits,  such  as  no  previous  period  presents.  Another  still 
more  distinctive  peculiarity  of  this  age  of  the  Church  is  found  in  the 
fact  that  nifidelity,  fanaticism,  worldliness,  and  anti-Christianity  have 
developed  tncmselves  in  its  course  more  vigorously,  widely,  and  con- 
sistently, than  ever  before,  so  that  an  anti-Christian  secular  Church  is 
seen  in  violent  antagonism  to  the  true  Church  of  Christ.  This  progress 
of  anti-Christianity  has  its  ground  in  this:  that,  according  to  prophecy 
and  historical  necessity,  the  kingdom  of  darkness  will  develop  itself 
parallel  with  the  kingdom  of  God  more  decidedly  and  vigorously  as  it 
approaches  its  end,  and  thus  become  ripe  for  judgment.  In  regard  to 
the  duty  of  the  Church  to  extend  its  limits^  we  find  that,  whilst  the 
early  Church  prosecuted  the  work  of  missions  among  the  Greeks  and 
Romans,  and  the  mediaeval  Church  spread  Christianity  among  the 
Germanic-Slavonian  nations,  the  modern  Church  has  eii<;aged  in  the 
work  of  bearing  the  Gospel  to  countries  beyond  the  ocean,  so  that,  be- 
fore the  end  of  all  things,  Christianity  may  make  the  circuit  of  the 
aarth. 

2.  Modern  Church  History  clearly  and  distinctly  presents  four  sepa- 
rate forms  of  development,  by  which  its  division  into  as  many  periods 
is  justified.  The  main  characteristic  points  of  their  distinction  consists 
partly  in  the  opposition  between  particular  Churches,  partly  in  the 
antagonism  between  faith  and  infidelity.  The  transitions  from  one 
period  to  another  nearly  correspond  with  those  of  the  several  centuries. 
The  Jirst  period  is  the  age  of  the  Reformation  (the  sixteenth  century), 
in  which  the  reformatory  German  church-life  was  separated  from  the 
Romano-German,  and  their  reciprocal  relation  became  fixed.  The 
second  period,  extending  beyond  the  seventeenth  century,  was  that 
af  the  general  conflict  between  the  leading  particular  Churches,  anc 
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tzhibits  their  free,  independent  development.  It  is  characterized  as  the 
offe  of  orthodoxy,  and  of  the  supremacy  of  confessions  of  faith.  In  the 
third  period,  reaching  to  the  commencement  of  the  nineteenth  century, 
infidelity,  in  the  form  of  deism,  rationalism,  and  naturalism,  began  to 
assert  its  authority.  The  fourth  period,  beginning  with  the  present 
century,  includes  our  own  times.  Revived  faith,  invigorated  by  its 
triumphant  conflict  with  rationalism,  branches  out  on  the  side  of  Pro- 
testantism, into  latitudinarian  unionism,  and  strict  con/essionalism, 
whilst  the  Romish  Church  mounts  to  the  pinnacle  of  the  most  zealous 
uUrorTnonianisin.  Infidelity,  also,  assumes  new  and  decidedly  anti- 
Christian  forms,  in  the  shape  of  pantheism,  materialism,  and  commu- 
nism, and  seems  to  wage  a  war  of  extermination  against  everything 
Christian  in  Church  and  State,  in  science  and  faith,  in  social  and  pdli- 
tical  life. 
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CHURCH    HISTORY 

IN  ITS  MODERN  GERMANIC  FORM  OF  DEVELOPMENT 

SIXTEENTH  CENTURY. 

I.   THE  REFORMATION. 

Sources:  1.  Luther's  Works,  published  by  J.  G.  "Walch,  Ilallc,  1740- 
52,  24  V0I3.  4to.  Erlarigen  cd.  1826-55,  05  vols.  Syo.  Melanchtkon*^ 
Works  in  the  Corpus  Reformatorum,  ed.  C.  O.  Jirei^schneider,  Hal., 
1834,  sqq.  (thus  far  25  vols.  4to.) — G.  Spalatini  Annalcs  reform,  tc 
1543,  publ.  by  Cyprian,  Leips.  1718;  ib.  hist.  Nachl.  u.  Briefe,  publ. 
by  Neuihcker  v.  PrcUer,  Jen.  1851. — Fr.  Mycoiai  Ref.  Hisu,  publ.  by 
Cyprian,  Gotha,  1715. — Bafzeberyer  (kursa<'h8.  Leibarzt)  handschr. 
Gesch.  liber  Luther  u.  s.  Zeit,  publ.  by  Neudecker,  Jena,  1850. — /. 
Cochloci  (Catholic)  Commontt.  de  actis  et  scriptis  Lutheri,  Mog.  1549 
In  opposition  to  it,  /.  Sleidani  commentt.  de  statu  relig.  et  reipubl 
Carol*)  V.  Caesare.  Arg.  1555.  —  Ahr.  Sciilfefi  Annales  evang.  Sec. 
XVI.  (to  1530)  ed.  II.  van  der  Hardt.  Frcf.  1717. 

2.  i:  E.  iJischer,  vollst.  Ref.  Acta  (to  1510).  Lpz.  1720,  etc.  3  Bde. 
4to. —  C.  G.  Ne.vdcckcr,  Urkd.  aus  d.  Ref  Zeit.  Cass.  1830;  id.,  Acten- 
stucko,  Niirnb.  1838  ;  id.,  Neue  Beitr.  Lpz.  1841. —  C.  G.  Forstemann, 
Arcliiv  fiir  die  Gesch.  d.  Ref.  Ilalle,  1831,  etc.;  id.  Neues  Urkunden- 
buch,  Ilainb.  1842,  4to. 

3.  L.  Mahnhoiirg  (a  Jesuit)  Hist,  du  Luth^ranisme,  Par.  1080.  In 
opposition  to  this:  L.  de  Scckendorf,  Commentarius  Hist,  et  Apol.  de 
Lutheranisni),  Frcf  1088.  4to.  —  TF.  C.  Tcntzeh  hist.  Boricht  von  d. 
Anf.  u.  Fortg.  d.  Ref.  Lutheri,  publ.  by  Cj/prian,  Lpz.  1718,  3  Bde. — 
C.  A.  SaJiij,  Gesch.  d.  augsb.  Conf.  (to  1555).  Ilalle,  1730,  etc.  3  Bde. 
4to. — Dan.  Gerdesii  introd.  in  hist.  ref.     Groning.  1744,  4  vols.  4to. 

4.  G.  J.  Planck,  Gesch.  d.  Entst.  Ver'dndr.  u.  Bild.  d.  prot.  Lebrbegr. 
bis  zur  Concordienf.  2.  A.  Lpz.  1791,  etc.,  7  Bde.  —  Ph.  Marheinekc^ 
Gesch,  d  deutsch.  Ref.  (to  1555).  2.  A.  Berl.  1831,  etc.—  C.  (7.  New 
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decker,  Gescb.  d.  deutsch.  Ref.  (to  1532).  Lpz.  1843.  —  C.  H.  Bressler, 
Gesch.  d.  deutach.  Ref.  Danz.  1846,  2  Bde.— JT.  N.  Hagenhach,  Vorless. 
lib.  Woa.  u.  Gesch.  d.  Ref.  Bd.  1.  2.  Gescb.  d.  Ref.  in  Deutscbl.  u.  d. 
Schweiz.  2.  A.  Lpz.  1851.  —  /.  H.  Merle-d'Aubujne,  Hist,  uf  tbe  Ref. 
of  the  Sixteenth  Cent.  (5  vols,  publ.)  —  B.  ter  Haar,  d.  Ref.  Gesch.  in 
Scbilderungen,  from  the  Dutch  by  C.  Gross,     ILimb.  1856.  2  Bde. 

5.  /.  G,  Mailer,  Denkwlirdigkk.  aus  d.  Gescb.  d.  Ref  Lpz.  1806.— 
K,  Hagen,  Deutschl.  literat.  u.  rel.  ZustUnde  im  Zeitalt.  d.  Ref  Erlg. 
1841,  etc.  3  Bde. — F.  A.  Holzhausen,  d.  Protest,  nach  sr.  gesch.  Entst., 
BegrUnd.  u.  Fortbild.  Lpz.  1844-49.  2  Bde.  —  J).  Schenkel  das  Wesen 
d.  Protest.  Schaffb.  1845,  etc.,  3  Bde.  —  //.  Ueppe,  Gescb.  d.  deutsch. 
Protest.  Marb.  1852.  Bd.  I.  (the  Melanchth.  tendency  in  Cb.  hist.) 

6.  K,  Eiffel,  K.  G.  d.  neust.  Zeit.  2.  A.  Mainz,  1847,  etc.  3  Bde.— 
Ign.  Dbllinger,  de  Ref.  im  Umfange  d.  Luth.  Bekenntn.  2.  A.  Regensb. 
1852,  etc.  3  Bde.  (both  odiously  ultra-montane). 

7.  Luther^ s  Leben,  by  Mclancbthcm,  Wittb.  1546 ;  by  /.  Mathesius 
(in  sermons),  publ.  by  Rnsi.  Berl.  1841,  and  often:  by  Kic.  Selnecker, 
ed.  Mayer.  Wittb.  1687,  4to. ;  by  D.  Herrnschmiilt.  Halle,  1742;  by 
/.  G,  Watch,  in  the  24th  vol.  of  Luther's  works ;  by  F.  S.  KeiU  Lpz. 
1764;  by  G.  H,  A.  Vkert,  Goth.  1817.  2  Bde ;  by  G.  Pfizer,  Stuttg. 
1836 ;  by  C.  F.  G,  Stang,  Stuttg.  1838 ;  by  M.  Meurer,  2.  A.  Dresd. 
1852;  by  K.  Jurgens  (to  1517),  Lpz.  1846.  3  Bde;  by  L.  Wei/dmann, 
Uamb.  1850 ;  by  H.  Gelzer,^  mit  bildl.  Darstell.  v.  G.  Kdnig,  Hamb. 
1851. 

8.  C.  A.  Menzeh  Neuere  Gesch.  d.  Deutsch.  Berl.  1826,  etc.  Bd.  1.-8. 
—  Leop,  Ranke,  deutsch.  Gersch.  in  Zeitalter  d.  Ref.  3.  A.  Berl.  1852. 
6  Bde. — C.  de  Villers,  Essai  sur  I'esprit  et  rinHuenco  de  la  r6f.  du  XVI 
pi^cle.  5  ed.    Par.  1851.     [Tranal.  by  Sam.  Miller,  Princeton.  1833.] 

9.  H.  Bullinger,  Ref.  Gesch.  (to  1532),  publ.  by  Hof finger  u.  Vogeli, 
Frauenf.  1838.  3  Bde.— X  C.  Fiisslin,  Beitr.  zur  ErlUutr.  d.  K.  Ref. 
Hist.  d.  Schweizerlande.  Zurich,  1751,  etc.,  5  Bde.  —  /.  /.  Sitnler, 
Samml.  alt.  u.  neuer  Urkd.  Zurich.  1757.  5  Bde. — L.  Mnimbotirg,  Hist, 
du  Calvanisme.  Par.  1682.  In  opposition  :  P. /?a///^.  Critique  g^n^rale, 
etc.  Rottd.  1684.  2  voll.  —  /.  Basvage.  Hist,  de  la  r^lig.  des  ^glisea 
ref  2  ed.  Ilaye,  1725.  2  voll.  4to.— /.  /.  Hottingcr,  helvet.  K.  G. 
Zurich,  1805,  etc.  5  Bde.  —  A.  Ruchai,  Hist,  de  la  r6f  de  la  Suisse. 
Gen.  1727,  etc.  6  voll.  — /.  D.  Beausohre,  Hist,  dc  la  r6f  (to  1530) 
Berl.  1785.  3  voll.  —  L.  Wirz  u.  M.  Kirchhofcr,  neuere  helv.  K.  G 
ZOrich.   1813.    2  Bde. 
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A.  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  THE  REFORMATION. 

2  2.  COMMENCEMENT  OP  THE  WITTENBERG 
REFORMATION.    (1517-19.) 

No  historical  event  so  clearly  and  plainly  displays  a  ruling 
divine  Providence  as  the  Qerman  Reformation.  In  its  case, 
place,  tirae,  persons,  circumstances,  and  relations,  religious  ano 
political,  all  combined  most  wonderfully  to  secure,  for  the  great 
work,  a  firm  basis,  a  safe  position,  a  healthy  tendency,  strict 
purity,  powerful  protection,  general  recognition,  successful  pro- 
gress, and  permanent  results.  There  was  a  lively  sense  of  the 
errors  of  the  Church,  and  a  deep  and  general  longing  afler  a 
reformation ;  and  science  offered  it  ample  means  to  effect  a 
reformation.  The  papal  chair  was  occupied  by  a  man  as  indif- 
ferent and  indolent  as  Leo  X.;  and  another,  as  foolhardy  and 
shameless  as  TetzeU  vended  indulgences  For  the  tender  plant, 
there  was  provided  a  protector  as  pious,  faithful,  and  consci- 
entious, as  honored  and  esteemed,  as  Frederick  the  Wise.  On 
the  imperial  throne  sat  Charles  F.,  sufficiently  powerful  and 
inimical  to  kindle  the  purifying  fires  of  affliction,  but  too  much 
involved  in  political  troubles  to  render  a  reckless  and  violent 
suppression  of  the  movement  either  prudent  or  possible.  Be- 
sides tliese,  there  were  a  great  many  other  persons,  circumstances, 
and  complications,  all  which  seemed  to  conspire,  as  by  design, 
to  strengthen  and  advance  the  cause.  Then,  finally,  at  the  pro- 
per time,  at  the  most  desirable  place,  and  amid  the  most  favor- 
able circumstances,  arose  a  genius  like  Luther,  in  whom  was 
found  the  rarest  combination  of  all  the  gifts  and  qualities  of 
spirit,  mind,  character,  and  will,  requisite  to  the  great  work. 
He  was,  moreover,  providentially  trained  for  his  high  mission  by 
the  events  of  his  life,  and  by  being  made  to  experience  in  his 
own  soul  the  essential  principles  of  the  Reformation,  and  to 
make  such  proof  of  its  divine  power,  that  he  felt  irresistibly 
impelled  to  communicate  to  the  world  this  most  sacred  and  pre- 
cious experience  of  his  life.  The  great  work  began  with  the 
nailing  of  ninety-five  simple  theses  to  the  door  of  the  Witten- 
berg Castle  church,  and  the  Leipsic  disputation  constituted  the 
irst  prominent  point  in  his  history. 
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L  Luther^s  Eai  ly  Years. — Martin  Luther  was  born  at  Eisleben,  No 
fember  10,  1483.  After  growing  up  under  strict  parental  discipline, 
and  amidst  the  wants  and  privations  of  poverty,  he  went,  in  1501,  to 
study  law  at  the  University  of  Erfurt.  Deeply  affected  by  the  sudden 
death  of  his  friend  Alexius^  he  entered  the  Augustine  monastery  at 
Erfurt  in  1505.  In  great  distress  for  the  salvation  of  his  soul,  he 
tought  to  quiet  his  conscience  by  fastings,  prayers,  and  penances.  But 
his  temptations  ever  returned  with  new  power.  An  old  brother  in  the 
monastery,  one  day,  repeated  to  the  distressed  and  almost  exhausted 
penitent  the  article  of  the  creed:  "  I  believe  in  the  forgiveness  of  sins." 
It  was  a  word  of  comfort  to  his  soul.  He  was  still  more  cheered  by 
the  counsel  of  his  noble  superior,  John  Staupitz^  the  provincial  of  the 
Augustines  for  Germany.  He  pointed  out  to  him  the  way  of  true 
repentance  and  faith  in  the  Saviour,  who  was  crucified  not  for  imaginary 
sins.  Following  his  advice,  Luther  zealously  studied  the  Bible,  along 
with  the  writings  of  Augustine,  and  of  the  mystics  of  the  middle  ages. 
In  1508,  Staupitz  aided  him  in  obtaining  an  appointment  to  the  chair 
of  philosophy  in  the  University  of  Wittenberg^  founded  in  1502.  This 
compelled  him  thoroughly  to  study  scholastic  authors.  A  journey  to 
Rome,  undertaken  in  1510,  at  the  request  of  his  order,  had  a  mighty 
influence  upon  his  future  course.  Indignant  at  the  blasphemous  levity 
and  immorality  exhibited  there  by  the  clergy,  and  unappcased  by  the 
outward  penances  to  which  he  submitted,  he  returned  home.  All  the 
way  back,  these  words  resounded  in  his  ears:  "  The  just  shall  live  by 
faith."  It  was  a  voice  from  God  to  his  soul,  and  filled  his  troubled 
spirit  with  divine  peace.  After  his  return,  Staupitz  gave  him  no  rest 
until  he  was  promoted  to  the  theological  doctorate  (1512).  when  he 
commenced  lecturing  upon  theology,  and  also  preaching  in  Wittenberg. 
Guided  by  the  study  of  Augustine,  he  penetrated  ever  more  deeply 
into  the  knowledge  of  the  Scriptures,  and  of  their  fundamental  doc- 
trine of  justification  by  faith ;  he  attained  daily  to  greater  freedom 
from  the  trammels  of  scholastic  formalism,  and  from  those  of  mediaeval 
pantheistic  mysticism,  by  which  he  had,  at  first,  allowed  himself  to 
be  unduly  influenced. 

2.  Luther* s  Theses,  (Cf.  F.  G.  Hoffmann,  Lebensbeschr.  Tetzel's, 
Lpz.  1844.  — Fa/.  GrOne  (Cath.)  Tetzel  u.  Luther.  Socst.  1853.  In 
reply:  H.  0.  Kdhler,  Tom.  Geschichtsverdrehung,  etc.,  in  the  Luth. 
Ztflchr.,  1855,  III. — /.  H.  Hennes,  Albr.  v.  Brandb.  Mainz.  1858).— 
Pope  Leo  X.  had  authorized  a  general  indulgence,  avowedly  to  com- 
plete St.  Peter's,  but  really  to  relieve  his  pecuniary  embarras.«^ments, 
and  gratify  his  love  of  splendor.  Germany  was  divided  among  three 
commissioners.  The  Elector  Alhrecht  of  Mayence,  who  was  also  Arch- 
bishop of  Magdeburg  (a  brother  of  the  Elector  of  Brandenburg),  him- 
self assumed  the  chief  management  of  the  commission  for  his  pro- 
vinces, reserving  the  half  of  the  receipts  for  the  liquidation  of  his  own 
debts.    Among  the  ve'^dors  of  indulgences  whom  he  appointed,  John 
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Tetzelf  the  Dominican  prior,  was  the  most  scandalous.  Attendixl  bj  • 
numerous  retinue,  he  travelled  from  place  to  place,  and  offered  hif 
wares  with  the  most  unexampled  impudence  and  obtrusive  publicity. 
Thus  he  set  up  in  Jilierhock*  near  Wittenberg,  and  attracted  crowds 
of  purchasers  from  all  directions.  Luther  discovered,  in  the  confes- 
sional, the  pernicious  consequences  of  this  disorder,  and  on  the  eve  of 
All  Saints'  Day,  Oct,  31,  1517,  he  nailed  ninety-five  theses  (in  Latin), 
••  in  explanation  of  the  power  of  indulgences,"  on  the  door  of  the  castle 
church  in  Wittenberg.  Although  these  theses  did  not  assail  the  doc- 
trine of  indulgence  itself,  but  merely  its  abuse,  their  decided  reference 
to  faith  in  Christ  as  the  only  ground  of  salvation,  involved  the  life- 
principle  of  the  Reformation.  With  incredible  rapidity  the  theses 
were  spread  over  Germany,  and  indeed  over  all  Europe.  Luther  con- 
nei'ttnl  with  them  a  sermon  for  the  people  upon  **  indulgences  and 
gftace."  The  movement  met  with  so  much  favour,  that  the  friends  of 
the  old  ortier  of  things  were  compelled  to  resist  it.  Tetzel  publicly 
burned  the  theses  at  JUterbock,  and,  with  the  aid  of  Conrad  Wimpina 
of  Frankfort,  prepared  counter-theses,  which  he  wished  to  discuss  with 
Luther.  A  number  of  copies  of  these  were  bought  by  the  Wittenberg 
students,  and,  in  retaliation,  burned  by  them ;  an  act  of  which  Luther 
highly  disapproved.  Juhn  Ecky  pri>-c'hancollor  in  Ing^>lstadt,  one  of 
the  most  learned  theologians  of  his  day,  and  a  professed  friend  of 
Luther,  wn>te  Obflhcosy  in  which,  without  naming  Luther,  he  severely 
deuounoetl  the  Bohemian  p4.>ison.  Luther  rejoined  in  his  Asterhcos 
At  first  Leo  X.,  in  his  selt-set'urity.  reganled  the  matter  as  nothing 
more  than  an  unimportant  quarrel  ara^mg  the  monks,  and  even  praised 
Brother  Martin  as  a  remarkable  ;^enius.    HiHjstrattn's  crv  uf  heresv  he 

■7*  •  mm 

did  not  heini.  but  had  no  oUjov'tions  that  the  Dominican.  Sulc^fttr  I^i- 
m<iv*.  master  sttcri  ^Hiiafii,  sht>uld  eiuitrv»vort  Luther.  His  Uxik  was  a 
misoraMo  affair.  Luther  briotlv  and  effootuallv  refutM  it,  Prierias 
wr\>te  a  se^-vnd  more  wretched  reply.  Luther,  instead  i>f  replying  to 
this,  published  it  himself.  L<H)  then  enjoined  silence  upon  his  unskilful 
advocate.  —  In  Mav,  151 S.  Luther  addresseil  a  humble  letter  to  the 
po|^\  antl.  in  self-justification,  addtnl  detailevl  Re,<i'lutitnus  upon  his 
theses.     Both  were  to  Ih»  sent  to  Leo  by  Staupitz. 

o.  i\\{fUin  iihti  Viitiz  i  lolSK — At  length  it  was  res'.'lve.l.  at  R  *me,  to 
lay  vijr»»rv»us  hold  of  the  Wittenbt^rg  movement.  The  ]^pal  fiscal  entered 
cv'mplaiuTs  apiin>i  Luther,  who  was  thoroup.n  suramoncil  t«»  answer  to 
the  vliar;:c.  in  K  'me.  within  sixtv  davs.  But.  at  the  soliciration  of 
the  TnUorsitv  of  Wit  tool -eri:.  and  espo\*ial!y  c-f  Ftf-.i^  rid-  i-'i*'  ^Vi^t^^  the 
pi^rc  C'lnmitied  the  settlement  i  f  t!ie  matter  to  his  Icjrate.  Ctr'Umil 
Oi>fr4.  at  the  Die:  .«f  Au;^biiri:.  Luther  ariH»arevi  and  aorn^aled  tc 
the  Bible.  But  the  'e:rato  wishes!  to  refute  him  bv  the  tes:im»nv  of 
the  scholastics,  and.  atter  vainly  demandin^r  an  unqualifie^l  retraction, 
arT\>jr*nily  turne^i  away.  Luther  made  a  formal  appeal  t«>  the  p-'^pe. 
Mid  happily  e>$oaped  frvm  Augsburg.     C^getan  now  s^mght  to  incite 
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Frederick  the  Wise  (1480-1525)  against  the  refractory  monki  but 
Luther's  meek  and  cheerful  confidence  won  the  heart  of  the  noble 
elector. — No  good  was  to  be  looked  for  from  Rome ;  hence  Luther  pre- 
pared, in  adTance,  an  appeal  to  a  general  council,  which,  however,  the 
coTetousness  of  the  printer  prematurely  circulated,  against  the  will 
of  Luther.  —  In  Rome,  the  unhappy  issue  of  the  diet  was  charged  to 
Cajetan's  unwise  obstinacy.  By  a  papal  bull,  the  doctrine  of  indul- 
gences was  carefully  defined,  their  abuse  disapproved,  and  the  papal 
chamberlain,  Charles  of  Miliiz^  a  Saxon,  a  man  of  worldly  adroitness, 
was  sent,  in  1519,  as  papal  nuncio  to  Saxony,  to  confer  upon  the  elector 
the  gftcred  golden  rose,  and  adjust  the  controversy.  lie  began  his  work 
by  sSf  erely  condemning  Tetzel,  and  approached  Luther  with  the  most 
flattering  kindness.  Luther  apologized  for  his  violence,  wrote  a 
humble,  submissive  letter  to  the  pope,  and,  in  order  to  do  all  in  his 
power,  publicly  issued  an  explanation  of  the  views  ascribed  to  him  by 
his  opponent.  But,  notwithstanding  these  concessions,  he  firmly  ad- 
hered U)  the  doctrine  of  justification  by  faith  alone,  without  any  merit 
of  good  works.  He  promised  the  nuncio  to  abstain  from  further  con- 
troversy, provided  his  opponents  also  remained  silent ;  these,  however, 
did  not  comply. 

4.  The  Leipsic  Disputation  (1519).  (Cf.  /.  K.  Seidemann,  d.  Lpz. 
Disp.  Dresd.  1843. —  C.  G,  Hering,  de  disp.  Lps.  hab.  Lpz.  1839). — 
John  Eckf  of  Ingolstadt,  who  had  previously  exchanged  controversial 
treatises  with  Luther,  had  engaged  in  a  dispute  with  Andrew  Bodenr 
stein,  of  Carlstadt,  a  zealous  adherent  and  colleague  of  Luther,  a  pro- 
fessor and  preacher  in  Wittenberg,  and  Luther  himself  had  pri)posed 
a  disputation  between  them.  This  was  to  take  place  in  L*n'p.sic,  in 
1519.  But  the  vain  Eck  not  only  sought  to  attract  as  much  attention 
as  possible  to  the  proposed  disputation,  but  to  involve  Luther  in  the 
controversy.  For  eight  days  Eck  debated  with  Carlatadt  upon  grace 
and  free  will,  and  with  overpowering  skill,  boldness,  and  learning, 
defended  Koniish  semi-pelagianism.  Then  for  fourteen  days  he  dis- 
cussed, with  Luther,  the  pope's  primacy,  repentance,  indulgences,  and 
purgatory,  and  sorely  pressed  him  with  accusatii)n8  of  the  Hussite  heresy. 
But  Luther  vigorously  defended  himself  with  Bible  proofs,  and  became 
conrinced  that  even  general  councils  (like  that  of  Constance)  might 
err,  and  that  not  all  Hussite  doctrines  are  heretical.  Both  parties 
claimed  the  victory.  Luther  followed  up  the  debate  with  several  c(m- 
troversial  tracts  ;  neither  did  Eck  keep  silent.  Other  combatants  also 
entered  the  field.  The  party  of  Liberal  German  Ilumaniatji  had,  at 
first,  taken  but  little  notice  of  Luther's  movements.  But  the  Leipsic 
disputation  changed  their  views  of  the  case.  Lvther  seemed  to  them 
a  second  Keuchlin,  Erk  as  another  Ojiutnus  Gratins.  A  pungent 
anonymous  satire,  **  Der  abgehobclte  Eck,"  which  surpassed  the  Aris- 
tophanian  wit  of  the  epistolaa  obscurorum  virorum,  was  published 
tarlj  in  1520.     It  was  sficceeded   by  several  satires  by  Ulric  fxm 
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HuMen  ("  Die  Anachauenden/'  "  Vadiscus,  oder  die  rSmische  Dreifid 
tigkeit,"  etc.),  whom  Luther's  appearance  at  Leipsic  had  anew  ele<y 
trified.  HuUta  and  Sickingen  offered  themBeives  and  their  entire 
party,  scul  and  body,  pen  and  ffword,  to  the  service  of  Luther.  Though 
this  league  with  the  Humanists  was  temporarily  needful  to  the  Re< 
formation,  it  would  have  given  a  wholly  false  direction  to  the  cause, 
had  it  not  been,  in  due  time,  providentially  dissolved.  —  The  Leipsio 
disputation  likewise  led  to  amicable  relations  between  the  Bohemian 
Hussites  and  the  German  reformer ;  letters,  gifts,  and  messages,  were 
exchanged  between  them.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  Duke  George  of 
Saxony,  in  whose  castle  and  presence  the  disputation  was  held,  became 
from  that  time  an  irreconcilable  foe  of  Luther  and  his  Reformation. 
(Of.  A,  M,  Schulze,  Herz.  Georg.  u.  M.  Luther.  Lpz.  1834.) 

5.  Philip  Melanchihon.  (Of.  Melanchthon's  Leben  by  F,  GalU^  Halle, 
1840,  and  by  K,  F.  Matthes,  Altenb.  1841.) —  There  was  a  man  present 
at  the  Leipsic  disputation  who  occupied  a  prominent  place  in  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Reformation.  Born  at  Bretteu,  in  the  Palatinate,  in 
1497,  Philip  Melanchthon  (Schwartzerd)  entered  the  university  at 
Heidelberg  in  his  thirteenth  year.  Three  years  later  he  published  a 
Greek  grammar;  in  his  seventeenth  year  he  obtained  the  master's 
degree,  and  in  his  twenty-first  (1518),  at  the  recommendation  of 
Reuchlin^  a  relative,  was  appointed  professor  of  Greek  at  Wittenberg. 
His  fame  soon  spread  over  all  Europe,  and  attracted  to  him  thousands 
of  hearers  from  all  countries.  Luther  and  Erasmus  both  lauded  his 
talents,  his  fine  culture,  and  his  learning,  and  his  age  pronounced  him 
the  Prcsceptor  Germanice.  lie  was  an  Erasmus  of  loftier  power  and 
nobler  mien,  a  complementary  counterpart  of  Luther.  Ilis  entire 
nature  breathed  forth  modesty,  mildness,  and  goodness.  With  child- 
like simplicity  he  yielded  to  the  power  of  evangelical  truth,  and  humbly 
bowed  to  the  more  forcible  practical  spirit  of  Luther,  who,  on  his  part, 
however,  gratefully  acknowledged  the  goodness  of  God  in  raising  up 
such  a  coadjutor  for  him  and  his  cause.  —  Melanchthon  wrote  a  report 
of  the  Leipsic  disputation  to  his  friend  CEcolampadius,  which  incident- 
ally fell  into  Eck's  hands.  This  occasioned  a  controversy  between 
them,  in  which  Eck's  vain  self-exaltation,  and  Melanchthon's  noble 
modesty,  were  equally  manifest.  His  first  participation  in  the  pew 
movement  was  in  the  form  of  an  apology  for  Luther,  issued  under  an 
assumed  name. 

{3.  THE   PERIOD  OF  LUTHER'S  EARLIEST  CONFLICTS 

AND   STRAITS.     (1520,  1521.) 

The  Leipsic  disputation  led  Luther  to  assome  an  essentially 
freer  point  of  view.  He  was  made  to  see  that  he  could  not 
stop  half-way ;  that  his  great  principle  of  justification  by  faith 
vas  wholly  incompatible  with  the  hierarchical  system  of  the 
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(Mipacy  and  its  fondamental  doctrines.  Bat  along  with  hit 
violence  and  snbjective  one-sidedness,  which  he  displayed  in  this 
period  of  his  earliest  conflicts  and  straits  (1520,  1521),  he  still 
possessed  sufficient  considerateness  to  hold  fast  to  the  spiritual 
character  of  his  reformatory  labors,  and  to  reject  the  carnal  aid 
offered  by  TJlric  von  Hutten  and  his  warlike  associates,  how- 
ever thankfully  he  acknowledged  their  ardent  sympathy.  The 
position  he  then  occupied,  as  well  as  the  full  height  of  his  sub- 
jectiTism  at  that  time,  are  set  forth  in  two  papers  written  during 
the  first  half  of  the  year  1520 :  "An  kaiser liche  Majestdt  und 
den  christL  Adel  detUsch^r  Nation  von  des  christlichen  Standes 
Bessernng,"  in  which  he  razed  the  three  breastworks  behind 
which  the  papacy  had  intrenched  itself  (the  supremacy  of  the 
pope  over  all  temporaLposwiM,  his  exclusive  authority  to  inter- 
l^ret  the  Bible,  and  his  sole  right  to  convoke  councils),  and  pro- 
posed measures  for  the  radical  improvement  and  reconstruction 
of  the  German  Church,  —  and  "  De  captivitate  hahylonica  eccle- 
«{F,"  the  mam  subject  of  which  was  the  doctrine  of  the  sacra- 
ments. He  admits  only  three  (baptism,  repentance,  and  the 
Supper),  and  rejects  the  commnnio  sub  una,  transubstantiation, 
and  the  idea  of  a  sacrifice  in  the  Mass.  Some  of  his  works  of 
a  more  edifying  character,  also  belong  to  this  period,  as  the 
exposition  of  Galatians,  the  manual  on  confession,  the  sermon 
on  good  works,  etc.  The  papal  bull  of  excommunication  incited 
him  to  more  violent  words  and  acts,  and  with  heroic  boldness  he 
hastened  to  Worms,  to  render  an  account  of  his  doings  before 
the  emperor  and  diet.  The  papal  ban  was  followed  by  the 
imperial  proscription.  But  as  an  exile  in  Wartburg  he  escaped 
from  the  hands  of  his  foes  and  —  his  friends. 

1.  The  Romish  bull  of  excommunication  (1520).  —  To  reap  the  fruits 
of  his  imaginary  victory,  Eck  had  gone  back  to  Rome,  and  returned 
Iriumphantly  as  a  papal  nuncio  with  a  bull  dated  June  15,  1520,  in 
which  Luther  was  pronounced  a  heretic,  his  writings  ordered  to  be 
burned,  and  he  threatened  with  the  ban,  unless  he  appeared  in  Rome 
within  sixty  days.  Miltiz  made  new  attempts  to  compromise  matters, 
which,  of  course,  were  unsuccessful,  although  Luther,  to  show  his 
good  intentions,  gave  them  consideration,  and  proposed  a  basis  of  com- 
promise in  his  tract — '*  Von  der  Freiheit  eines  Christcnmenschen,"  in 
which  he  shunned  controversy  as  much  as  possible.  He  accompanied 
this  paper  with  a  letter  to  the  pope,  in  which,  with  all  its  sincere 
expressions  of  humility,  and  reverence  for  the  person  of  the  pope, 
whom  he  represented  as  dwelling  in  the  midst  of  a  most  abominablt 
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Romish  Sodum  and  Gomorrah,  liko  a  sheep  among  evolves,  or  likt 
Daniel  in  the  lions'  den,  there  was  no  trace  of  repentance  or  retraction. 
It  was  easy  to  foresee,  however,  that  neither  paper  would  suit  the  taste 
of  the  Romish  court.  Meanwhile,  Eck  came  with  the  bull  itself.  After 
its  publication,  Luther  opened  his  assault  upon  it  with  three  writings 
('* Von  den  neuen  Eckischcn  Bullen  und  LUgen,"  "Contra  exsecra- 
bilem  Antichristi  bullam,"  "Asscrtio  omnium  articulorum  per  bullam 
Leonis  X.  novissimam  damnatorum"),  and  renewed  his  appeal  to  a 
general  council,  which  he  had  carefully  prepared  two  years  before. — 
In  Saxony,  Eck's  bull  only  excited  derision,  but  in  Lyons,  Mayence, 
Cologne,  etc.,  Luther's  writings  were  really  burned.  Then  Luther 
took  the  boldest  step  of  his  life.  Attended  by  a  large  concourse  of 
doctors  and  students,  invited  by  a  placard  posted  on  the  black  board, 
he  burned  the  bull  with  the  papal  decretals  on  Dec.  10, 1520,  at  9  a.  m. 
This  was  an  absolute  divorce  from  the  pope  and  Romish  Church.  He 
had  thus  rendered  all  retreat  impossible.  Ilutten  shouted  approbation, 
and  proclaimed  in  German  rhymes  a  full  catalogue  of  the  sins  of  the 
Romish  curia. 

2.  Erasmus  (1520).  (Cf.  W,  Cfilebus,  Erasm.  u.  Luth.,  in  the  hist, 
theol.  Ztschr,  1845,  II. —  JV,  E.  Eberhardi^  Warum  blief  Erasm.  Kath., 
ibid.  1839,  III.)  —  Thus  far  Erasmus  kept  on  good  terms  with  Luther; 
khey  cherished  mutual  respect  and  esteem.  Uowever  diverse  their 
positive  tendencies,  they  agreed  in  opposing  scholasticism  and  monas- 
ticism.  Erasmus  rejoiced  in  the  defeat  of  an  obnoxious  monasticism, 
and  persistently  rejected  all  solicitations  to  write  against  Luther; 
neither  did  he  care,  as  he  confessed,  to  feel  the  rasp  of  Luther's  wrath. 
When  the  papal  bull  appeared,  he  decidedly  disapproved  of  it,  and 
even  expressed  doubts  as  to  its  genuineness.  As  the  orac)g  "f  his  day^ 
his  opinion  of  the  whole  matter  was  often  asked.  lie  said,  the  papal 
decision  itself  was  not  to  be  condemned,  but  its  manner  and  form. 
He  desired  an  arbitration  of  learned  and  pious  men,  with  three  princes 
(the  German  emperor,  and  the  kings  of  England  and  Hungary),  to 
whose  decision  Luther  should  submit.  Frederick  the  Wise  also  (before 
Luther  had  taken  his  boldest  step)  had  consulted  Erasmus,  who  then 
said,  that  Luther  had  made  two  mistakes,  he  had  touched  the  pontifTs 
crown  and  the  monks'  bellies ;  he  also  regretted  Luther's  want  of 
moderation  and  considerateness.  The  elector  heard  these  declarations 
of  Erasmus,  not  without  approbation.  The  proposal  to  submit  the 
case  to  an  arbitration,  also  had  its  influence  upon  '•ubsequent  public 
measures  against  Luther. 

3.  The  Emperor  Charles  V,  (1519-20).— The  Emperor  Maximilian 
died  Jan.  12,  1519.  The  Elector  of  Saxony,  the  regent  of  the  empire, 
declined  his  clecticm  in  favour  of  Charles  I.,  the  young  King  of  Spain, 
Maximilian's  grands(m,  who  was  crowned  at  Aix-la-Chapelle,  on 
Oct.  23.    All  hopes  centered  in  the  young  emperor.     It  was  expected 
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tlimt  he  WDuld  place  himself  at  the  head  of  the  religious  and  t  Ationai 
movemont  in  Germany.  But  Charles,  who  was  a  stranger  to  the 
impnlses  of  the  German  spirit,  and  did  not  even  understand  the 
language,  had  interests  which  he  was  not  disposed  to  subordinate  to 
German  politics.  The  German  crown  was  but  an  integral  part  of  his 
power ;  its  interests  had  to  subserve  the  general  interests  of  the  empire, 
on  whose  domain  the  sun  never  sot.  He  considered  the  religious 
agitation  in  Germany  important,  but  not  so  much  in  its  religious  as  in 
its  political  aspect.  It  furnished  him  with  the  desired  means  of  keep- 
ing the  pope  in  check,  and  of  compelling  him  to  favour  his  interests. 
Charles  demanded  two  things  of  the  pope  for  the  suppression  of  the 
religious  movement  in  Germany :  first,  that  he  should  renounce  French 
alliances,  and  league  with  the  emperor  against  France ;  secondly,  the 
witbdrawalof  the  previously  issued  papal  bjoye,  which  ordered  a  recon- 
struction of  the  Spanish  Inquisition — a  main  prop  of  absolute  monarchy 
in  Spain.  Leo  X.  yielded  to  both  demands,  and  thus  the  hopes  of  the 
Germans,  that  Charles  would  at  length  rid  the  nation  of  the  igno- 
minious Roman  yoke,  were  frustrated.  The  compact  between  the 
emperor  and  pope  was  concluded  ori  May  8,  lo2l. — Charles  opened  his 
first  diet  at  Worms  on  Jan.  28,  1521.  In  February  a  papal  brief 
arrived,  urgently  admonishing  the  emperor  legally  to  enforce  the  bull 
against  Luther.  During  a  tournament  Charles  summoned  the  princes 
to  his  quarters,  communicated  the  breve  to  them,  and  submitted  an 
edict  couched  in  strong  terms,  enjoining  the  execution  of  the  bull.  lie 
desired  them  at  once  to  give  their  assent.  But  he  met  with  unex- 
pected opposition.  The  States  demanded  that  Luther  should  be  sum- 
moned to  Worms,  under  an  imperial  safe-conduct,  to  answer  the  charges 
made  against  him.  They  could  not  consider  his  assaults  uptm  Romish 
abuses  a  crime,  since  they  themselves  had  drawn  up  an  indictment 
of  101  <yrftyiiinii|y.m  nrrainst  Rome,  which  they  intended  laying  before 
the  diet.  Still  they  declared  themselves  ready  to  subscribe  the  edict, 
if  Luther  would  not  retract  in  regard  to  points  of  doctrinal  dispute. 
Earnestly  as  the  papal  legato  Alexawhr  proteste<l  against  a  temporal 
diet  aflTording  a  heretic  the  opportunity  of  a  trial,  the  opini«m  of  the 
Estates  prevailed.  An  imperial  herald  was  dispatched  to  Wittenberg 
to  summon  Luther  to  Worms  under  an  imperial  safe-conduct.  Before 
his  arrival,  the  confessor  of  the  emperor,  Glnjno,  a  Franciscan,  who 
was  by  no  means  a  blind  devotee  of  the  Romish  chair,  sought  to  effect 
an  amicable  settlement  of  the  aff'air.  He  thought  if  Luther  would 
but  retract  the  most  offensive  of  his  books,  as  that  of  the  Babvlonian 
captivity  of  the  Church,  and  acknowledge  the  docrees  of  Constance, 
the  whole  case  might  be  dismissed.  He  first  laid  this  proposition 
l»efore  the  Elector  of  Saxony,  and  after  failing  with  him,  sought  Francis 
of  Sickingen  in  the  castle  of  Ebern  He  emVraced  the  plan,  and 
invited  Luther  to  a  conference  in  his  castle.  But  Luther  did  not  trust 
Glapio,  and  declined  the  invitation. 
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4.  Trnther  at  the  Diet  of  Worms  (1521).  v^f.  W.  Boye,  Luth.  zu  IV 
Qalle.  2  A.  1824.— Z/w?w^r,  Luth.  zu  W.  Heidclb.  1821.)  — In  th« 
meaDtime  Luther  had  not  been  idle  at  "Wittenberg.  He  preached 
twice  daily,  delivered  lectures,  wrote  books  and  letters,  had  confer 
ences,  and  contended  with  opponents,  especially  with  Jerome  Emser 
in  Leipsic,  with  whom  he  became  involved  in  a  long  and  odious  corre* 
spondence  in  regard  to  his  memorial  addressed  to  the  German  nobility. 
The  imperial  herald  found  him  in  the  midst  of  these  various  labors, 
lie  dropped  everything,  and  obeyed  the  citation  with  courage  and 
confidence.  The  fears  of  his  friends  in  Wittenberg,  the  admonitions 
to  return  which  were  addressed  to  him  on  his  way,  he  discarded  with 
Christian  heroism,  in  his  usual  vigorous  manner.  His  journey  re- 
sembled a  triumphal  march.  He  reached  Worms  on  April  14,  amidst 
a  dense  mass  of  people,  attended  by  his  theological  friends,  Justus 
Jonas  and  Nicholas  AmsJorf,  and  the  legal  counsellor,  Jeron\e  Schurf, 
Soon  after  his  arrival,  on  April  17,  he  was  cited  before  the  diet.  He 
acknowledged  the  l>ooks  laid  before  him  as  his  own ;  in  regard  to  the 
required  retraction,  he  obtained  time  for  consideration  until  the  follow- 
ing day.  In  his  subsequent  declaration,  he  divided  his  Iwoks  into 
three  classes  (those  setting  forth  positive  doctrines,  controversial  writ- 
ings against  the  papacy  and  papal  doctrines,  and  those  directed  agtiinst 
private  persons),  and  gave  liis  reasons,  at  length,  for  refusing  to  recall 
any  of  them.  A  direct  answer  was  demanded.  Ho  gave  this  by  saying 
that  he  would  not  and  could  not  retract,  unless  it  could  be  shown,  from 
Scripture,  or  by  other  clear  proofs,  that  he  was  in  ern)r,  and  concluded 
with  the  words :  '*  Hier  stehe  ich,  ich  kann  nicht  anders,  G«)tt  helfe 
mir !  Amofi,'*  He  had  won  the  hearts  of  many  Gorman  knights  and 
princes,  but  had  not  favorably  impressed  the  emperor.  Still,  Charles 
spurned  the  suggestion  to  withdraw  tlie  promised  safe-conduct  from  the 
heretic.  Well-meant  attempts,  urging  him  still  to  retract,  Luther 
met  with  the  words  of  Gamaliel  (Acts  5  :  38,  39),  and  on  April  26, 
left  Worms  without  hindrance.  On  May  26,  after  some  of  the  princes 
(including  the  Elector  of  Saxony)  had  gone  away,  the  papal  legate  suc- 
ceeded, by  various  secret  machinations,  in  having  the  imperial  decree, 
couched  in  the  severest  terms,  pronounced  against  Luther  and  all  hia 
adherents,  and  falsely  antedated  May  8  (the  edict  of  JVorm^).  But 
Luther  had  been  safelv  concealed. 

5.  The  Wartbnrr;  Exile  (1521-22).  (Cf.  C.  Kdhlrr,  Luth.  auf  d. 
Wartb.  Eisenach,  1708,  4to.)  —  By  the  provident  arrangement  of  the 
elector,  two  masked  knights,  with  some  servants,  had  surrounded  Lu- 
ther's carriage,  in  a  forest  near  Eisenach,  seize<l  Luther,  and,  with 
seeming  violence,  borne  him  off  to  the  Wartburg,  where,  dressed  in 
the  garb  of  a  knight,  and  known  as  Knight  George,  he  was  directed 
quietly  to  await  further  developments.  It  was  generally  supposed  that 
he  was  dead.  But  when  Cardinal  Albert^  of  Mayenco  (as  Archb.  of 
Magdeburg),  reopened  the  sale  of  indulgences  in  Halle,  ho  soon  dis- 
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eorered,  to  his  terror,  that  the  bold  monk  was  still  li^in^.  At  thi 
elector's  request,  he  indeed  kept  back  his  tract,  **  Wider  den  Al  gott  7on 
Halle,"  for  the  time,  but  in  a  letter  addressed  to  the  cardinal,  peremp- 
torily required  him  to  cease  the  traffic  within  fourteen  days.  The  arch- 
bishop succumbed,  and  wrote  a  mild  apologetic  answer.  Luther  also 
gave  more  public  proof  that  he  still  lived,  and  was  not  inclined  to 
keep  silent,  or  change  his  course,  by  writings  of  an  instructive  or 
destructive  character.  He  completed  his  exposition  of  the  Magnificat, 
sent  forth  the  first  i»art  of  his  Citurch-postils,  wrote  **  Wider  den  Miss- 
brauch  der  Messen,"  '*Von  den  geistliclien  und  Klostergelubden,"  etc. 
Nevertheless,  ho  was  greatly  dissatisfied  with  the  elector's  precaution, 
by  which,  at  such  a  time,  he  was  withdrawn  from  active  life.  He 
would  rather  ^burn  on  glowing  coals  than  rot  in  such  inaction.",  But 
this  very  involuntary  exile  rescueil  him  and  the  Koformation  from  a 
ruinous  downfall.  Apart  from  the  dangers  to  which  the  imperial  sen- 
tence exposed  him,  and  which  might  have  compelled  hiui  to  seek  refuge 
with  an  Ulric  von  Hutten  and  his  as>*<)oiatcs,  which  would  have  made 
the  Reformation  degenerate  into  a  revolution  —  ajiart  from  this,  the 
compulsory  detention  in  the  Wartburg  was  advantageous  ami  im- 
portant to  Luther  and  his  cause,  in  many  re^perts.  One  advantage  of 
it  was,  that  men  thus  learned  to  distinguish  Luther's  work  from  his 
person  ;  but  a  still  greater  advantage  was  that  which  accrued  to  Luther 
himself  from  this  exile.  His  ])ast  life  had  exposed  him  to  the  danger 
of  attempting  to  carry  on  the  work  by  violent,  stormy  measures,  rather 
than  by  considerate  an<l  positive  means.  Tlio  leisure  of  the  Wart- 
burg  compelled  him  quietly  and  earnestly  to  examine  himself  and  his 
labors,  which  he  could  not  do  amid  tlie  conflicts  an<l  perplexities  of  his 
public  life,  and  the  fanaticism  of  the  Wittenberg  iconc»clasts,  and  pro- 
phets of  Zwickau,  which  he  could  now  observe  ancl  judge  of  calmly 
and  without  prejudice,  showe<l  him,  as  in  a  warning  mirror,  whither 
he  too,  and  his  work,  might  have  l»ecn  hurrie<l.  His  thtjological  know- 
Iclge,  also,  had  not  acquire<l  that  ripeness,  circumspection,  and  trloar- 
ness,  which  he  needed  to  carry  on  his  work,  for  he  was  still  largely 
involved  in  subjectivism.  At  the  Warthurg.  however,  he  could  turn 
from  his  work  of  demolition  to  that  of  l)uilding  up,  and  by  the  nndis- 
turl)ed  study  of  the  Holy  Scrij>tures,  extend,  purify,  and  strengthen  his 
religious  views.  It  was  of  special  importance,  also,  that  at  tlie  AN'art- 
burg  he  formed  and  partly  (in  regard  to  the  New  Testament)  executed 
the  plan  of  translaiing  the  whole  Blhlc  into  (ierman.  His  exile,  like- 
wise, by  restraining  his  violent  temper,  and.  by  the  inwanl  tenij)tatic»ns 
and  conflicts  he  then  experienced,  served  to  humble  him,  to  strengthen 
his  religious  character,  and  to  purge  and  sanctify  his  entire  nature. 
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{  4.  DEGENERACY  AND  PURIFICATION  OF  THE  REFORMA 

TION  IN  WITTENBERG.     (1522-25.) 

Daring  Luther's  absence,  the  Reformation  had  progressed,  in 
Wittenberg,  only  too  rapidly,  and  soon  became  entangled  in  the 
wildest  fanaticisms.  But  Luther  hastened  to  the  scene,  obtained 
control  of  the  movement,  and  soon  brought  it  back  to  moderate 
evangelical  measures.  The  fanatics  fled  from  Wittenberg,  but 
only  to  carry  on  their  revolutionary  disorders  elsewhere.  At  the 
same  time,  however,  danger  threatened  from  other  directions. 
The  religious  movement  started  by  Luther  happened  to  be  simul 
taneous  with  a  twofold  political  agitation,  the  conflict  of  the 
German  knights  with  the  princes,  and  the  insurrection  of  the 
German  peasants  against  the  nobility.  The  Reformation  was  in 
danger  of  being  mixed  up  with  these  political  movements,  and 
of  sharing  their  fate.  But  Luther  stood  firm  as  a  rock  against 
all  temptations,  and  the  dangers  passed  by. 

1.  The  mtfenbfrg  Fanaficism  (1522).  (Cf.  H.  W.  Erbkam,  Gesch.  d. 
protest.  Secten  im  Zeitalter  d.  Ref.  Ilamb.  1848. — /.  Hasfj  Oesch.  d. 
Wiedertaufor  von  ihrer  Entst.  zu  Zwickau  bis  zu  ihr.  Sturz  in  MUnst. 
1835.) — An  Augustine  monk,  Gabriel  Didymus,  preached  in  the  Church 
of  St.  Augustine  in  glowing  terms  aji^ainst  vows  and  private  mawes. 
Thirteen  of  his  Order  left  it  together  in  consequence  of  his  preaching. 
Two  neighboring];  priests  married.  Cnrlaiadt  wrote  against  celibacy, 
and  followed  their  example.  At  a  monastery  of  the  Order  in  Witten- 
berjr  it  was  resolved  to  abolish  mendicancv  and  the  mass.  But  this 
was  not  all.  Diihjnms,  and  still  more  CarhiiuJt,  so  inflamed  the  pe()plo 
and  students,  that  under  their  guidance  they  perpetrateil  the  grossest 
violence.  Public  worship  was  wantonly  disturbed,  under  the  pretence 
of  exterminating  the  "idolatry"  of  the  mass;  images  were  cast  out 
of  the  churches,  altars  were  broken  down,  and  some  desired  wholly  to 
aboli>h  the  clergy  and  theological  learning.  A  fanatical  spirit  began 
to  show  itself  simultaneouslv  in  Zwickau.  At  the  head  of  the  move- 
ment  were  two  weavers,  Nicholas  Storch  and  Thomas  Marx,  and  a 
literary  character,  ^farcus  Sfuhnrr,  who  pretended  to  divine  revela- 
tions, whilst  Thomas  Milnzrr  proclaimed  the  jiew  gospel  from  the  pul- 
pit with  glowing  eloquence.  Restrained  in  their  operations  by  energetic 
civil  interference,  the  Zwickau  pn^phets  went  abroad.  Miinzer  went 
to  Prague :  Storch,  Marx,  and  StUl>ner  to  Wittenberg.  There  they 
pnx*lainie<l  their  revelations,  and  zealously  denounced  infant  baptism 
as  an  institution  of  Satan.  The  disorder  in  Wittenberg  daily  increase*!. 
The  enemies  of  the  Reformation  rejoiced :  Melanchthon  was  at  hi>» 
wits'  end  :  the  elector  was  thunderstruck.  Luther  could  endure  it  nt 
knj^er.     Against  the  elector's  express  command  he  left  the  Wartbura 
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>Iaj  3,  1522,  wrote  a  heroic  letter  to  the  electors,  availed  himself  of 
his  knightly  incognito  at  a  hotel  in  Jena,  and  calmly  indulged  in 
cheerful  fellowship  (John  Kessler),  and  soon  after  appeared  publicly  in 
Wittenberg.  For  a  whole  week  he  preached  night  and  day  against  the 
fanatics,  and  soon  became  master  of  the  storm.  The  Zwickau  asita- 
tors  left  Wittenberg ;  Carlstadt  remained,  but  kept  quiet  for  a  few 
years.  Luther  and  Melanchthon  labored  steadfastly  to  lay  a  positive 
basis  for  the  Reformation :  Melanchthon  had  already  made  a  beginning 
in  Dec.  1521,  by  publishing  his  Loci  communes  rerum  theologicartnn. 
In  1522,  Luther  also  published,  against  the  wish  of  his  modest  friend, 
Melanchthon's  Annotationea  in  Epist,  Pauli  ad  Rom.  et  Cor,  The  same 
year  Luther's  translation  of  the  N.  T.  appeared,  besides  many  defensive 
and  offensive  reformatory  writings. 

2.  Francis  of  Sickingen  (1522-23).  (Cf.  E,  J.  H.  Miinch,  Fr.  v.  Sick. 
Stuttg.  1827,  2  Bde.)  —  It  was  primarily  a  private  feud,  like  those  of 
the  middle  ages,  which  led  Francis  of  Sickingen,  with  a  considerable 
force,  U>  invmle  the  domain  of  the  elector  and  Archbishop  of  Troves. 
But  prospective  interests  of  quite  a  different  character  were  connected 
with  it,  and  incited  the  whole  body  of  knights  to  take  part  with  Sick- 
ingen. Sickingen's  opponent  was  a  prelate  and  an  avowed  foe  of  the 
Reformation ;  he  was  also  a  prince  of  the  empire.  Sickingen  assailed  him 
in  both  capacities,  and  invoked  co-operation  in  the  name  of  religion 
and  political  liberty.  The  knights  who  thoroughly  disliked  the  state 
of  public  affairs,  and  were  disnatisfied  with  the  imperial  government 
and  the  court,  with  ppnces  and  prelates,  joined  him  in  great  numbers, 
Sickingen  eagerly  desired  to  have  Luther  in  the  league,  but  Luther 
could  not  be  moved. — Sickingen's  enterprise  proved  unfortunate.  The 
Elector  of  the  Palatinate,  and  the  young  Landgrave  of  Hesse,  hastened 
to  the  assistance  of  their  princely  neighbor.  The  knights  were  singly 
put  down,  and  Sickingen  died  of  a  mortal  wound  immediately  after 
the  storming  of  Ebernburg  (May,  1523).  The  power  of  the  knights 
was  completely  broken.  The  Reformation  thus  lost  a  brave  and  vigoiv 
ous  protector,  but  escaped  destruction. 

3.  Andrew  Bodensfein  of  Carhfadt  (1524-25).  (Cf.  Max  G6hel, 
Andr.  Bodst.  v.  Karlst. ;  in  the  Stud.  u.  Krit.  1841. —  C.  F.  Jiujer^ 
Andr.  Bo<l8t.  v.  Karlst.  Stuttg.  1850. — H.  W.  Erhkam,  1.  c,  p.  174,  etc.) 
— Even  after  the  suppression  of  the  Wittenberg  fanaticism,  Carlstadt 
adhered  to  his  revolutionary  tendencies,  and  with  difficulty  remained 
quiet  for  two  years.  In  1524,  he  left  Wittenberg  and  went  to  Orla- 
mlinde.  There  he  violently  denounced  Luther's  popory,  again  assailed 
the  images,  and  began  to  advocate  his  view  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  in 
which  he  wholly  rejected  the  doctrine  of  the  real  presence.  (?11,  1). 
To  check  the  disorder,  Lvther  went  to  Jena,  by  directi(m  of  the  elector. 
and  there  preached  m  ^.'^arlstadt's  presence  against  the  iconoclasts  and 
•a  ^ramentarians.     CarLtadt  was  greatly  enraged.     During  a  visit  to 
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Orlamlinde,  Luther  was  greeted  with  curses  and  stones.  The  elect^l 
now  commanded  Carlstadt  to  quit  the  country.  He  first  went  to  Stras* 
burg,  and  tried  to  gain  MarJiiLBucer  and  Wolfgang  Capito  to  his  side. 
Luther  addressed  a  warning  to  the  ChristiaSTTJI  btrnssburg.  who  en- 
deavored to  reconcile  the  two.  Carlstadt  next  went  to  Basel,  and  issued 
still  more  violent  tracts  against  Luther's  "stupid  and  shallow  literal 
theology.' '  Luther  rejoined  earnestly,  thoroughly,  and  severely  in  his 
**  AVider  den  himmlischeu  Propheten  von  den  Bildern  und  Sacrament*' 
(lo25).  Carlstadt,  meanwhile,  had  drawn  the  Swiss  Reformers  into 
his  disputes,  and  they  kept  up  the  controversy  with  Luther.  He  him- 
self became  implicated  in  the  peasants*  war ;  then,  through  Luther's 
mediation,  obtained  permission  to  return  to  Saxony,  retracted  his 
errors,  but  soon  again  revived  his  old  agitations;  and,  after  wandering 
from  place  to  place,  became  professor  and  preacher  at  Basel,  where  he 
died  of  the  plague  (1541). 

4.  Thomas  M'unzer  (1523-24).  (Cf.  Ph.  Melanchihon,  Hist.  Th. 
Miintzer's;  in  Luther's  Works  by  Walch,  XVL— (?.  Th,  Sfrohel,  Leb., 
Schriftcn,  u.  Lohrcn  Th.  Miintzcr's.  Nurcmb.  1795. — /.  K,  Seide- 
manii,  Th.  M.  Dresd.  1842. — L.  Kohlcr,  Th.  M.  u.  s.,Genossen.  Lpz. 
1840,  3  Bde.)  —  In  Wittenberg,  fanaticism  had,  happily,  been  subdued. 
But  a  great  portion  of  Germany  began  to  ferment  with  a  kindred,  but 
more  general  and  dangerous  agitation.  The  prophets  driven  from  Wit- 
tenberg had  not  been  idle,  and  persons  of  a  still  more  fanatical  and 
factious  spirit  strove  to  uproot  all  order  in  Church  and  State.  Their 
leader  was  Thomas  Mthizer.  After  his  expulsion  f^om  Zwickau  he  had 
gone  to  Bohemia,  and  became  an  apostle  of  the  Taborite  doctrines.  In 
1523  ho  returned  to  Saxony,  and  took  up  his  abode  in  Allstddt.  There 
he  gained  many  adlierents.  The  Wittenberg  Reformation  was  as  vehe- 
mently reviled  as  tlio  papacy.  Not  the  letter  of  the  Holy  Scriptures, 
bat  the  Spirit  should  be  made  the  ])rin(.*iple  of  this  reformation  ;  not 
onlv  all  ecclesiastical  but  all  civil  institutions  should  be  abolished,  and 
spiritualized.  The  doctrine  of  the  p^  angelical  liberty  of  Christians 
was  grossly  abused,  the  sacraments  Ot^spised,  infant  baptism  reviled, 
and  all  importance  attached  to  the  socalled  baptism  of  the  Spirit. 
Princes  should  be  driven  away,  the  foes  of  the  Gospel  be  extirpated 
with  the  sword,  and  all  possessions  be  held  in  ct)mmon.  A^Hien  Luther 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  church  at  MUhlhauscn,  warning  it  against  these 
fanatical  measures.  MUnzor  became  furious,  and  issued  a  libellous 
reply,  entitled  :  "  Ilochverursachte  Schutzrede  und  Antwort  gegen  da^ 
geistlose  sanftlehende  Fleisch  zu  AV^ittenberg,"  in  which  he  heaped 
upon  Lutlier  the  most  vulgar  revilings,  and  sneered  at  his  "  honigsUs- 
sen  Christum,"  and  "  gedichtetea  Evangelium."  Soon  afterwards  he 
was  ordered  by  the  elector  to  leave  Saxony  (1524).  Ho  went  to  the 
Upper  Rhine  districts,  where  he  found  a  luxuriant  soil  for  his  factioui 
•themes. 
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5.  The  PfotanW  War  (1525).  (Of.  G.  Sarloriua,  Barl  1795.— 
F.  Fr.  Uee/tiU,  lleilbr.  HaO.—Burk/iuntl,  Lpi.  IS:i2.  2  Biie.-  S.Bmier. 
Ulni.  1830.  — if.  W.  Se>iten,  Erlg.  1840.  — IF.  Zimmerman^,  2.  Aufl. 
Stuttg.  18J0.— H'.  Wachamulh,  Lpi.  1834.^.  G.  Jiirtj  (Cnth.).  Dcutschl. 
in  J.  Kcvulutiousepuciie  1522-25,  Freib.  1851 ;  and  nisn  A',  llei/el,  in 
the  kieler  allg.  MunatUschr.  fUr  Wsch.  u.  Kunnt  1852,  July  ami  Au- 
gust.)— For  thirty  years  the  peaeaDtry  of  the  ein|iiro  had  been  restiva 
under  opprciutive  pulitical  eiactiuDB.  Twiuc,  already  (16Q2  and  1514), 
had  citnspiriLules  (called  "  Uuiidschuh,"  friiiii  tlieir  iiit;nnl.)  been  frirmed 
Hiid  quulU-d.  They  nuir  aciited  upuu  Lutlier's  ideax  of  Christian  liberty, 
and  drew  their  oirn  {[iferenccs  fnim  them ;  nnd  when  Xuiizer  began  to 
vperale  aiming  them  with  his  ngitatiiig  and  fiiiintLt^ul  sermons,  their 
perverted  views  tended  more  and  more  to  lieuideil  enmmunisni.  As 
early  as  Au<;uBt,  1524,  iiii  insurrection  of  peasants  broke  nut  in  the 
Bluuk  Forest ;  but  it  was  speedily  put  down.  But,  in  the  beginning 
of  1525,  fresh  disturbances  arose,  and  assumed  a  much  more  daiigcrims 
nharnuter.  The  peasants  reduced  their  ijemands  to  twelve  artiules.  and 
lompclled  prinues,  nobles,  and  prelutcB.  to  contede  them.  All  Fran- 
conia  anJ  tiwabia  soon  joined  the  movement,  unci  even  many  cities 
made  common  cause  with  the  insurgents.  Still  Miinzfr  was  nut  satis- 
fied with  the  result.  The  twelve  articles  wi^re  tiMi  temperate  for  liim, 
and  the  compacts  concluded  with  the  nobiUty  and  elerjjy  were  not  nt 
all  to  his  mind.  Beturning  to  Thuriugia,  he  took  up  his  abode  in 
Miihthausen,  endeavored  to  stir  up  fanaticism  in  tlie  entire  country, 
ftnd  organiied  a  general  insurrection.  Thousands  were  murdered  with 
unmerciful  cruelty  ;  all  the  monasteries,  castles,  and  courts,  were 
attacked  and  destroyed.  — Boldly  as  LiiOier  had  osjiailed  the  exinting 
ecclesiastical  powers,  he  just  as  firmly  maintained  civil  auth'irity,  and 
preaclied  that  the  Gospel  secured  apiiilital  Ulieiiij.  but  did  not  aiibcert 
cirll  goftramenl  and  social  institutions.  lie  did  indeed  sympathize 
with  the  peasants  in  their  extreme  opprcssiims,  and,  whilst  their  de- 
mands were  limited  to  the  twelve  articles,  ho  hoped  the  tnovement 
might  be  controlled  by  the  power  of  the  Gospel.  The  insurgcntH  litA 
declared  that,  if  any  of  their  twelve  articles  could  be  proved  Incon- 
aistont  with  the  Word  of  God,  they  would  yield.  When  Muitzer  began 
his  disturbances  in  Thuringia,  Luther  himself  visited  the  towns  most 
in  danger,  and  admonished  them  to  quietness  and  subordination.  He 
was  recalled  to  Wittenberg  by  the  death  of  the  Elector  Frederick  (who 
departed  in  peace.  May  5,  1525).  From  WitteJiberg  Luther  then 
widressed  his  "  Ermahnung  zum  Frieden  auf  die  12  Artikcl  dor  Bauer- 
vchaft  in  Schwaben."  in  which  he  appealed  earnestly  to  the  ci 
j{  the  princes  as  well  as  the  peasants.  But  as  the  factious  malcon 
■till  gained  grciMer  ascendancy,  and  cruelties  vre re  multiplied,  he  gave 
vent  to  big  ire  in  the  book  entitled,  "Wider  die  rUuberischen  und 
miirderischen  Bauern."  In  it  he  warmlj  a 
put  down   the   Satanic  rebellion  J 
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Philip  of  Hessen  was  the  first  to  respond.  He  was  joined  by  the  oeif 
Elector  of  Saxony,  John  the  Constant  (1525-32),  the  brother  of  Frederick, 
and  soon  after  by  George  of  Saxony  and  Henry  of  Brunswick.  Ou 
May  15,  1525,  the  rebels  were  annihilated  at  Frankenfiausen,  after  a 
stubborn  resistance.  MUnzer  was  captured  and  beheaded.  In  Soatherp 
Germany,  also,  the  princes  everywhere  almost  simultaneously  obtained 
the  mastery  over  the  insurrection.  A  hundred  thousand  people  perished 
in  this  war,  and  the  most  flourishing  districts  were  laid  utterly  waste. 

J  5.   LUTHER'S    FEUDS    WITH    HENRY    VIII.   AND    WITH 

ERASMUS.     (1523-26.) 

Cf.  Chlehus,  L  c.  {  3,  2.  —  Jul.  Mailer,  Luther,  de.  predest.  et  lib. 
arbitr.  doctr.  Gottg.  1832.  4to. 

Ilenry  VIII.,  of  England,  originally  destined  for  the  priest- 
hood, always  retained  a  partiality  for  theological  studies,  and 
was  ambitious  to  be  thought  a  learned  theologian.  This  led 
him  to  enter  the  arena  of  controversy  in  defence  of  the  Romish 
doctrine  of  the  seven  sacraments,  against  Luther's  **  Babylonian 
Captivity  of  the  Cliurch."  In  his  book  he  treated  the  peasant's 
son  with  the  greatest  contempt.  Luther  paid  him  back  in  his 
own  coin,  and  dealt  witli  his  crowned  antagoni.st  as  though  he 
were  an  Emser  or  an  Eck  (1523).  Henry,  indeed,  obtained  what 
he  sought ;  the  ])ope  conferred  upon  him  the  honorary  title  of 
defensor  fidei.  But  Luther's  plain  dealing  extinguished  all  desire 
to  prosecute  the  controversy.  lie  complained  to  the  elector, 
who  consolingly  referred  him  to  a  general  council.  But  this 
affair  bore  heavily  upon  the  relation  between  Er^asmus  and 
Luther,  who  had  thus  far  continued  upon  tolerably  pleasant 
terms  witli  each  other.  Erasmus,  who  was  under  obligations  to 
Henry  for  many  favors,  became  bitterly  enraged  against  Luther 
for  his  unsparing  severity.  Hitherto  he  had  declined  all  solici- 
tations to  write  against  Ijuther,  so  that  many  papists  charged 
him  with  collusion  with  the  heretic,  and  others  said  he  was  afraid 
of  JiUther's  pen.  All  this  incited  him,  at  length,  to  come  out 
against  the  reformer.  He  diligently  studied  Luther's  writings, 
after  obtaining  papal  permission  to  do  so,  and  seized  upon  a 
doctrine,  in  discussing  which  he  would  not  be  required  to  defend 
Romish  errors,  but  which  he  was  least  qualified  to  coraprehend. 

1.  Lither's  personal  experience,  associated  with  his  study  of  Paul's 
Epistles  and  the  writings  of  St.  Augustine,  had  served  to  convince  him 
that  rnan  was  incapable  of  doing  good,  and  therefore  not  fTree,  4iTid  that 
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he  could  obtain  salvation  only  through  the  free  grace  of  Gk)d,  without 
any  personal  merit.  This  persuasion,  in  his  case,  as  iri  Augustine's,  had 
led  him  to  embrace  the  doctrine  of  absolute  predestination.  Melancli< 
thon,  also,  had  avowed  the  same  view  in  the  first  edition  of  his  Loci 
<»mmune8.  It  was  upon  this  doctrine  Erasmus  seize<l  in  his  AcafpijSj 
de  libero  arbitrio,  denouncing  it  as  dangerous  and  unscriptural.  and 
setting  forth  in  opposition  to  it  his  own  semi-pelagianism  (1524). 
After  the  lapse  of  a  year,  Luther  replied  in  the  work :  De  servo  arbitrio 
(in  German  by  Justus  Jonas:  *'  Daa  der  freie  Wille  nichts  sei"),  exhi- 
biting the  power  and  confidence  of  personal  conviction.  Erasmus 
rejoined  in  his  Hyperaspistes  diatribes  adv.  Lutheri  scrvum  arbitrium 
(1520),  in  which  he  gave  full  vent  to  his  passion,  but  without  adding 
aught  to  the  argument,  wherefore  Luther  paid  no  further  attention  to 
his  attack. 

2.  Among  the  most  violent  opponents  and  abusive  villifiers  of  Luther 
and  his  cause,  was  the  satirist,  Thomas  Munier^  a  Franciscan  monk 
Df  Strassburg,  subsequently  of  Luzerne  (died  about  1530).  First  of 
all,  he  issued  a  perverted  translation  of  Luther's  Babylonian  Captivity 
(1520).  To  this  he  added  slanderous  productions:  "  Ain  new  Lied  von 
dem  Undergang  des  christl.  Glaubens;''  "Von  dem  Babstenthume 
wyder  Dr.  M.  L. ;"  "An  den  Adal  tUtschcr  Nation,  das  sye  den  christl, 
Glauben  beschirmen  wyder  den  Zerstorer  des  ^jhiubens  Christi.  M. 
Luther,  einen  Verfiehrer  der  einfoltigen  Christen,"  and  many  others 
df  the  sort.  lie  also  translated  the  book  of  Henry  VIII.,  concerning 
the  seven  sacraments,  and  defended  Henry  in  a  tract  entitle*! :  "  Ob 
der  Klinig  uss  Engellant  ein  LUgner  sei  oder  der  Luther."  His  prin- 
cipal satire  against  Luther  is  "  Von  dem  grossen  Lutherischen  Narren, 
wie  ihn  Dr.  Murner  beschworen  hat  1522."  It  is  the  most  important 
satirical  production  ever  written  against  the  Reform atitm.  The 
author,  it  is  true,  does  not  take  up  the  real  nature  of  the  Reformation ; 
indeed  he  could  not  appreciate  it ;  but  its  revolutionary,  fanatical,  and 
rhetorical  element  which  then,  already,  followed  at  its  heels,  is  chas- 
tised with  uncouth  but  vigorous  severity,  and  with  the  keenest  wit 
(New  ed.  by  H,  Kurtz^  Zurich,  1848).  —  Luther  allowed  the  rude 
satirical  reviler  to  pass  unrebuked;  but  the  humanist  jXHirod  down 
upon  him  a  very  flood  of  scornful  satires  and  lacerating  lampoons. 

3.  The  "Onuseccle8iae,"of  Bishop  Berthohl  of  Chiem-ser,  published 
anonymously,  at  Landshut,  1524,  bore  remarkable  Catholic  testimony 
in  favor  of  the  Reformatitm.  Appealing  to  the  Apocalypse,  he  unspar- 
ingly depicts  the  corruptions  of  the  Church,  and  argues  for  the  neces- 
sity of  a  thorough  reformation,  if  the  Church  should  be  saved  fromutter 
ruin.  He  does  not  wish  the  reformation  to  be  eftected  in  the  manner 
of  Luther,  whom  he  reproaches  jis  the  leader  of  a  sect,  a  perverter  of 
the  Scriptures,  ani  a  f  editious  person,  although  he  approves  of  Luther's 
fiewa  ooncerning  indulgences;   but  he  dssires  the  work  to  proceed 
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from  within  the  Church,  and  by  its  own  proper  organs.  His  book  if 
the  more  remarkable,  since  the  same  author  published  a  **  Teutsche 
Theologey,"  four  years  later  (Munich,  1528.  Republished  by  W. 
Reithmeier,  Munich,  1852),  in  which  he  attempts  to  ignore  and  conceal 
the  corruptions  of  the  Catholic  Church  (J  19,  6),  although  it  still  con- 
tains traces  of  his  previous  views,  especially  concerning  indulgences. 
(Cf.  Dr,  Schwarz,  of  Jena,  in  Galzer's  protest.  Monatsblatt.  I.  210,  etc.) 

I  6.  DEVELOPMENT  OF  THE  WORK  OF  THE  REFOR^IATION 

IN  THE  EMPIRE.     (1522-26). 

At  the  diet  of  Worms,  Charles  V.,  to  secure  his  election,  had 
been  compelled  to  assent  to  the  establishment  of  an  im2)erial 
regency  of  the  estates,  at  Nuremberg,  which  exercised  supreme 
authority  during  his  absence  in  Spain.  Although  the  Archduke 
Ferdinand,  the  emperor's  brother,  and  vicegerent,  presided  over 
this  board  of  regents,  a  decided  majority  of  its  members  soon 
became  favorable  to  the  new  religious  movement,  and  furthered 
it.  Protected  by  the  highest  authority  of  the  empire,  and  even 
in  league  with  it,  the  Reformation  found,  for  a  time,  no  obstacles 
to  its  spread,  and  really  made  rapid  progress.  The  Nuremberg 
regency,  indeed,  soon  succumbed  to  the  united  efforts  of  its 
political  opponents,  among  whom  were  many  friends  of  the  evan- 
gelical cause ;  but  these  only  the  more  energetically  sustained, 
by  their  personal  zeal,  the  interests  of  the  Reformation,  which 
had  lost  an  im})ortant  support  in  the  downfall  of  the  regency. 
And  their  exertions  were  so  ellectual,  that  measures  were  vigor- 
ously urged  for  disposing  finally  of  the  whole  matter,  favorably 
to  the  Reformation,  hy  a  general  national  assembly  of  the 
German  States,  independent  of  the  pope  and  council.  But, 
in  opposition  to  this,  the  papal  legate,  Camj)eguis,  induced  the 
Catholic  estates  to  form  a  league  at  llegensberg  (1524),  for  the 
maintennnce  of  the  edict  of  Worms  ;  against  this  movement, 
the  evangelical  party  did  not  form  their  defensive  league  of  Tor- 
gau  until  1526.  The  general  national  assembly  was  prevented 
by  the  stric-t  prohibition  of  the  emperor,  and  thus  the  hoped-for 
union  was  not  effected.  But  the  decision  of  the  diet  of  S})ires 
0526)  gave  all  the  estates  the  right  of  managing  the  religious 
affairs  of  their  rc>pective  districts,  according  to  their  own 
judgment. 

1.   The  Diet  of  Nuremberg  (1522-23).  —  The  regency  of  the  empire 
opened  its  first  diet  towards  the  close  of  1522.     Pope  Hadrian  VL 
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represented  in  it  by  his  legate,  CJiieregati,  Lee  X.  had  died  in  Decembei 
1521.  Hadrian  (1522-23),  the  son  of  an  Utrecht  mechanic,  after  having 
been  a  professor  at  Louvain,  tutor  of  Charles,  Bishop  of  Tortosa,  aad 
prand  inquisitor  of  Aragon,  succeeded  Leo  X.  He  was  a  pious  and 
learned  Dominican,  firm  in  his  principles,  zealous  for  the  Thomist 
orthodoxy,  anti-hierarchical  in  his  opinions,  and  deeply  lamented  the 
secularization  and  corruptions  of  the  Church.  He  ascended  the  papa3 
chair  with  the  determined  purpose  of  restoring  the  purity  of  the  Bride 
of  Christ,  yet  of  simultaneously  suppressing  the  Lutheran  heresy. 
At  Nuremberg,  his  legate  handed  in  a  papal  brief,  which  admitted  and 
deplored  the  fallen  condition  of  the  Church,  and  promised  a  thorough 
reformation,  but  likewise  earnestly  insisted  upon  the  execution  of  the 
papal  ban,  and  the  edict  of  Worms.  A  committee  of  the  regency, 
selected  for  the  purpose,  submitted  to  the  diet  an  opinion  upon  the 
overtures  of  the  pope,  in  which  they  urged  the  immediate  convocation 
of  a  general  council,  in  some  German  city,  at  which  the  temporal 
estates  should  likewise  be  represented,  and  liberty  guaranteed  to  utter 
evangelical  sentiments ;  but  they  declared  the  execution  of  the  edict 
of  Worms  to  be  impracticable,  mainly  on  account  of  the  admitted  cor- 
ruptions of  the  Church.  Until  the  opening  of  the  council,  all  contro- 
versy should  be  shunned,  and  the  AVord  of  God  prea<:hed  according  to 
its  true  Christian,  evangelical  sense.  The  estates,  who,  on  their  part, 
had  submitted  a  new  paper,  containing  100  comydaints  against  the 
Roman  court,  adopted  the  report  of  the  committee,  with  some  slight 
modifications,  as  the  decree  of  the  empire. 

2.  Spread  of  Evangelical  Doctrines  (1522-24). — The  monastic  ordera 
furnished  the  most  energetic  heralds  of  the  Reformation.    Their  moral 
condition  had  become  so  corrupt,  that  purer  spirits  among  them  could 
no  longer  endure  the  foul  odors  of  dissolution.    All  such,  glad  to  catch 
a  breath  of  the  new  life,  sprang  forth,  everywhere,  as   the   zealous 
evangelists  of  the  purified  doctrine.     Foremost  among  them  were  the 
Augustine  monks,  almost  to  a  man.     This  order  likewise  enjoys  the 
honor  of  having  furnished  the  first  martyr  to  the  evangelical  cause 
(§  8,  1).     The  Order  regarded  Luther's  honor  and  reproach  as  its  own. 
The  Franciscans  came  next,  by  no  means  so  generally,  but  with  all 
the  greater  power  and  energy  on  the  part  of  those  who  tore  loose  from 
their  traditions.     A  spirit  of  opposition  to  seculurizaticm  and  moral 
corruptions  had  constantly,  from  the  earliest  times,  exhibited  itself. 
In  numerous  cases,  this  opposition   had  degenerated  into  fanaticism 
(Vol.  I.  i  98,  4).    Now  it  assumed  a  true  form.    The  two  distinguished 
Y)reachers,  Eherlin  of  GUnzburg  and  Ileninj  of  Kettenharh  ;  the  Ham- 
burg reformer,  Stephen  Kempen ;  the  fiery  Lambert,  the  reformer  of 
I  lessen;  Luther's  friend,  Mgconivs,  and  many  others,  had  been  Fran- 
ciscans.    But  all  the  other  orders  yielded  their  contingents  to  tb*i  mar- 
t.ial  hosts  of  the  Gospel,  not  excepting  the  Dominicans,  to  whom  the 
Strassburg  reformer,  Martin  Bucer,  belonged.    Ambrose  Blaurer,  the 
48 
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WUrtemberg  reformer,  was  a  Benedictine ;  ZJrhanua  Bhegius,  once  h 
pupil  of  Eck,  was  a  Carmelite ;  Bugenhafietiy  in  Pomerania,  was  a 
Praemonstrant ;  Otto  Bruiisfels,  a  Carthusian,  etc.  The  secular  clergy 
also,  in  many  instances,  took  part.  At  least  one  of  the  German 
bishops,  Poleiiz  of  Samland,  at  once  openly  joined  the  movement, 
preached  the  Gospel  even  from  the  pulpits  of  Konigsberg,  and  ap- 
pointed men  of  like  views  to  the  parishes  of  his  diocese.  Other  bishops, 
as  those  of  Augsburg,  Basel,  Bamberg,  and  Merscburg,  participated  in 
the  movement,  or  at  lejist  laid  no  hindrances  in  its  way.  The  inferior 
secular  clergy,  however,  furnished  multitudes  of  advocates.  In  the 
pulpits  of  all  the  larger,  and  even  in  many  of  the  smaller  towns  of 
Germany,  Luther's  sentiments  were  preached  with  the  approbation  of 
the  magistrates ;  and  where  this  was  prohibited,  the  doctrines  were 
proclaimed  in  the  market-place  and  in  the  field.  When  clergymen 
were  wanting  to  do  this,  mechanics  and  knights,  even  women  and  vir- 
gins, became  missionaries.  A  distinguished  lady,  Agnes  (Argula)  of 
Staujenj  married  to  Gnimbachy  having  compelled  a  young  magister 
to  recant,  challenged  the  whole  University  of  Ingolstadt  to  discuss  the 
doctrines  with  her,  upon  the  basis  of  the  Scriptures. — Wittenberg  was, 
and  remained,  the  heart  and  centre  of  the  entire  movement  —  the 
gathering-place  of  all  who  were  persecuted  and  banished  for  con- 
science' sake — the  nursery  and  fountain  of  new  advocates  of  the  cause. 

3.  The  Diet  of  Nuremberg  (1524). —  On  Jan.  14,  1524,  a  new  diet 
was  opened  at  Nuremberg.  Its  first  business  was  the  continuance  of 
the  regency  of  the  empire.  As  that  had  become  decidedly  favorable  to 
the  Reformation,  the  question  of  its  existence  seemed  to  involve  that 
of  tlie  continued  existence  of  the  Reformation.  Among  its  chief  sup- 
porters were  the  arch-Cutholic  Ferdinand,  who  hoped,  through  it,  to 
obtain  the  Roman  crown ;  the  Elector  of  Mavence,  the  author  of  the 
traffic  in  indulgences  (who  favored  the  regency  because  he  hated  its 
foes) ;  the  Elector  of  Saxony,  who  was  really  its  originator,  and  the 
house  of  the  Brandenburg  princes.  But  the  opposite  party  was 
stronger.  It  included  the  Swabian  league,  the  princes  of  Treves,  the 
Palatinate,  and  Ilcssen,  who  had  triumphed  over  Siekingen,  and  the 
states  of  the  empire,  who,  tliough  agreeing  with  the  reformatory  views 
of  the  rci^encv,  were  inimical  to  it  on  account  of  its  fiscal  measures 
and  projects.  The  opposition  acquired  a  new  confe<lerate  in  the  papal 
legate  Campeggio.  Hadrian  VI.  died  in  1523,  and  was  succeeded  by 
Clement  VII.  (1523-34),  an  illegitimate  son  of  Julian  de  Medici. 
Clement  was,  in  all  rcsj>ects.  the  reverse  of  his  predecessor.  A  skilful 
jx)litician,  yet  regardless  of  religious  interests,  ho  was  exceedingly 
zealous  to  raise  to  its  highest  pitch  the  temporal  power  of  his  chair. 
Campeggio  was  the  man  for  his  purpose. — The  opposition  triumphe<k, 
the  regency  fell,  and  even  Ferdinand,  after  long  resistance,  consentea 
to  its  dissolution.  A  new  regency  was  organized,  which  was  but  a 
shadow  of  the  old  one,  for  it  had  neither  power,  influence,  nor  indfr 
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pcndeDce.  Thus  the  Reformation  hist  a  second  important  prop,  and 
the  legate,  confident  of  success,  insisted  upon  the  execution  of  the 
edict  of  Worms.  Then  the  evangelical  party  combined  all  their 
powers,  especially  the  cities,  and  once  more  secured  a  majority.  The 
states  had,  indeed,  to  acknowledge  the  legal  authority  of  the  edict; 
they  also  promised  to  maintain  it,  with  the  clause  *'  as  far  as  possible." 
But,  at  the  same  time,  they  insisted  upon  the  calling  of  a  council,  in 
the  sense  of  the  diet  of  the  preceding  year,  and  resolved  to  hold  a 
national  assembly  at  Spires^  in  November  of  the  current  year,  which 
should  be  exclusively  devoted  to  the  careful  consideration  and  disposal 
of  religious  and  ecclesiastical  affairs.  Meanwhile,  as  the  preceding 
diet  had  enjoined,  the  Gospel  and  the  Word  of  God  should  be  preached 
in  all  simplicity. 

4.  7%«  Convention  of  Regenshurrf  (1524).  —  Whilst  the  theologians 
and  diplomatists  of  the  evangelically-inclined  states  of  the  empire 
were  zealously  engaged  in  preparing  for  the  diet  of  Spires,  a  meeting 
of  the  adherents  of  the  old  order  of  things  was  held  at  Regenshnrg 
(June  and  July,  1524).  In  direct  violation  of  the  unity  of  the  empire, 
partizan  resolutions,  with  reference  to  religious  and  ecclesiastical  ques- 
tions, were  there  adopted,  which,  according  to  tlie  decision  of  the  Nu- 
remberg diet,  were  to  be  discussed  and  acted  upon  ])y  all  the  states 
at  Spires.  This  was  the  work  of  the  legate  Campeggio.  In  the  main- 
tenance of  the  edict  of  Worms,  he  was  joined,  in  Kegensburg,  by  the 
Archduke  Ferdinand^  the  Bavarian  dukes,  the  Archbishop  oi  Salzburg, 
and  most  of  the  bishops  of  Southern  Germany.  Luther's  b(K)ks  were 
once  more  prohibited,  and  all  subjects  were  strictly  forbidden  to  visit 
the  University  of  Wittenberg.  Some  external  abuses  were  corrected, 
ecclesiastical  imposts  weie  alleviated,  the  number  of  festivals  dimin- 
ished ;  the  four  Latin  Church  fathers,  Ambrose,  Jerome,  Augustine, 
and  Gregory,  were  declared  standard  authorities  in  matters  of  faith  and 
doctrine,  and  public  worship  was  to  be  conducted  in  the  ancient  form. 
The  unity  of  the  empire,  thus  rent  asunder,  could  never  again  be 
restored. — Simultaneously,  the  emperor  was  wrought  upon  by  appeals 
from  Rome.  The  imperial  and  papal  policy  were  still  identical  in 
interest ;  both  the  diets  of  Nuremberg,  with  their  national  tendencies, 
were  offensive  to  the  emperor ;  so  that,  as  early  as  the  end  of  July,  an 
imperial  proclamation  was  issued,  calling  the  states  to  an  accoimt  for 
their  course,  and  prohibiting  the  contemplated  national  assembly,  as  a 
crimen  laesse  majestatis,  on  pain  of  the  ban  and  double  ban.  The 
states  obeyed,  the  assembly  was  abandoned,  and  witlTit  all  hopes  of 
a  peaceable  and  organic  development  of  Germany,  as  a  united  political 
power,  vanished. 

5.  The  Evangelical  States  (1524).  —  The  evangelical  states  still 
persisted  in  maintaining  their  position  as  constituents  of  unity  of  the 
empire.    Several  princes,  also,  who  had  hitherto  been  ic different  of 
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neutral,  now  becamo  more  decided  in  favor  of  the  evangelical  caaM 
This  wavS  the  case,  first  of  all,  with  the  young  landgrave  Philip  of 
Hesse^  who  was  led,  by  a  conversation  with  Melauchthon,  to  devott 
the  whole  strength  of  his  3'outhful  energy  to  the  service  of  the  Refor* 
mation.  The  Margrave  Casimir  of  Brandenburg^  Duke  Ernest  of 
Luneburtf,  the  Elector  of  the  Palatinate,  and  Frederick  I.  of  Denmark 
(as  Duke  of  Schleswig  and  Ilolstein),  in  their  several  countries,  also 
promoted  the  cause  with  more  or  less  energy  and  decision.  The  ejected 
Duke  Ulric  of  Wilrtemherg  was  also  gained  over,  and  his  subjects, 
groaning  under  the  Austrian  oppressions,  were  already  desiring  his 
return.  Albert  of  Pnissioy  the  grand-master  of  the  Teutonic  Order, 
returned  from  the  diet  of  Nuremberg,  where  he  had  frequented  Osian- 
der's  preaching,  with  doubts  as  to  the  consistency  of  his  office  with 
the  AVord  of  God  ;  and,  during  a  visit  to  Wittenberg,  did  not  take  it 
amiss  when  Luther  advised  him  to  dissolve  the  Order,  to  marry,  and  to 
raise  Prussia  to  a  hereditary  duchy.  —  But  the  cities  took  the  most  de- 
cided measures.  At  two  large  municipal  diets,  in  Spires  and  Ulm 
(1524),  it  was  resolved  that  the  clergy  should  be  sustained  in  preach- 
ing the  pure  Gospel,  and  that  they  should  mutually  aid  each  other  in 
self-defence  against  any  attempt  to  execute  the  edict  of  Worms. 

6.  The  Torgau  Alliance  (1524).  —  The  friends  and  foes  of  the  Refor* 
mation  had  unitedly  opposed  the  insurrection  of  the  peasants,  and 
with  equal  zeal  (J  4. 5).  Their  religious  diversities  had,  thereupon, 
displayed  themselves  all  the  more  decidedly.  In  July,  1525,  Duke 
George  had  a  conference  at  Dessau  with  several  Catholic  princes,  and, 
noon  afterwards,  he  ordered  two  citizens  of  Leipsic,  with  whom  Lu- 
theran books  had  been  found,  to  be  executed.  The  Elector  of  Saxony, 
also,  made  Casimir  of  Brandenberg  promise,  at  Saalfeld,  that  he  would 
adhere  to  the  Word  of  God  uncler  all  circumstances,  and  in  the  castle 
of  Grinunenstcin  (subsequently  called  Fried cnstein),  Hesse  and  the 
electorate  of  Saxony  pledged  themselves  to  stand  by  each  other  as  one 
mail,  in  matters  affecting  the  Gospel.  A  diet  convened  at  Augsburg 
in  Dec.  1525  could  conclude  nothing  definitely  for  want  of  a  quorum. 
A  new  diet  was  called  at  Spires,  and  all  the  princes  required  to  be 
personally  present.  It  seemed  that  it  would  bring  matters  to  a  p^oint. 
Both  parties  zealously  prepare<l  for  it.  Duke  George  and  several  Ca- 
tholic princes  met  at  Leipsic.  They  agreed  to  send  one  of  their  number 
(Jfenrg  of  Brunswick)  to  the  emperor  in  Spain.  He  arrived  most  op- 
portunely. Not  long  before,  the  emperor  had  concluded  the  peace  of 
Mfidrid  (.Tan.  1520)  with  the  King  of  France,  whom  he  had  captured 
in  the  battle  of  Pavia  (1525).  Francis  I.  had  agreed  to  everything, 
because  he  did  not  intend  to  fulfil  any  of  the  conditions  proposed; 
(imonii^  the  rest,  also,  promised  to  make  common  cause  against  th« 
heretics.  Charles  believed  that  his  hands  were  now  free,  and  was  re- 
solved, before  doing  anything  else,  to  exterminate  the  German  heresj. 
Henry  of  Brunswick  brought  back  a  dv»ument  from  Charles  in  which 
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he  strenuously  avowed  his  purpose.  But  before  its  arrival  the  land- 
grave  and  elector  had  met  at  Torgau  (Feb.  1520)  and  enteied  into  an 
alliance  to  sustain  each  other  in  defence  of  the  Gospel  in  Saxony, 
Philip  undertook  to  induce  the  estates  of  Upper  Germany  to  join  the 
league ;  but  he  eifected  little,  most  of  them  having  feared  the  emperor. 
The  elector  succeeded  better  in  his  mission  to  the  states  of  Lower 
Germany.  On  the  9th  of  June  the  princes  of  electoral  Saxony,  Lune- 
burg,  Grubenhagen,  Anhalt,  and  Mansfeld,  met  in  Miif/dehuri/,  and  all 
signed  the  Torgau  league.  The  city  of  Magdebnrcf,  also,  which  had 
in  1524  cast  off  the  jurisdiction  of  its  archbishop,  Albert  of  Mayence, 
and  made  the  Lutheran  Confession  predominant,  was  admitted  into 
the  alliance.   * 

7.  The  Diet  of  Spires  (1526).— The  diet  convened  on  June  2G,  1526. 
The  evangelical  princes  wore  of  good  cheer.  On  their  escutcheons  was 
inscribed:  Verbum  Dei  manet  in  feternum.  In  spite  of  the  opposition 
of  the  prelates,  three  committees  (one  of  the  electors,  one  of  the  princes, 
and  one  of  the  states)  were  appointed  to  deliberate  upon  the  best 
means  of  correcting  abuses.  Of  their  three  reports,  that  of  the  princes 
insisted  upon  a  rule  which  should  be  equally  binding  on  both  parties, 
and  thus,  with  all  the  existing  diversity  of  evangelical  views  (Scriptura 
scripturse  interpres)  possessed  a  conciliatory  character  (the  Communio 
sub  una,  ex.  gr.  was  left  free,  and  the  seven  sacraments  were  retained). 
This  report  was  received  for  further  consideration.  But  just  as  the 
debates,  the  issue  of  which  could  be  foreseen,  were  about  to  begin,  the 
imperial  commissaries  submitted  an  imperial  order,  commanding  that 
no  resolution  should  by  any  means  be  passed,  which  proposed  a  change 
of  any  of  the  old  customs  in  doctrine  or  worship,  and  that  provision 
should  be  made  for  ultimate  execution  of  the  edict  of  Worms.  At  first 
this  produced  general  consternation  among  the  evangelical  members 
of  the  diet,  and  many  wished  at  once  to  leave,  as  nothing  could  be 
effected.  On  calmer  reflection,  however,  it  was  noted  how  far  back 
the  order  dated,  for  it  was  known  at  Spires  that  since  its  date  the  poli- 
tical circumstances  of  the  emperor  had  greatly  changed.  For  !<ome 
time  there  had  been  serious  misunderstandings  between  Charles  and 
the  pope.  Francis  I.  had  been  released  of  his  oath  by  the  pope,  and 
informed  the  emperor  that  he  would  observe  none  of  the  conditions  of 
the  peace  of  Madrid.  Francis  I.,  the  pope,  and  all  the  Italian  princes, 
bad  formed  a  league  at  Cognac,  to  which  Henry  VIll.  of  England  also 
gave  his  assent.  All  Western  Europe  was  leagued  together  to  break 
the  preponderance  of  power  which  the  Spanish-Burgundy  house  had 
gained  at  Pavia,  and  the  duped  emperor  found  himself  in  a  most  diffi- 
cult position.  Could  he  still  hold  the  views  expressed  in  his  instruc- 
tions? It  was  probable  that  at  Ferdinand's  request  the  commissaries 
had  kept  back  the  paper,  until  the  cause  of  Catholicism  seemed  lost  in 
the  diet,  and  the  prelates  urged  them  to  present  it.  Thus  at  least  their 
•trange  conduct  was  interpreted  by  the  evangelical  party.  Their  first 
48* 
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panic  over,  the  states  resolved  to  send  an  embassy  to  the  emperor. 
But  before  thej  had  started  Charles  anticipated  their  desires.  In  a 
letter  to  his  brother  he  communicated  a  plan  prepared  by  his  privy* 
council,  for  the  abrogation  of  the  penalties  of  the  edict  of  Worms  and 
the  adjustment  of  religious  differences  by  a  council.  (But  he  advised 
his  brother  to  delay  the  formal  abrogation  of  the  edict,  lest  the  Oatholio 
princes  should  be  too  much  provoked).  At  the  same  time  he  asked  for 
aid  against  his  foes  in  Italy. — But  as  neither  the  repeal  nor  execution 
( f  the  edict  seemed  advisable,  nothing  remained  but  to  allow  each 
fctate  to  do  as  seemed  best  in  the  respective  territories.  The  diet 
therefore  decreed  that  **  each  state  should  act,  in  matters  relating  to 
the  edict  of  Worms,  so  as  to  be  able  to  render  a  good  account  to  Gkxi 
and  the  emperor."  This  was  the  birthday  and  legitimation  of  the 
territorial  constitutions.  /- 

17.  ESTABLISHMENT  OF  THE   NATIONAL  EVANGELICAL 

CHURCHES.     (I52G-29.) 

It  was  now  not  only  the  privilege,  but  the  duty,  of  the  states 
to  arrange  ecclesiastical  affairs,  within  their  territories,  according 
to  their  best  judgment.  The  next  succeeding  three  years,  there- 
fore, form  the  period  of  the  founding  and  organization  of  the 
evangelical  state  churches.  Electoral  Saxony  set  a  good  ex- 
ample. In  imitation  of  her  ecclesiastical  constitution,  the 
churches  of  Hesse,  Franconia,  Luneburg,  East  Friesland, 
Schleswig  and  Ilolstein,  Silesia,  Prussia,  and  a  number  of  cities 
of  lower  Germany,  were  organized. 

1.  Organization  of  the  Church  in  the  Electorate  of  Saxony  (1528-29). 
(Cf.  j^Jm.  L.  liichteTy  Die  ov.  Kirchenordungen  d.  16.  Jahrh.  Weim. 
184().  B'l.  I.) — Luther  advised  the  elector  to  order  a  thorough  Church" 
visitation  of  his  entire  country,  in  order  thus  to  gain  accurate  informa- 
tion of  its  ecclesiastical  condition.  To  this  end,  Melanchthon  drafted 
a  imper  of  **  Instructions  of  the  Visitors  to  the  Clergy  in  the  Electorate 
of  Saxony,"  which  Luther  published  early  in  1528.  In  these  the  min- 
isters wore  directed  what  and  how  to  preach  and  teach.  The  instruc- 
tions were  moderate,  but  positive  in  tone.  Controversy  with  the  papacy 
was  not  encouraged.  Reforms  in  worship  were  to  be  made  with  ex- 
treme forbearance.  To  guard  against  an  abuse  of  the  doctrine  of  justi- 
fication by  faith  alone,  the  necessity  of  preaching  the  law,  and  the 
freeJom  of  the  human  will,  in  matters  of  worldly  righteousness 
(justitia  civilis),  was  recognized.  This  modification  of  strict  Lutheran 
doctrines  exposed  Melanchthon  to  the  assault  of  some  zealous  adhe, 
rents  of  Luther  (especially  Amsdorf  t^wH  John  Agricola),  But  Luther 
reconciled  these  difficulties.  —  Thereupon  instructions  for  the  risitort 
themselves  were  prepared,  in  accordance  with  which  they  performed 
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their  circait  in  1528-29.  The  entire  territory  was  divided  among  fouf 
commissions,  consisting  of  secular  and  clerical  members.  To  Luther 
the  electorate  was  assigned  ;  to  Melanchthon,  another  district.  Igno- 
rant or  otherwise  unfit  clergymen  were  removed,  but  provided  f(»r.  A 
large  number  of  abuses  were  corrected ;  preachers  and  teachers  of 
schools  were  carefully  instructed  how  to  discharge  their  duties  most 
efficiently,  and  their  future  supervision  was  entrusted  to  superintend- 
ents, to  whom,  also,  matrimonial  questions  were  referred.  Those  who 
adhered  to  the  old  order,  and  would  not  accept  of  improvements,  were 
"commended  to  God,"  but  not  disturbed;  vacated  benefices  were  pro- 
tected against  avarice,  and  applied  to  the  improvement  of  churches  and 
schools ;  those  not  yet  vacated,  were  obliged  to  contribute  their  portion 
to  the  same  objects.  Various  measures  were  also  adopted  for  the  erec- 
tion of  hospitals,  the  relief  of  the  poor,  and  the  founding  of  schools. 
The  Constitution  of  the  Church  of  Saxony,  which  resulted  from  this 
visitation,  became  the  model  for  the  organization  of  the  other  evan- 
gelical State  Churches.  The  gloomy  experience  which  Lviher  thus 
acquired  of  the  incredible  ignorance  of  the  people  and  their  teachers, 
led  him  to  prepare  his  two  catechisms  (1529). 

2.  Orfjanization  of  the  Cliurch  in  Hesse  (152G-28).  (Cf.  B.  Den- 
hard,  Gesch.  d.  Entw.  d.  Christenth.  in  d.  boss.  LUndern  bis  zur  Thei- 
lung.  Frkf.  1847. — Martin,  Nachr.  v.  d.  Syn.  zu  Ilomborg.  Cass.  1804. — 
W,  Bach,  Gesch.  d.  kurhess.  Kirchenvcrf.  Marb.  1832. — K.  A.  Crcdner, 
Philipp's  hess.  K.O.  Giess.  1852.  —  J.  W.  Banm,  Franz  Lambert  v. 
Avignon.  Strassb.  1840.) — As  early  as  Oct.  1526,  the  Landgrave  Philip, 
of  Hesse,  had  convened  the  temporal  and  spiritual  states  of  his  ter- 
ritory at  Homherg,  for  consultation  in  regard  to  ecclesiastical  reforms. 
A  reactionary  attempt  of  the  Catholic  party  quailed  before  the  fiery 
eloquence  of  the  Franciscan,  Francis  Lambrrt,  of  Avignon.  He  was  a 
most  remarkable  man,  and  had  been  awakened  by  reading  Luther's 
works,  in  his  convent  at  Avignon.  Not  fully  convinced,  he  started  for 
Wittenberg,  stopped  on  the  way  at  Zurich,  and  engage<l  in  a  public 
disputation  (1522)  against  Zwingli's  reforms.  Converted  by  his  oppo- 
nent, he  left  Zurich,  passed  through  Luther's  school  at  Wittenberg, 
and  then,  at  Melanchthon*s  recommendation,  went  to  Hesse.  Lam- 
bert's spirit  ruled  the  Synod.  An  organization  of  the  Church  was 
drafted,  according  to  Lambert's  ideal  of  a  communion  of  saints,  on  a 
democratic  basis,  and  with  a  strict  church  discipline,  to  be  adminis- 
tered by  the  congregations  themselves.  But  the  inadequacy  of  this 
Homherg  schema  was  soon  demonstrated,  and,  in  1528,  the  Hessian 
Church  adopted  the  principles  of  the  Saxon  Church  visitation.  The 
confiscftted  benefices  were  appropriated  to  the  foundation  of  the  Uni* 
versity  of  Marburg  (1527),  as  the  second  nursery  of  reformed  theology, 
Lambert  became  one  of  its  first  professors. 

3.  Organization  of  other  German  State  Churches  (1528-30).     (Cf. 
Bhe»a,  de  primts  sacrorum  n^formataribus  in  Prussia.  Regiom.  1825-27, 
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—  W.  Loh^y  Erinner.  aus  d.  Refgesch.  v.  Franken.  Nftrnb.  1847.  —  L. 
Wallvif  Abr.  d.  Refgesch.  LUueb.  Liineb.  1832). — Margrare  George,  of 
Franconian-Brandenburg,  after  the  death  of  his  brother  Casimir,  organ- 
ized  the  Church  of  his  territory,  at  the  diet  of  Anspach  (1528),  upon 
the  model  of  that  in  Saxony.  Under  the  direction  of  its  excellent 
recorder,  Lazarus  Spengler,  Nuremberg  united  with  George  in  intro- 
ducing the  organization  adopted.  The  same  was  done  in  Liineburg,  at 
the  diet  of  ScJiarneheck  (1527).  Vlric  of  Dornum  took  the  matter 
into  his  own  hands  in  East  Friesland,  the  ruler  of  the  country  not 
venturing  to  introduce  a  reformation  of  the  Church  there.  In  Scliles' 
yng  and  Holsiein,  the  prelates  made  no  opposition,  and  the  civil  go- 
vernment favored  the  change.  In  Silesia^  both  the  princes  of  Liegnitz, 
Podiebrad's  grandsons,  and  Margrave  George  of  Brandenburg,  who 
had  estates  there,  cheerfully  granted  the  request  of  the  people  for  an 
evangelical  constitution.  In  Breslau,  the  Reformation  had  long  been 
predominant ;  and  even  the  archduke,  who,  as  King  of  Bohemia,  pos- 
sessed feudal  supremacy  over  Silesia,  found  himself  obliged  to  allow 
his  states  there  the  same  rights  which  the  diet  of  Spires  had  granted 
to  the  imperial  states.  In  Prussia,  the  grand-master  Albert  of  Brau' 
denburg  (the  brother  of  the  Margraves  Casimir  and  George)  had,  with 
the  approval  of  the  Polish  crown,  become  hereditary  duke  (1525),  and 
gave  to  his  duchy,  with  the  cordial  cooperation  of  both  his  bishops,  a 
thoroughly  evangelical  constitution. 

4.  The  Beformaiion  in  the  Cities  of  Lower  Germany  (1524-31). — 
In  the  cities  of  Lower  Germany  there  prevailed,  even  before  the  rise 
of  the  Reformation,  a  powerful  effort  to  effect  emancipation  of  epis- 
copal and  aristocratic  rule.  Ilcnco  their  inhabitants,  for  the  most 
part,  embracod  the  Reformation  with  open  arms.  A  chafacteriatic 
feature  of  the  work,  there,  is  the  surprisingly  potent  influence  of  Lu- 
theran psalms  and  hymns.  The  Reformation  was  introduced  into 
Mngdehurg  as  early  as  1524,  and  the  Church  there  was  organized  by 
Kirh.  of  Amsdorf  whom  Luthor  sent  thither.  From  1525,  Martin 
ScuJfcfiis  preached  and  lu))oro(l  there  with  great  success.  In  152G,  the 
city  joined  the  Tor<!:au  allianco.  In  Bninswick,  at  the  close  of  a  Ca- 
tholic controversial  sermon  (1520),  the  congregation  began  to  sing: 
*'Ach  Oott  vom  llimmol  sich  darein."  In  1528,  Bugenhagen  went 
over  from  Wittenberg  and  organized  the  Church.  In  Gosslar,  Eim- 
beck,  Gi)tfingen,  Rostock,  Humhvrg,  etc.,  the  enthusiasm  of  the  people 
for  Lutheran  hymns  and  doctrincM  carried  the  council  with  them, 
whether  thev  would  or  no.  In  Bremen,  as  earlv  as  1525,  all  the 
churches  but  the  cathedral  were  in  the  hands  of  Lutheran  preachers ; 
in  1527,  the  monasteries  were  converted  into  schools  and  hospitals,  and 
the  cathedral,  with  its  grounds,  taken  from  the  Catholics.  Still  more 
violent  excitement  attended  the  introduction  of  the  Reformation  into 
fMbeck  (1529-31).  Until  then,  the  nobility,  council,  and  clergy,  had 
suppressed  all  reformatory  movements,  and  expelled  the  evangelioaT 
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preachers.  But  financial  embai  rasBments  compelled  the  council  (1529) 
to  ask  the  citizens  for  extraordinary  levies.  They  appuinte'l  a  com- 
mittee of  sixty-foor  citizens,  who  constrained  the  council  to  yield  one 
condition  after  another.  The  expelled  preachers  were  to  be  recalled^ 
the  Catholic  priests  to  be  removed,  the  monasteries  to  be  converted  into 
hospitals  and  schools,  and,  finally,  Bugenhagen  was  called  in  to  fram« 
a  Lutheran  constitution  for  the  Church. 


8  8.   MARTYRS  OF  THE   EVANGELICAL  FAITH. 

(1521-29). 

Cf.  X.  Volkert  u.  G,  W.  H.  Brock,  d.  h.  Martyrer  d.  evang.  K.  Erlg 
1845.  —  M.  Gdbelj  Gesch.  d.  chr.  Lebens  in  d.  rhein.  westph.  K.  Cobl, 
1849.  Bd.  L—Budelbach,  chr.  Biogr.  Bd.  I.  II.  4. 

The  lands  of  the  Reformation  were  early  enriched  by  the  blood 
of  martyrs.  Persecutions  were  begun,  soon  after  the  issue  of 
the  edict  of  Worms,  by  some  Catholic  princes,  Duke  Oeorge  of 
Saxony  taking  the  lead.  He  imprisoned,  scourged,  and  banished 
Luther's  adherents;  and,  in  1521,  had  a  bookseller,  who  sold 
Luther's  works,  beheaded  (cf  §  6,  6 ).  Persecution  raged  most, 
however,  in  the  Netherlands,  the  hereditary  territories  of  the 
emperor,  not  connected  with  the  German  Empire  (where,  really, 
the  first  martyr's  blood  was  shed,  1523),  but  also  in  the  Austrian 
domains,  in  Bavaria,  and  in  the  territory  of  the  Swahian  league, 
especially  after  the  conclusion  of  the  Regensburg  confederacy 
(1524).  The  peasants'  war  (1525),  added  fuel  to  the  persecu- 
tions. Under  pretence  of  punishing  the  insurgents,  the  execu- 
tioners of  the  Regensburg  confederates  went  through  the  land, 
and,  along  with  the  guilty,  put  to  death  many  who  were  innocent 
of  every  crime  but  adherence  to  the  Gospel.  The  decision  of  the 
diet  of  Spires  fanned  the  flames  (1526).  The  more  cheerfully 
the  evangelical  states,  on  the  strength  of  that  decision,  pro- 
ceeded to  organize  evangelical  Churches  in  their  territories,  so 
ituch  the  more  zealously  did  the  foes  of  the  innovations  inflict 
upon  their  evangelical  subjects  the  most  cruel  persecutions. 
The  forgeries  of  Pack,  moreover,  revived,  and  increased  the 
spirit  of  persecution.  In  1527-28,  a  church-visitation  was  insti- 
tuted in  Austria,  similar  to  that  in  Sa.xony,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  detecting  and  punishing  heretics.  In  Bavaria,  tlie  ])ublic 
roads  were  guarded,  to  prevent  pilgrims  from  going  abroad 
into  other  countries  ;  those  caught  were  first  fined,  then  drowned 
or  burned  in  large  nimbers. 
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1.  The  first  martyrs  were  two  young  Aufijustine  monks,  at  Antwerp 
Henry  Voes  and  John  Esch,  whose  heroic  sufferings  (1523)  Luther  cel©» 
brated  in  a  beautiful  hymn  (**  Ein  neues  Lied  wir  heben  an").  Theii 
example  was  followed  by  Lampert  Thorn,  the  prior  of  the  monastery, 
who  was  suffocated  in  prison.  The  same  year,  George  BucJiJ^rer  was 
burnt  in  Hungary,  and,  during  the  next  year,  a  large  number  of  scaf- 
folds and  stakes  were  erected,  for  Protestants,  in  Austria,  Bavaria, 
and  Swabia.  The  most  notable  of  these  was  CaJipar  Tauher,  who  wa? 
beheaded  and  burnt  in  Vienna.  Instead  of  the  recantation  he  was 
expected  to  announce,  he  bore  powerful  testimony,  from  the  pulpit^  in 
favor  of  evangelical  truth.  Among  later  martyrs,  Leonard  Kdser 
(Kaiser)  holds  a  distinguished  place.  Impelled  by  filial  love  to  visit 
his  dying  father  in  Passau,  he  perished  there  at  the  stake,  with  joyful 
courage,  Aug.  16,  1527.  A  few  months  previously,  George  Carpenfn* 
riuSy  an  ecclesiastic,  had  obtained  the  honor  in  Munich. — The  Swabian 
League,  after  the  recess  of  Spires,  revived  its  cruel  executions  against 
all  who  held  evangelical  views,  under  an  order  for  the  extermination, 
of  Anabaptists.  In  1527,  the  Bishop  of  Constance  had  John  Hiiglirh 
(Ileuglin)  burnt  alive,  as  an  opposer  of  the  Holy  Mother  Church- 
The  Elector  of  Mayence  summoned  the  cathedral  preacher  of  Ilalle, 
George  Winkler,  to  Anschaffeuburg,  for  having  administered  the  Com- 
munion under  both  forms.  Winkler  vindicated  himself,  and  was 
acquitted,  but  was  murdered  on  his  way  home.  This  led  Luther  to 
write  his  "  Trostungen  an  die  Christen  zu  Ilalle  iibcr  den  Tod  ihres 
Predigers.''  —  In  Cologne,  on  Sept.  28,  1529,  Ado{f  Clarenhach  and 
Peter  Flystedcn,  were  honored  with  martyrdom,  and  the  joy  and. 
steadfastness  of  their  faith  shone  forth  amid  the  flames. — In  Norther 
Germany  no  blood  was  shed,  but  Duke  George  drove  those  whc 
confesse<l  the  evangelical  faith  out  of  the  land  with  scourges.  Th^ 
YAi'Mi^yv  Joachim  of  Brandeidmrg  and  his  states  resolved,  1527,  zealousl;^ 
to  maintain  old  doctrines  and  customs.  Nevertheless,  the  Gospel  Um> 
continually  deeper  root  in  his  territ(»ry ;  and  his  own  wife,  Elizabefi^^  , 
secretly  read  and  admired  Luther's  writings,  and,  in  her  private:  « 
chamber,  even  received  the  Lord's  Supper  according  to  the  Luthcrim.  ti 
mode.  But  she  was  betrayed,  and  the  elector  raged  and  threatened  '^zo 
imprison  the  offender.  Disguised  as  a  peasant,  she  fled  to  her  relatiii^^, 
the  Elector  of  Saxony. 

i  0.  LUTHER'S   PRIVATE    AND   PUBLIC   LIFE.     (1523-29.] 

Cf.  TF.  F.  Widch,  warh.  Gesch.  d.  Frau  Kath.  v.  Bora.  Ilalle,  17 
—  ir.  Be.^:fe,  Kath.  v.   B.  Hallo,  1^13.  —  /;  G.  Hoffmann,  Luther 
Gatte  u.  Vater.  Lpz.  1845.  —  Apoh)getisches  lU)er  Luther's  Tischred- 
in  d.  Ztschr.  fur  Protestantism  u.  K.  Bd.  II.  H.  4.  5. 

Luther  and  the  prior,  the  last  of  its  inhabitants,  did  not  lea 
Ihe  monastery  until  December,  1524.     In  July,  1525,  he  marri< 
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OcUharine  v.  Bora,  of  the  monastery  of  Nimptsch.  Althougb 
Lather  was  often  prostrated  by  sickness,  almost  overwhelmed 
ffith  business,  and  kept  constantly  sensible  of  the  uncertainty  of 
lis  life  by  the  threats  of  enemies  against  it,  he  still  preserved  a 
ihcerful  disposition,  and  spent  many  happy  hours  in  the  circle 
)f  his  friends,  joining  them  in  simple  repasts,  in  singing,  music, 
eli^ioas  conversation,  and  harmless,  though  often  pungent  and 
ively  jokes  (cf.  his  Table-Talk,  subsequently  collected  by  Aitri- 
faber).  At  the  same  time  he  cheered  and  aided,  by  his  couns(?l 
nd  efforts,  all  who  were  in  straits.  By  his  unremitted  literary 
ibors,  by  personal  intercourse  with  students  and  strangers  who 
ocked  to  Wittenberg,  and  by  extensive  correspondence,  he  ac- 
uired  and  retained  an  extraordinary  influence  upon  the  spread 
nd  firmer  establishment  of  the  Reformation.  By  his  Iraihsla- 
lans  and  expositions  of  the  Scrij^tiwes,  by  his  sermons  and 
idotciic  writings,  his  evangelical  views  spread  among  all  classes 
f  people.  German  hymns  proved  a  mighty  lever  of  the  Re- 
jrmation  ;  by  them  a  pure  knowledge  and  cheerful  confession 
f  the  truth  were  planted  deeply  in  the  heart  of  the  nation.  By 
ranslating  or  reconstructing  older  hymns,  and  by  composing  new 
lies  of  unsurpassed  excellence,  which  he  furnished  at  the  same 
ime  with  remarkably  vigorous  and  beautiful  tunes,  Luther  laid 
he  basis  of  the  incomparably  rich  and  glorious  hymnulogical 
reasury  of  the  German  evangelical  Church.  He  labored,  also, 
rith  special  diligence  for  the  improvement  of  insiriirtioa  in  the 
hurches  and  schools  ;  urged  the  establishment  of  new  schools, 
oth  for  the  higher  and  ordinary  branches  of  education,  and 
iisisted  upon  the  importance  of  philological  studies  for  the 
)hurch  of  the  pure  word. 

The  first  collection  of  spiritual  hymns  and  psalms  appeared  in 
524,  with  a  preface  by  Luther.  In  the  reformation  of  the  cnllvs, 
^uther  proceeded  cautiously  and  with  forbearance.  In  1523,  he  issued 
lis  **  Deuiscfics  TavJ'buchlein,*'  and  his  '*  Weise,  ehristliche  Mcsse  zu 
lalten  und  zum  Tische  Gottes  zu  gehen,"  in  which  all  allusions  to  a 
acrifice  were  avoided,  and  the  commuuio  sub  utraquc  was  niaintaiued. 
n  1524,  he  sent  forth  his  tract:  "  Vom  Greuel  der  Stillniesse,''  in 
vbich  he  directly  assailed  the  canon  of  the  inass,  the  central  point  of 
he  Romish  system.  Finally,  in  152G,  he  published  his  "Deutsche 
klesse  und  Ordnung  des  Gottesdienstes,"  which  was  introduced  into 
Qoet  of  the  churches  of  electoral  Saxony.  The  system  of  education 
was  especially  improved  ty  his  impressive  tract:  "An  die  Burgermeister 
ind  Rathsherren  aller  Stadte  Deutschlands,  dass  sie  ehristliche  Sohuleo 
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aufrichten  und  halten  sollen."  Besides  his  coDtroVersy  with  Erasmai 
and  Carlstadt,  against  MUnzer  and  the  insurgent  peasants,  as  well  as 
against  the  sacramcntarians  of  the  upper  countries  (cf.  {  11),  he  had, 
during  this  period,  his  dispute  with  Cochlcetis,  whose  abusive  assauU 
Luther  parried  with  his  tract:  "Wider  den  gewappncten  Mann 
CochlUus,  ein  Bescheid  vom  Glauben  und  Werken"  (1523).  A  papal 
bull,  canonizing  Bishop  Benno  of  Meissen  (died,  1106),  called  forth 
Luther's  tract:  "Wider  den  neuen  Abgott  und  alten  Teufel,  so  zu 
Meissen  soil  erhoben  werden"  (1524).  In  reply  to  a  soldier  who  had 
doubt«  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  his  profession,  he  wrote  the  small 
volume:  **  Ob  Kriegsleute  auch  in  seligem  Stande  sein  konnen" 
(1526) ;  and,  for  sport,  had  some  copies  struck  off,  without  the  author's 
name,  or  that  of  the  place  of  publication,  and  sent  to  Duke  George. 
At  the  persistent  request  of  Christian  II.,  of  Denmark,  he  wrote  a  very 
humble  letter  to  Henry  VIIL,  which  called  forth,  from  England,  an 
extremely  malignant  and  oppr()])rious  answer.  lie  quieted  the  tri- 
umphant outcry  of  his  foes,'  that  he  had  recanted,  by  his  tract : 
"Wider  des  Konig's  von  England  LUsterschrift"  (1527),  in  which  he 
again  displayed  the  confident  tone  and  fearlessness  of  his  polemics. 
He  fared  no  better  in  an  equally  humble  attempt  to  reconcile  Duke 
George,  to  which  he  was  persuaded  (1526).  lie  continued  to  work, 
untiringly,  at  the  translation  of  the  Scriptures,  The  first  edition  of 
the  entire  Bible  was  published  in  1534,  by  Hans  Luftt,  Wittenberg.* 

?  10.  THE  REFORMATION  IN  GERMAN  SWITZERLAND. 

(1510-31). 

Whilst  Liither-s  Reformation  in  Germany  spread  more  widely 
every  day.  and  became  purer,  stronger,  and  more  fully  organized, 
a  similar  movement  was  started  in  the  adjacent  country  of  (Ger- 
man) Switzerland.  Indeed,  its  first  symptoms  were  of  earlier 
date  (1516)  ;  but  it  did  not  make  decided  or  comprehensive  pro- 
gress until  two  years  after  Luther  came  forward.  The  differ- 
ently constituted  peculiarities  of  its  first  and  chief  leader,  and 
the  politico-democratic  current  in  which  it  moved,  imparted  to 
it  a  tendency  differing  from  the  Lutheran  reform,  in  various 
respects.  Most  strongly  did  the  opposition  between  them  ap- 
pear in  the  doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper  (§  11).  As  the  Swiss 
view  of  this  doctrine  found  favor  in  the  cities  of  Upper  Ger- 
many, the  division  spread  into  the  Reformed  Church  of  Germany, 
and,  in  spite  of  common  interests  and  perils,  hindered  their  com- 
mon progress  and  co-operation  (§  13,  14). 

1.  Vlric  Zwimjii,  (Cf.  Zwingli's  Lcben  von  Osw.  Myconius,  Bas. 
1536;  J,  J.  Hess,  Ziiriih,  1818;  liotermund,  Bremen,  1818;  SehuUr, 
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Ziirich,  1818;  /,  J  Hottinger,  ZuHch,  1843  [transl.  by  T.  C.  Forier 
Harrisbnrg,  1857]  ;  W.  Roder,  St.  Gall,  1854.  [Especially :  R  Chni" 
tofel,  Elberfeld,  1857.]— Zwingli's  Works:  GuaKcr,  Tig.  158U  4  v(>ll.» 
Schuler  u.  SchulihesSy  Zurich.  1829,  etc.,  8  vols.,  royal  8vo. ;  U.sieri  u. 
Vigdin^  ZUrich,  1819,  2  Bde.).  —  Zwingli,  born  in  Wildhaus.  in  the 
Toggenburg,  on  Jan.  1, 1484,  a  pupil  of  the  learned,  humanist,  Thomas 
Wyttenbach,  in  Basel,  arose  as  a  reformer,  in  German  Switzerland, 
almoet  simultaneously  with  Luther.  Unlike  Luther,  he  was  not  led 
to  greater  purity  and  freedom  of  religious  knowledge  by  any  inward 
experience,  but  by  classical  culture,  and  a  hcientitic  study  cf  the  Sacred 
Scriptures.  After  serving  the  ^mrish  of  Glarus  as  pastor  for  ten  years, 
he  received  charge  of  that  at  Kjnsiedeln,  in  151G.  The  miraculous 
virtues  attributed  to  an  image  of  Mary,  there,  attracted  crowds  of 
pilgrims.  Tjiis  led  Zwingli  to  preach  against  superstitious  reliance  on 
good  works.  But  he  took  a  much  more  decided  st.ujid^after^/drn.  1,  1519. 
as  a  public  preacher  in  Zurich,  where  he  first  learned  of  Luther's  move- 
ments, and  defended  his  course  against  Rome.  But,  from  the  begin- 
ning, Zwingli's  reformatory  measures  diverged  from  those  of  Luther. 
He  aimed  at  being  not  only  a  religious  but  political  reformer.  For 
several  years  he  had  strenuously  endeavored  to  abolish  the  practice  of 
hiring  Swiss  vouth  as  mercejiary^klLfirs  to  foreign  powers.  lie  main- 
tained the  struggle  with  this  evil  during  his  whole  life.  Ilis  political 
opponents,  the  oligarchy,  who  were  anxious  to  retain  this  source  of 
revenue,  were  consequently  also  his  religious  enemies,  as,  reversely, 
the  democracy  supported  him.  A  still  more  fundamental  difference 
was,  that  Zwingli  had  been  trained  for  his  reformatory  work,  not  by 
convictions  of  sin,  or  spiritual  struggles,  but  by  classical  studies. 
Justification  bv  faith,  therefore,  was  bv  no  means  so  central  and  vital 
a  matter,  in  his  life  and  labors,  as  in  Luther's  case.  ITo  began  his 
work,  as  a  reformer,  not  fo  much  with  the  purification  of  doctrine  as 
the  life-blood  of  all  churchliness,  but  with  external  imj^rovomoiiU  in 

worship,  order,  and  manners.      Of  the  two  anti-Komish  reformatory 
~-^     J.  *        %►.  ^  ...,1.-^  ' "   .  .  .  .  * 

principles  [maferud,  in  opposition  to  Romish  work-rightoousness: 
justification  by  faith; — frtrmnJ,  in  opposition  to  an  unqualified  adhe- 
rence to  all  the  traditions  of  the  Romish  Phurch :  the  sole  authority 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures),  the  Wiftenhcrg  Reformation  gave  most  promi- 
nence to  the  material,  the  Zurich  Reformaticm  to  the  formal,  principle. 
The  former  rejected  only  such  things  as  were  irreconcilaVde  with  the 
Scriptures,  the  latter  every  thing  not  expressly  taught  by  them.  The 
former  proceeded  cautiously  and  forbcaringly  in  changing  forms  of 
worship  and  external  customs;  the  latter  was  destructive,  impetuous, 
and  violent.  Luther  retained  images,  altars,  the  ornaments  of  chundies, 
and  the  sacerdotal  character  of  public  worship,  simply  j^runinjj  off  its 
uncvanffelical  excrescenscs  and  deformities ;  Zwingli  rejected  all,  un- 
conditionally,  as  idolatry,  and  even  abolished  organs  and  ])ells.  Despite 
the  one-sided  prominence  given  by  Zwingli  to  his  form.il  principle,  he 
49 
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often  did  violence  to  the  Scriptures ;  for  he  approached  them  externally, 
and  explained  them  according  to  his  subjective  judgment,  and  called 
Luther's  real  submission  to  them  ^vitude  to  the[r  letter  1  Luther 
acknowledged  no  operation  of  the  Spirit,  excepting  tli rough  the  Word 
and  the  Sacraments ;  Zwiugli  severed  the  influence  of  the  Spirit  fix>m 
those  instruments,  and  held  that  he  could  operate  immediately  upou 
the  heart.  He  regarded  the  sacraments  as  only  commemorative  signs  ; 
in  the  doctrine  of  the  person  of  Christ,  he  verged  towards  Nestorian- 
ism,  by  denying  that  the  human  nature  of  Christ  participated  in  the 
divine  predicates.  For  him,  justification  by  the  merits  of  Christ  alone 
was  less  of  positive  than  of  negative  (in  opposition  to  Romish  work- 
righteousness)  imporUmce,  for,  in  original  sin,  he  saw  only  a  moral 
disease,  which,  of  itself,  did  not  constitute  sin ;  and  his  views  of  the 
essence  of  virtue  were  so  superficial,  that  he  ranked  even  heathen, 
like  SQcratcs  and  Cato.  without  further  qualifications,  in  the  com- 
munion of  saints.  Along  with  this,  his  speculations  led  him  to  adopt 
B.  fjHiulistic  predoaliiiaUon,  which  deprives  the  will  of  moral  freedom, 
as  over  against  divine  providence,  —  Luther  was  right  in  subsequently 
saying  to  Zwingli :  "Ihrhabt  einen  andern  Goist,  dcnn  wir."  —  (Cf. 
E,  Zetler,  das  theol.  System  Zwiugli 's.  Tiibg.  1853. —  Chr.  Sufttarf^ 
Ulr.  Zw.  Der  Char.  sr.  Theol.  mit  bes.  KUcks.  auf  Pic.  v.  Mirandola. 
Stuttg.  1855.  [See,  also,  Ebrard's  Lelire  v.  heil.  Abendm.,  for  a  com- 
plete refutation  of  the  above,  and  Zwinyli  fio  Radical,  in  the  Mercers- 
burg  Review,  1849,  p.  203,  etc.—  TV.] 

2.  The  m/ormation  in  Zurich  (1510-25).  (Cf.  Sal.  Hens,  Urspr. 
Gang,  etc.,  dcr  durch  Zw.  in  Z.  bewirkt.  Ref.  Zurich,  1820.) — In  Svrit- 
zerland,  also,  a  seller  of  indulgences,  Bernard  Sampson,  prosecuted 
his  scandalous  business.  At  Zwingli's  instigation,  the  gates  of  Zurich 
were  closed  against  him.  Soon  afterwards  (1520)  the  council  granted 
the  priests  and  preaciiers  of  the  city  and  territory  the  privilege  of 
preaching  according  to  the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament 
alone.  All  this  took  place  under  the  eyes  of  two  papal  nuncios,  then 
in  Zurich — and  yet  it  went  unj)unished,  for  the  Roman  court  was  then 
too  intent  upon  procuring  troops  for  a  papal  army,  designed  for  the 
conquest  of  Milan.  Nevertheless,  a  large  annuity  was  offered  to 
Zwingli,  if  he  would  cease  to  preach  against  the  Pope.  He  rejected 
the  offer,  and  went  forward  on  his  reformatory  course.  Under  the  con- 
tinned  forbearance  of  Rome,  the  new  views  took  deeper  root.  During 
Lent,  1522,  the  people  of  Zurich  unscrupulously  ate  meat  and  eggs. 
Then  first  did  the  bishop  (of  Constance)  adopt  corrective  measures ; 
the  opp<ments  of  reform  in  the  city  and  council  aLso  roused  themselves. 
At  this  time,  Francis  Lamhert,  of  Avignon  (J  7,  2),  came  to  Zurich. 
He  preached  against  the  innovations,  had  a  public  debate  with  Zwingli 
in  July,  and  declared  himself  vanquished  and  convinced.  Zwingli'g 
opponents  had  reckoned  confidently  upon  Lambert's  eloquence  and 
dialectic  skill.     The  unexpected  result  of  the  dis^uiAtion  produced 
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the  greater  effect.  The  council  changed  the  permission  to  preach  the  Gos- 
pel ioto  a  command  to  do  nothing  ebe.  Against  this  the  adherents  of 
Rome  protested.  A  public  dispniaiion  was  therefore  apfointed  is 
Feb.,  1523.  John  Faber^  a  former  friend  of  Zwingli,  but  who  had 
totally  changed  his  views,  ifter  a  visit  to  Rome,  and  had  been  made 
vicar-general  of  the  Bishop  of  Constance,  undertook  the  defence  ot 
old  doctrines  and  customs  against  Zwingli.  Having  let  himself  be 
drawn  into  the  Scriptural  argument,  he  was  defeated.  The  clergy  now 
began  to  marry,  and  the  monasteries  were  forsaken.  Violent  assaults 
were  made  upon  the  mass,  and  the  worship  of  images  and  saints.  The 
council  resolved  to  have  the  question  concerning  images  decided  by 
another  disputation,  in  Oct.,  1523.  Ij^o  Juda,  pastor  of  St.  Peter's,  in 
Zurich,  discussed  the  worship  of  images;  Zwingli,  the  mass ;  and  they 
met  with  scarcely  any  opposition.  At  Whitsuntide,  1524,  the  council 
ordered  all  images  to  be  removed  from  the  churches,  the  frescoes  to  be 
cut  out,  and  the  walls  to  be  painted  white.  The  playing  of  organs  and 
ringing  of  bells  were  likewise  to  be  abolished,  because  they  were  con- 
nected with  superstitions.  A  new,  purely  Scriptural  formula  of  baj)- 
tism  was  introduced,  and,  finally,  the  mass  abolished  (1525).  At 
Easter,  1525,  Zwingli  administered  a  love-feast,  at  which  the  bread  was 
carried  about  in  wooden  trays,  and  the  wine  was  drunk  from  wooden 
cups.  Thus  he  thought  he  had  restored  the  Lord's  Supper  to  its  apos- 
tolic Christian  simplicity ! 

3.  The  Reformation  in  Basel  (1520-25).  (Cf  OEcolampad's  Leben, 
by  GnjnaeuSj  Bas.  1536. — Sal.  Hess,  Zurich,  1703. — /.  /.  Herzog,  Bas. 
1843,  2  Bde.— [AT.  R.  Hayeidmch,  Elberfeld,  1850.]  —  ^»nrA//ar6Z,  die 
Ref.  in  Basel.  Bas.  1818.)  —  Wolfyamj  Fahricius  Capifo  (KJipflin)  ana 
Caspar  Hedio  early  began  to  preach  the  Gospel  in  Basel.  But,  before 
they  could  Jay  a  firm  foundation,  they  obeyed  a  call  to  Mayence  (1520), 
and  soon  afterwards  went  to  Strassburg.  Their  work  was  carried  on 
with  zeal  and  success  by  William  Roublin.  lie  preached  against  the 
ntiass,  purgatory,  and  the  worship  of  images,  often  to  four  thousand 
hearers.  At  Corpus  Christi,  instead  of  relics,  which  he  ridiculed  as 
dead  men's  bones,  he  carried  a  Bible  before  him.  lie  was  banished, 
and  subsequently  joined  the  Anabaptists.  A  new  epoch  for  Basel 
opened  with  1523.  John  Flansschein  or  (EcolampadiuSy  of  W^einsberg, 
in  Franc(mia  (Zwingli's  Molanchthon),  preached  in  Basel,  as  early  as 
1516.  Then  he  accepted  a  call  to  the  cathedral  in  Augsburg,  but,  in 
the  course  of  a  year,  withdrew  to  a  monastery  of  St.  Bridget,  in  Augs- 
burg. There  he  studied  Luther's  writings,  and,  being  persecuted  for 
this,  he  took  refuge  in  the  castle  of  Sickingcn,  where  he  officiated  for 
a  season  as  chaplain.  After  Sickingen's  overthrow,  he  fled  to  Basel 
(1523),  became  preacher  at  St.  Martin's,  and  professor  in  the  univer- 
sity. A  circle  of  young  men,  awakened  by  him,  soon  gathered  around 
him,  and  energetically  sustained  him  in  his  reformatrry  lalors.  They 
baptized  in  German,  administered  the  eucharist  in  both  forms,  and 


64         8I0TI0N  III. —FIRST  PERIC  D  (0£N1    16  A.  D.y. 

were  untiring  in  their  preaching.  In  1524,  the  council  gave  ah  monkt 
and  nuns  liberty  to  quit  the  monastery.  William  Farely  J  I>auphiu^ 
a  refugee  from  France,  whom  Gilcolampadius  kindly  received,  remained 
several  months  in  Basel  (1524),  and  rendered  important  service  ia 
furthering  the  Reformation.  In  February,  he  had  a  public  disputation 
with  the  opponents  of  the  cause.  The  university  and  bishop  had  for- 
bidden it,  but  the  council  was  only  the  more  intent  upon  it.  Its  resuU 
gave  a  mighty  impulse  to  the  Reformation. 

4.  The  Reformation  in  other  Cantons  (1520-25).  (Cf.  Slierlein,  die 
Ref.  in  Bern.  Bern.  1827. — S.  Fischer^  d.  Rcf.  in  Bern.  1827. — /.  Kuhn, 
die  Reformatoren  Berns.  Bern.  1828.  —  AT.  Kirchhofer,  B.  Ilaller's  Lc- 
ben.  Zurich.  1828.  —  C,  Gruneiseny  Nicl.  Manuel,  Leb.  u.  Wirk.  eiues 
Malers,  Dichters,  Kriegers,  Staatsm.  u.  Ref.  Stuttg.  18157.)  —  From 
1518,  Berchtold  Ilaller^  of  Ri)thweil,  in  Swabia,  with  Francis  Kolb 
and  Sebast.  Meyer ,  labored  in  Bern  as  political  and  religious  reformers, 
in  harmony  with  Zwingli.  As  an  auxiliary  to  their  preaching,  Nicholas 
Manuelf  poet  and  painter,  wrote  and  issued  satirical  plays  for  the  car- 
nival ("Der  To<ltenfresser,"  1522;  "Die  Krankheit  der  Messe," 
1526,  etc.).  In  1523,  the  council  authorized  the  monks  and  nuns  to 
leave  the  monastery ;  some  left  and  married.  The  opposite  party 
called  upon  John  Heim,  a  Dominican,  to  defend  their  cause  in  the  city 
(1524).  A  violent  controversy  arose  between  him  and  the  Franciscan, 
Sebastian  Meyer,  and  the  council  expelled  both  from  the  city.  Thus 
Holler  alone  remained.  But  he  was  vigilant^  and  the  cause  pn)- 
gressed.  —  In  Mtthlhausm,  where  Ulric  v.  Huttcn  had  found  refuge  in 
his  last  days,  the  council  issued  an  ordinance  (1524)  which  gave  free 
course  to  the  Reformation  ;  in  Bt'el,  also,  it  was  admittofl  without 
restriction.  In  Eastern  Switz<»rland,  Sf.  Gall  distinj:;uishod  itself  for 
Eeal  in  the  cause,  un<lor  the  load  of  its  l>ur<:oniastor,  Vadian.  John 
Kessler  (5  4,  1)  preached  the  (lospol  in  the  corporation  hall  of  Sattler- 
schurz,  and  lialth.  Ifiihmeifr  from  the  pulpit.  Iluhinoier  afterwards 
went  over  to  the  Anabaptists.  In  SrhdJThau.^m,  the  Catholics  put  for- 
ward Erasjnus  Bitter  in  a  disputation  with  the  Reformed  preacher, 
SrhaM.  Ifofmcister.  Ritter  acknowle(l«j:od  his  defeat,  and  thenceforth 
coi)poratO(i  with  Ilofmeister.  In  Valais,  Thomas  Plater,  the  original 
and  learned  rope-maker  (afterwards  rector  of  the  hi«rh-school  of  Burg), 
was  a«*tivo  in  preparing  the  way  f<»r  the  Reformation.  In  Appenzel 
and  GJanis  also,  as  well  as  in  the  confe<lorate  cantons,  the  cause  every- 
where  profrressed.  —  In  the  interior,  on  the  contrary,  the  nobilitv, 
clin<ring  to  their  pensions,  resisto<l :  the  mountain  people  also,  whose 
idea  of  religion  consisted  of  pilgrimages,  images,  and  saints,  persist- 
ently opyiosed  all  innovations.  lAizeriu\  at  the  head  of  the  original 
cant^ms,  and  Freiburg  in  the  West,  were  the  chief  bulwarks  of  popery 
in  Switzerland. 

6.  Anabaptist  Disorders,  —  Although  the  Reformers  in  Switzerlani' 
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carried  their  operations  to  greater  extremes,  a  multitude  of  fan  itical 
nltraists  sprang  up,  who  thought  that  far  too  little  was  d(»nc.  Among 
them,  also,  Anahaptism  was  t'le  symbol  of  those  fanatical,  spiritual 
istic,  communistic  movements  which  first  overran  Zwickau.  Their 
chief  leaders  in  Switzerland  were  Lewis  Ildzer,  Conrad  Grebelf  Felix 
Mam,  Balth.  Uuhmeier,  and  Stephen  Stohr,  They  began  their  dis- 
orders in  Zoltikon,  near  Zurich.  Ilubmeier,  on  Easter-eve  (1525), 
held  a  council  of  Anabaptists  at  Waldshut.  The  district  of  Basel, 
where  Thomas  MUnzer  had  been  uprooting  the  soil,  now  arose  in  open 
clamors  against  the  city.  In  St.  Gall,  alone,  there  were  800  Anabap- 
tists. At  Zwingli's  urgent  advice,  Zurich  adopted  thorough  measures 
against  them.  Many  were  banished,  some  were  drowned  without 
mercy.    Bern,  Basel,  at  St.  Gall,  followed  this  example. 

6.  The  Dispniation  at  Baden  (1526).  —  At  the  public  assemblies,  the 
anti-reform  party  of  the  oligarchs,  whose  spirit  of  opposition  was  sus- 
tained by  their  fear  of  losing  their  annuities,  was  still  predominant. 
John  Ijaher,  of  Constance,  was  the  soul  of  the  party.  Zurich  waa 
repeatedly  required  to  abstain  from  the  innovations.  At  the  assembly 
of  1525,  it  declared  itself  ready  to  comply,  as  soon  as  they  were  refuted 
by  the  Scriptures.  The  oligarchs  could  not  evade  the  demands  for  a 
disputation ;  but,  in  spite  of  all  protests,  they  appointed  it  in  the 
strictly  Catholic  Baden.  The  contestants  and  representatives  of  the 
cantons,  and  bishops,  met  there  in  May,  1526.  Faher  again  stood  at 
the  head  of  the  papists,  but  wisely  committed  the  defence  to  Eck  of 
Ingolstadt,  who  had  offered  his  services.  Opposed  to  him  were  Halter, 
of  Berne,  and  (Fkolampadiusy  of  Basel.  The  Reformed  party  waa 
treated  most  shamefully,  whilst  every  honor  and  advantage  was  shown 
the  Catholics.  Eck^  it  was  said,  bathed  in  Baden,  but  in  wine. 
Zwinffli  was  not  there ;  the  council  of  Zurich  had  forbid  his  going ; 
but  Thomas  Plater  sent  him  a  daily  account  of  the  proceedings.  Eck*s 
theses  were  discussed  one  by  one ;  this  took  eight  days.  Eck's  bois- 
terousness  drowned  (Ecolampadius*  weak  voice ;  but  the  calm  self- 
possession  of  the  latter  had  an  imposing  effect.  At  the  close,  Thomas 
Murner  (\  5,  2),  the  monk  of  Luzerne,  arose  and  road  forty  abusive 
articles  against  Zwingli.  CKcolampadius,  and  ten  of  his  friends,  per- 
severed to  the  end  in  rejecting  Eck's  theses ;  all  the  rest  su]»seribed 
them.  The  assembly  pronounced  the  Reformers  heretics,  and  called 
upon  the  respective  cantons  to  banish  them. 

7.  The  Disputation  at  Berne  (1528).  (Cf.  S.  Fischer,  Gcsch.  d.  Disp. 
zu  Berne.  Berne,  1828.)  —  Berne  and  Basel  were  highly  offfnded  at 
the  indignity  done  to  their  deputies  at  Baden.  The  domocratic  ele- 
ment, which  was  on  the  side  of  the  Refonners,  was  incn^nsing  in 
strength.  Berne  grew  weary  of  the  distraction.  A  sole^nn  disputation 
was  therefore  instituted,  to  which  deputies  were  invited  from  nil  parts. 
who  should  decide  the  matter.  It  took  place  on  January  7<  27,  1528 
49* 
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Zwiiigli  was  present.  On  the  Catholic  side  there  were  no  competent 
debaters,  and  thej  were  completely  defeated.  Every  trace  of  Car 
tholicism,  in  worship  and  discipline,  w%s  then  exterminated.  The 
various  institutions  and  monasteries  were  secularized ;  preachers 
made  their  oath  of  office  to  the  civil  rulers.  Some  violent  measure* 
attended  the  abolition  of  images.  The  valuable  organ,  in  the  church 
of  St.  Vincent,  was  stamped  to  pieces  under  the  rough  heels  of  th6 
iconoclasts.  The  political  reformation  progressed,  simultaneously  with 
that  of  religion,  and  all  annual  stipends  were  recalled. 

8.  Complete  Triumph  of  the  Reformation  in  Basely  St.  GalL  and 
Schq/fhaiisen  (1529). — The  burgomaster,  VaiJiaii^  brought  back  tidings 
of  the  triumphant  issue  of  the  Berne  disputation  to  St.  Gall,  This 
was  the  death-blow  to  the  Catholic  party.  As  early  as  1528,  though 
not  without  some  iconoclastic  excesses,  the  Reformation  gained  st)lc 
sway. — In  Basel  the  council  was  divided,  hence  its  measures  were  par- 
tial and  wavering.  On  GtKxl  Friday,  some  citizens  (without  the  know- 
ledge of  CEcolampadius)  destroyed  the  images  in  St.  Martin's  CJiurch. 
They  were  imprisoned  for  it.  But  an  insurrection  of  the  citizens  com- 
pelled the  council  to  release  them,  and  to  grant  the  Reformed  the  un- 
conditional use  of  several  churches,  from  which,  of  course,  all  images 
were  removed.  In  December,  1528,  the  guilds  presented  a  petition, 
e-ouched  in  the  most  moderate  terms,  for  the  entire  abolition  of  **  idol- 
atry." The  Catholic  party  took  up  arms ;  the  Reformed  followed  their 
example ;  a  civil  war  threatened.  The  council  succeeded  in  quelling 
the  disturbance  by  appointing  another  public  disputation,  after  which 
the  whole  matter  was  t^)  be  decided  by  a  vote  of  the  citizens.  But  the 
Catholic  minority  protcHte<l  so  energetically  against  this,  that  the 
council  again  had  recourse  to  half-way  measures.  The  dissatisfaction 
of  the  Reformed  exploded  in  a  fearful  destruction  of  images,  on  Shrove 
Tuesday,  1529.  Great  piles  of  broken  images  and  altars  were  burnt. 
The  strictly  Catholic  members  of  the  council  fled,  and  the  rest  had  to 
yield  to  the  will  of  the  burghers.  Erasmus,  also  (Vol.  I.,  ?  120,  3), 
escaped. — In  SchaJThauseny  likewise,  dissensions  prevailed  until  1529. 
But  the  course  of  thinji's  in  Borne  and  Basel  hastened  the  victory  of 
the  Hew  measures.  Here  the  <lrama  ended  very  cheerily  with  a  double 
marriage.  The  Abbot  of  All-Saints  married  a  nun,  an<l  Erasmus 
Ritter  married  a  sister  of  the  abbot.  The  images  were  removed  with- 
out a  tumult,  and  the  mass  abolished. 

9.  The  First  Peace  of  Cappel  (1529).  — The  Catholic  party  had  re- 
tained the  ascendency  in  the  five  primitive  cantons.  They  were  as 
unwilling  to  lose  the  annuities,  and  the  right  of  engj\ging  in  foreign 
military  service,  as  to  give  up  the  mass  and  saints,  and  sanguinarily 
punished  every  attempt  to  smuggle  the  new  doctrine  into  their  terri- 
tories. But  they  wished  to  have  their  measures  carried  out  in  all  the 
allied  bailiwicks.    Zurich  and  Berne  resolved  no  longer  to  endure  this. 
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As,  moreover,  Untervralden  had,  under  these  circumstances,  leen 
guilty  of  publicly  violating  the  peace  of  the  confederacy,  and  was 
sustained  by  the  other  four  cantons,  the  burgher  cities  threatened 
serious  vengeance  against  this  infraction.  The  forest  cities  turned  to 
Austria,  the  old  hereditary  foe  of  Swiss  liberty,  and,  in  the  beginning 
of  1529,  concluded  a  formal  treaty  with  King  Ferdinand,  at  Insbrlick, 
pledging  reciprocal  aid  in  matters  of  faith.  Emboldened  by  this 
treaty,  they  incre;i8ed  their  persecutions  of  the  Reformed,  nailed  the 
escutcheons  of  the  burgher  cities  to  the  gallows,  and  burnt  alive  a 
Zurich  preacher,  Jacob  Keyset,  whom  they  took  on  the  highway,  in 
neutral  territory.  Then  the  Zurichers  broke  out.  With  their  decided 
preponderance,  they  might  easily  have  put  down  the  five  cantons,  and 
thus  have  opened  all  Switzerland  to  the  Reformation ;  and  Zwingli 
urged  this  course.  But  Berne  was  jealous  of  Zurich's  growing  power, 
and  even  many  Zurichers,  fearing  war,  were  inclined  to  nejrotiate  for 
peace  with  their  confederated  brethren.  This  led  to  the  First  Peace 
of  Cappelj  Nov.  16,  1529.  The  five  cantons  gave  up  the  deed  of  con- 
federation with  Austria,  which  the  mediators  immediately  tore  in 
pieces ;  they  agreed  to  pay  the  costs  of  the  war,  and  conceded  that,  in 
the  bailiwicks,  each  congregation  should  decide  by  vote  upon  matters 
of  faith.  In  regard  to  preaching  the  Gospel,  it  was  agreed  that  neither 
party  would  disturb  the  faith  of  the  other.  The  matter  of  foreign  pen- 
sions was  adroitly  evaded.  Thus,  much  was  gained,  but  less  than 
Zwingli  desired.  On  the  basis  of  this  peace,  Thurgovia,  Baden,  Schaff- 
hausen,  Solothurn,  Neuenburg,  Toggenburg,  etc.,  did  away  with  the 
mass,  images,  and  altars. 

10.  The  Second  Peace  of  Cappel  (1531).  —  Even  after  the  peace,  the 
five  cantons  continued  stubborn  in  excluding  and  persecuting  the  Re- 
formed, and  formed  a  new  alliance  with  Austria.  At  the  diet,  by  the 
old  laws  of  confederacy,  they  still  had  the  preponderance  ;  a  fact  which 
stood  in  glaring  contrast  with  the  actually  much  greater  preponderance 
of  the  burgher  cities.  Zurich,  therefore,  insisted  upon  a  reorganization 
of  the  confederacy.  On  the  other  hand,  the  forest  cantons  treated  the 
Reformed  with  greater  cruelty.  Then  Zurich  decided,  forthwith,  to 
seize  arms ;  but  Berne  carried  a  decree  to  punish  the  forest  cantons  l)y 
cutting  off  all  intercourse  with  them.  This  measure,  however,  totally 
failed.  It  excited,  in  those  cantons,  the  greatest  indignation  and  anger, 
not  against  their  stubborn  rulers,  as  the  Bernese  hoped,  but  against 
their  unmercifCil  oppressors,  so  that  the  people  only  clung  the  more 
closely  to  their  governments.  At  the  diet  of  Luzerne,  the  five  cantons 
re8<»lved  (Sept.,  1531)  to  save  themselves  from  perishing  with  hunger, 
by  immediately  renewing  the  war.  By  carefully  guarding  the  borders, 
they  kept  their  resolution  and  preparations  so  secret,  that  no  tidings 
thereof  reached  the  burgher  cities.  These,  conscious  of  their  greater 
strength,  were  therefore  wholly  unprepared,  when  sud  lenly,  Oct.  9, 
AQ  army  of  8000  men,  breathing  vengeance,  invaded  the  territory  of 
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Zurich.  Zurich  hastily  collected  a  force  of  2000  men,  which  met  thi 
foe  at  Cappd,  Oct.  11,  and  was  wollnigh  annihilated.  Zwingli  wot 
among  the  slain.  His  body  was  quartered,  burned,  and  his  ashes  scat 
tered  to  the  winds.  Zurich  and  Berne  soon  brought  to  the  field  an 
army  of  20,000  men  ;  but  the  couraj^c  and  audacity  of  the  enemy  had 
increased,  whilst  the  defeat  of  Cappcl  had  rubbed  the  Reformed  of  con- 
fidence and  hope.  They  attacked  the  enemy,  intrenched  at  Baar,  near 
the  Zug  mountain,  but  were  repulsed  with  great  loss.  The  season  was 
against  them,  and,  what  was  worse,  they  were  disheartened.  Hence, 
when  the  forest  cantons  reassumed  the  offensive,  the  other  party  8ul>- 
mittcd  to  the  scandalous  Second  Peace  of  Cappel  (1531),  which,  whilst 
it  guaranteed  them  liberty  to  maintain  the  Keformation  in  their  own 
territories,  gave  to  the  five  cantons  the  right  of  restoring  Catholicism 
in  the  bailiwicks.  The  Reformed  had  to  defray  the  costs  of  the  war, 
and  to  surrender  their  deed  of  confederacy  with  Strassburg,  Con- 
stance, and  iiessen.  A  restoration  of  Catholicism  was  now  begun. 
The  Catholic  minority,  till  then  kept  down,  was  active  on  all  sides, 
and  carried  its  measures  more  or  less  triumphantly  through  in  many 
places.  Thus  in  Aargau,  Thurgovia,  Rheinthal,  Sollure,  Glarus,  Rap- 
perschwyl,  St.  Gall,  etc. 

2  11.  THE   SACRAMENT  ART  AX  CONTROVERSY.     (1525-29). 

Cf.  {Selnecker  u.  Chemintez)y  Hist.  d.  Sacramentstreites.  Lpz.  1591. 
—  V.  E.  Loscherj  ausf.  hist,  motuum  Zw.  Luth.  u.  Ref.  2.  A.  Frkf.  u. 
Lpz.  1722,  etc.  —  M.  GobeU  Luther's  Abendmahlslehre  vor  u.  in  der 
Streite  niit  Karlstadt;  in  d.  Studd.  u.  Kritt.  1843,  III.  —  lb.,  Karl- 
Btadt's  Abendmahlslehre,  id.  1842,  II. — J,  H.  A.  Ebrard,  d.  Dogma,  v. 
h.  Abdm.  u.  8.  Gesch.  Frkf.  IMC).  Bd.  IL;  adv.:  A".  F.  A.  Ka/un's,  d. 
Lohre  v.  Abdm.  Lpz.  1851. —  A.  JV,  Dieckhojf,  d.  evang.  Abendmahlsl. 
im  Reform.  Zoitalter.  Gottg.  1854,  Bd.  I.— C.  F.  Jager  {i  4,  3). 

Luthei%  in  his  work  on  the  Babylonian  captivity  of  the  Church 
(15*20),  liiid  given  rather  undue  prominence  to  the  subjective 
aspect  of  the  sacraments,  in  opposition  to  the  prevailing  view, 
which  attributed  tlieir  efficacy  to  the  mere  objective  reception 
of  tiiem.  independently  of  subjective  faith  (opus  operatum). 
Thus,  in  the  first  period  of  his  reformatory  labors,  he  was  in 
dan«rer,  as  he  subsequently  admitted  in  his  message  to  the  Struss- 
bur^ers,  of  erring  by  a  depreciation  or  denial  of  the  divinely- 
objective  contents  of  the  sacraments.  But,  whilst  he  decidedly 
opposed  transnbstantiation  as  a  scholastic  invention,  and  was 
naturally  inclined  to  regard  the  bread  and  wine  as  mere  symbols 
the  words  of  Holy  Writ  impressed  hira  so  powerfully,  that  he 
could  not  deny  the  real  presence  of  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ 
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The  yagaries  of  fanatics  and  sacramcntarians  soon  led  hiin  to 
that  nnconditional  submission  to  the  letter  of  the  Scriptares,  to 
that  firm  and  joyful  confidence  in  its  import,  which  thenceforth 
became  the  support  and  guide  of  his  life.  Teaching  that  the 
true  body  and  blood  of  Christ  were  received  in,  with,  and 
UNDER,  the  bread  and  wine — to  the  benefit  of  believers,  and 
the  judgment  of  unbelievers  —  he  maintained  the  true  Biblical 
medium  between  the  unbibiical  extremes  of  papists  and  sacra- 
men  tarians. 

1.  Carlsiadt  had  already,  in  Orlamund  (J  4,  3),  advanced  his  doo- 
trine  of  the  Supper,  totally  denying  the  presence  of  the  body  and 
blood  of  Christ  in  the  sacrament.  lie  explained  away  the  force  of  the 
words  of  institution  by  an  absurd  explanation  of  rovro.  He  argued 
that  Christ  thereby  pointed  to  his  body  then  present,  and  designed  to 
gay:  **  This  is  my  body,  which  I  will  offer  in  death  for  3*ou,  and,  in 
remembrance  of  the  fact,  eat  this  bread."  When  Carlstadt,  driven 
from  Saxony,  went  to  Strassburg,  he  interested  the  ministers  of  that 
city,  -ygr/in  BVS^  ^^^  ^^o]f(jantj  Capifo,  in  favor  of  his  views.  Their 
efforts  to  eifect  a  reconciliaticm  weW,  Of  course,  unavailing  with  Luther. 
Zwingli,  also,  sympathized  with  Carlstadt.  Agreeing  with  him,  essen- 
tially, though  on  different  grounds,  Zwingli  explained  the  words  of 
institution,  "  This  is"  by  "  this  signifies"  and  reduced  the  entire  sig- 
nificance of  the  sacrament  to  a  symbolical  commemoration  of  the  suf- 
ferings  and  death  of  Christ.  In  a  letter  to  Matthew  Alber,  in  Reut- 
lingen  (1524),  who  held  Luther's  view,  he  expressed  this  opinion,  and 
defended  Carlstadt  against  Luther.  He  developed  the  same  opinion 
more  fully  in  his  *'  Commentarius  de  vera  et  falsa  religione,"  1525,  in 
which  he  designates  Luther's  view  as  an  opinio  non  solum  rustica  sed 
etiam  impia  et  frivola.  OiA'olampadius  also  took  part  in  the  contro- 
versy, and  vindicated  his  friend  Zwingli  against  Buf/enhafjeu's  attack, 
in  his  '*  De  genuina  verborum  Domini :  Hoc  est  corpus  niouni,  expo- 
tione,"  1525.  In  this  work,  Q-^colampadius  attempts  to  show  that 
aCtfia,  in  the  words  of  institution,  signify  as  much  as  **sirf7i  of  the 
body."  He  submitted  the  work  to  the  Swabian  reformers,  John  Brenz 
and  Erhard  Srhnepfi,  who,  in  conjunction  with  twelve  other  Swabian 
preachers,  replied  to  it  in  accordance  with  Luther's  view.  The  con- 
troversy spread,  disputants  multiplied,  each  eagerly  replying  to  his 
opponent.  Luther  issued  two  more  powerful  works  upon  the  subject: 
one  in  1527,  **  Das  die  Worte:  das  ist  mein  Leib,  noch  fest  stehen;" 
the  other  in  1526,  '*  Bekenntniss  vom  Abendmahlc."  The  struggle 
pnigres-^ed,  in  spite  of  the  conciliatory  efforts  of  the  Strassburg  divines. 
Zwingli's  view  became  the  shibboleth  of  the  Swiss  Reformation,  and 
was  approved  in  many  cities  of  Upper  Germany.  Strassburg,  Lindau, 
Memmingen,  and  Constance  adopted  it ;  it  even  found  favor  in  Ulm, 
ilagBburg,  Reutlingen,  etc. 
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{ 12.  THE  PROTEST  AND  CONFESSION  OF  THE  EVANGEL 

ICAL  STATES.     (1529-30.) 

After  the  diet  of  Spires,  public  action  upon  religious  matters 
was  suspended  for  three  years.  But,  incited  by  the  growing 
strength  and  the  progress  of  the  Reformation  during  this  time, 
embittered  by  intervening  mistakes,  and  encouraged  by  the  im- 
provement of  the  emperor^s  political  position,  the  Catholic  party 
obtained  the  preponderance  again  at  the  next  diet  of  Spires 
(1529),  and  secured  the  passage  of  a  decision  designed  to  put 
a  full  end  to  the  evangelical  cause.  The  evangelical  party 
entered  a  formal  protest  (thenceforth  they  were  called  Protest' 
ants)^  and  made  every  eflFort  to  give  it  effect.  The  attempted 
union  with  the  Swiss  and  cities  of  Upper  Germany  failed  ;  but, 
in  the  Augsburg  Confession,  they  raised,  at  Augsburg  (1630), 
a  banner  in  the  presence  of  the  emperor  and  empire,  around 
which  they  thenceforth  confidently  rallied. 

1.  The  Affair  of  Pack  (1527-28). —  In  1527,  gloomy  reports  were 
spread  of  8ome  imminent  peril  to  the  evangelical  cause.  The  land- 
grave  suHpected  a  conspiracy  of  the  Catholic  princes  in  Germany.  He, 
therefore,  pressed  Otto  v.  Pack,  the  chancellor  of  Duke  George,  to 
reveal  what  he  knew  of  the  matter.  Pack,  at  length,  confessed  that  a 
league  was  already  formed  against  the  Lutherans.  The  landgrave 
offered  him  10,000  guilders  for  the  original  document.  Pack  brought 
a  copy  with  the  ducal  seal  affixed.  According  to  this  paper,  the  Ca- 
tholic princes  of  Germany  ha<l  bound  themselves  to  fall  ujion  electoral 
Saxony  and  Hesse  with  their  united  forces,  to  exterminate  the  Ueform- 
aticm,  and  divide  the  country  among  them,  etc.  The  landgrave  was 
fired  with  indignation,  and  even  Elector  .John  allowed  himself  to  be 
drawn  into  a  league,  by  virtue  of  which  both  were  to  make  energetic 
demonstrations  against  the  impending  assault.  But  Luther  and  Me- 
lanchthon  reminded  the  elector  of  the  words  of  the  Lord:  "He  that 
takcth  tlie  sword  shall  perish  by  the  sword ;"  and  persuaded  him  to 
await  the  attack,  and  confine  himself  to  a  simple  defence  against 
attack.  Tlie  landgrave,  greatly  provoked  by  the  loss  of  his  ally,  sent 
a  c(<py  of  Pack's  document  to  Duke  George,  who  pronounced  it  a 
shameful  falsehood  and  forgery.  Meanwhile,  Philip  had  entered  the 
territory  of  his  ecclesiastical  neighbor.  At  Wittenberg,  bitter  tears 
were  shed  at  this  violent  infraction  of  the  peace  of  the  country.  The 
landgrave,  also,  on  calmer  reflection  after  his  return,  was  ashamed  of 
his  course.  Pack  was  examined ;  he  contradicted  himself,  and  was 
soon  found  to  be  a  bad  character,  who  had  been  guilty  of  other  frauds. 
The  landgrave  banished  him.     For  a  long  time  he  wandered  about 
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•nd,  finally  at  the  inBtigation  of  Duke  George,  was  beheaded  in  the 
Netherlands.  This  affair  greatly  damaged  the  evangelical  cause. 
Mutual  confidence  was  irretrievably  lost;  the  Catholic  princes  now 
seemed  to  be  the  injured  party,  and  they  were  highly  exasperated. 

2.  The  Emperor's  Position  (1527-29).  — The  treachery  of  the  King 
of  France,  and  the  consummation  of  the  league  of  Cognac,  had  placed 
the  emperor  in  a  most  trying  position.  Old  Freundsberg  gathered  an 
army  in  Germany;  and  the  German  soldiery,  burning  with  a  desire 
to  vex  the  pope,  marched  over  the  Alps  without  hire  or  pay.  On  May 
G,  1527,  they  stormed  Rome;  the  pope  yielded  himself  a  captive.  But 
once  more  Germany's  hope  in  her  emperor  failed.  Re^n^ard  for  the 
sentiments  prevailing  in  his  Spanish  hereditary  domains,  and  his  own 
antipathy  against  the  Saxon  heresy,  together  with  other  political 
combinations,  caused  him  to  forget  that  he  had.  been  rescued  by, 
Lutherans^  In  June,  1528,  he  concluded  a  peace  with  the  pope  at 
Barcelona,  and  pledged  his  entire  strength  for  the  extermination  of  the 
heresy.  The  Peace  of  Camhray  (July,  1529)  finally  terminated  the 
war  with  France.  In  the  articles  of  peace,  both  sovereigns  promised 
to  support  the  dignity  of  the  papal  chair,  and  Francis  I.  renewed  the 
pledge  to  furnish  aid  against  heretics  and  the  Turks.  Charles  then 
hastened  to  Italy,  to  be  crowned  by  the  pope,  intending,  after  that,  to 
go  to  Germany  in  person,  and  adjust  existing  difficulties  there. 

3.  The  Diet  of  Spires  (1529).  (Cf.  /.  /.  Mailer,  Hist.  v.  d.  ev.  StUnde 
Protestation.  Jena,  1705,  4to. — /.  A.  IF.  Tittmann,  d.  Protest,  d.  ev» 
SUinde,  Lpz.  1829.)  —  In  the  latter  part  of  1528,  an  imperial  message 
was  sent  from  Spain,  appointing  a  diet  at  Spires,  on  Feb.  21,  1529,  for 
the  purpose  of  devising  measures  in  regard  to  the  war  with  the  Turks, 
and  to  religious  innovations.  The  existing  state  of  affairs  differed 
widely  from  that  in  152G  (J  G,  7).  The  Catholic  princes  wore  irritated 
by  the  frauds  of  Pack ;  the  wavering  states  were  contr(>llod  by  fear 
of  the  emperor ;  the  prelates  were  present  in  full  numbers ;  and  th« 
Catholic  party  had,  for  the  first  time  since  the  diet  of  Worms,  a  de- 
cided majority.  The  proposition  of  the  imperial  commifisaries,  to 
annul  the  decision  of  the  diet  of  152G,  was  approved  by  a  connuLttee, 
adopted  by  a  majority,  and  engrossed,  by  Ferdinand's  orders,  as  a 
decision  of  the  diet.  Thus  all  who  had  hitherto  observed  the  edict -of 
Worms  were  still  to  maintain  it,  and  others  were  forbidden  to  intro- 
duce further  innovations,  at  least  until  a  council  should  be  held  ;  the 
mass  was  to  be  tolerated,  and  the  jurisdiction  and  revenues  of  the 
bishops  were  to  be  every  where  restored.  It  was  the  death-sentence 
of  the  Reformation  ;  for  the  last  point,  especially,  gave  bishops  full 
power  arbitrarily  to  punish  or  depose  offensive  ministers.  As  no 
remonstrances  availed  with  the  stubborn  Ferdinand,  the  evangelical 
party  entered  a  solemn  protest  against  the  decision,  and  demanded  ita 
incorporation  with  the  decision.    But  Ferdinand  declined  accepting  it 
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The  Protestants  at  once  prepared  and  published  a  document  legally 
drawn  up,  and  containing  all  the  acts,  in  which  they  stated  their 
grievances,  and  appealed  to  the  emperor,  a  free  council,  and  a  German 
national  convention.  The  document  was  signed  by  the  Elector  of 
Saxony,  Landgrave  of  Hesse,  Margrave  George  of  Brandenburg,  the 
two  Dukes  of  LUneberg,  and  Prince  Wolfgang  of  Auhalt.  Fourteen 
cities  of  Upper  Germany  subscribed  it. 

4.  The  Marburg  Colloquy  (1529).  (Cf.  Rudelbach,  Ref.  Luthorth.  u. 
Union,  p.  345,  etc. — H,  Ueppe,  d.  15  Marb.  Artikel.  With  a  fac-simile 
of  the  autographs.  2  Aufl.  Kass.  1854.) — Before  leaving  Spires,  elec- 
toral Sajcony  and  Hesse  united  with  Strassburg,  Ulm,  and  Nuremberg, 
in  a  defensive  alliance.  The  theologians  present  strongly  opposed  the 
admission  of  Strassburg  to  this  league,  on  account  of  its  Zwinglian 
views.  At  the  same  time  the  landgrave  formed  a  compact  with  Zurich, 
and  Zurich  applied  to  Francis  I.  of  France.  Thus  a  coalition  was 
forming  which  might  have  become  more  dangerous  to  the  house  of 
Austria  than  any  preceding  one.  But  one  point  was  ignored  which 
soon  frustrated  all  these  plans,  the  diversity  between  the  Lutheran  and 
Zwinglian  confessions.  Mclanchthon  returned  to  Wittenberg  with 
severe  chidings  of  conscience.  Luther  was  opposed  to  any  confederacy 
— most  of  all,  to  fraternization  with  sacramentarians — and  the  elector 
half  agreed  with  him.  The  Nuremberg  theologians  had  the  same 
scruples.  The  league  was  to  bo  ratified  at  Rotach,  in  June.  The 
parties  met,  but  effected  nothing.  The  landgrave  was  distracted,  but 
the  elector  remained  firm.  Philip  then  invited  the  leading  theologians 
of  both  sides  to  hold  a  colloquy  at  his  castle  in  Marburg.  It  lasted 
from  Oct.  1-3,  1529.  On  the  one  side  were  Luthtr,  Melanchfhon,  Justus 
Jonas,  from  Wittenberg,  John  Brenz,  from  Swabian  Hall,  and  Andrew 
OsianJer,  from  Nuremberg ;  on  the  other  side  were  Zwingli,  from 
Zurich,  (Ecolampadius,  from  Basel,  and  Bucer  and  Hedio,  from  Strass- 
burg. After  private  interviews  between  Zwingli  and  Mclanchthon, 
and  Luther  and  (Ecolampadius,  according  to  the  well-considered 
arrangement  of  the  landgrave,  the  public  colloquy  commenced  on  the 
second  day.  In  the  first  place,  several  points  were  discussed  touching 
the  divinity  of  Christ,  original  sin,  baptism,  the  Word  of  God,  etc., 
regarding  which  the  Wittenbergers  suspected  the  orthodoxy  of  Zwingli. 
These  were  nil  secondary  matters  with  Zwingli,  in  reference  to  which 
he  dropped  his  unchurchly  views,  and  declared  his  agreement  with  the 
views  of  the  oecumenical  councils.  But,  in  regard  to  the  article  of 
the  Lonl's  Supper,  he  was  the  more  persistent.  Appealing  to  John, 
6  :^,  '*  The  fl^sh  profifeth  nothing,^*  he  showed  the  supposed  absurdity 
of  Luther's  view.  Luther  had  written,  with  chalk,  on  the  table: 
**  This  is  my  body,"  and  insisted  that  these  were  words  of  God,  which 
should  not  be  perverted.  Agreement  was  out  of  the  questioi .  Zwingli, 
nevertheless,  declared  himself  ready  to  maintain  fraternal  fellowship, 
but  Luther  and  hi?  party  rejected  the  offer     Luther  said:  ''Ihr  habt 
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Mnen  ondem  Oeist  denn  wir."  Still  Luther  found  that  his  opponents 
»4id  not  hold  as  offensive  views  as  he  supposed ;  and  the  Swiss,  also, 
that  Luther's  doctrine  was  not  so  gross  and  Capernaitic  as  they  thought. 
They  united,  therefore,  in  a  mutual  promise  to  drop  disputes,  and  to 
earnestly  pray  God  to  lead  them  all  to  a  right  understanding  of  the 
truth.  They  adopted  and  subscribed  fifteen  articles.  In  the  first  four- 
teen they  declared  unanimous  consent  to  the  oecumenical  faith  of  the 
Cliurch  against  the  errors  of  Papists  and  Anabaptists.  In  the  fifteenth, 
the  Swiss  conceded  that  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ  were  present  in 
the  sacrament,  but  they  could  not  agree  to  his  corporeal  presence  in  the 
bread  and  toine, 

5.  The  Convention  of  Schtcabach  (1520). — Whilst  the  theologians 
were  conferring  at  Marburg,  the  Elector  .lohn  and  Margrave  George 
were  in  consultation  at  S>chleiz.  They  agreed  that  unanimity  in  faith 
was  the  indispensable  condition  of  fraternity.  In  October  following, 
a  convention  was  held  at  Schwabacky  in  accordance  with  the  agreement 
at  Rotach.  On  the  basis  of  the  Marburg  articles,  Luther  had  drawn 
up  a  confession  {the  seventeen  articles  of  Schwahach),  which  the  dele- 
gates from  Upper  Germany  were  required  to  subscribe  before  pro- 
ceeding further.  They  declined  doing  this,  and  the  convention  was 
adjourned.  Meanwhile,  the  imperial  orders  with  regard  to  the  recess 
of  the  diet,  which  arrived  from  Spain,  contained  very  ungracious  ex- 
pressions against  the  Protestants.  The  evangelical  States  jent  an 
embassy  to  the  emperor,  then  in  Italy ;  but  he,  also,  refused  to  receive 
their  protest,  and  wellnigh  treated  the  commissioners  as  prisoners. 
But  they  escaped,  and  brought  back  bad  news.  Hitherto  the  only 
question  had  been  about  a  defensive  and  offensive  league  against  the 
apprehended  assaults  of  the  Swabian  league,  or  other  Catholic  princes. 
Luther's  hope  that  the  emperor  would  still  examine  the  matter  was 
now  destroyed.  The  question  could  not  be  shunned,  what  to  do  if  the 
assault  upon  their  faith  came  from  the  emperor  himself.  The  jurists, 
indeed,  thought  that  the  German  princes  wore  not  in  a  relation  of  un- 
conditional subjection  to  the  emperor,  but  that  they  themselves  were 
rulers  by  the  grace  of  God,  and,  as  such,  bound  to  protect  their  sub- 
jects. But  Luther  did  not  hesitate,  for  a  moment,  to  compare  the 
relation  of  his  elector  to  the  emperor  with  that  of  the  burgomaster  of 
Targau  to  the  elector,  for  he  clung  to  the  idea  of  the  empire  as  firmly 
as  to  that  of  the  Church.  lie  entreated  the  princes  not  to  resist  the 
emperor,  and  for  God*s  sake  to  suffer  every  thing  for  themselves  and 
their  countries.  Only,  if  the  emperor  should  require  them  to  perse- 
cute, banish,  or  put  to  death  their  own  subjects  for  conscience'  sake, 
they  were  not  bound  to  obey.  Under  such  circumstances,  the  Coiiren* 
Hon  of  Smalcald,  agreed  upon  at  Schwabach,  took  place,  but  without 
result. 

6.  me  Did  of  Augsburg  (1530).  (Cf.  die  Jubelschr.  v.  Pfaff,  Nu- 
remb.  1830;    Veesenmeyer,   Nuremb.    1830;  Facias,  Lpz.  1830,  and 
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I^aii  mann fUrkundenh.  z.  Ocsch.  d.  Reichst.  za  Augsb.  Lpz.  1830-3-) 
2  Bde  )  —  From  Bologna^  where  the  Pope  crowned  him,  the  emperot 
issued  a  call  for  a  diet  a/  Augsburg,  which,  after  being  absent  from 
Germany  nine  years,  he  promised  U)  attend  in  person.  The  removal 
of  religious  errors  was  to  be  the  chief  business.  He  wished,  first  of 
all,  to  try,  by  peaceable  means,  to  win  back  the  Protestants  to  the  old 
faith.  Hence  his  proclamation  was  conciliatory  in  its  tone.  But  be- 
fore his  arrival  in  Augsburg,  new  disorders  arose.  The  Elector  John 
had  brought  Melanchthpn,  Jonas,  and  Sj>alatiB,  with  him  to  Augsburg, 
and  had  them  preacb  there.  The  emperor  heard  of  this  with  great 
displeasure,  and  dispatched  a  message  requiring  him  to  have  this 
stopped.  The  admonition  was  not  heeded.  On  June  15,  he,  accom- 
panied by  the  papal  legate,  Campegius,  entered  the  city  in  great 
pomp;  the  Protestants  (according  to2Chr.  5:  18,  19)  participated, 
without  opposition,  in  all  the  religious  and  civil  ceremonies  of  recep- 
tion. The  emperor  tiicn  the  more  confidently  demanded  the  preaching 
to  be  stopped.  But  the  Protestants  were  firm.  Margrave  George 
broke  the  fury  of  the  emperor's  rage  by  his  equally  decided  and 
humble  declaration :  before  he  would  renounce  the  Word  of  God,  he 
would  kneel  down  on  the  spot,  and  let  his  head  be  cut  off.  With  like 
firmness  did  they  refuse  to  participate  in  the  procession  of  Corpus 
Christi,  because  it  was  announced  to  be  "  in  honor  of  Almighty  God." 
In  regard  to  preaching,  they  finally  consented  to  impose  silence  on 
their  clergy  during  the  emperor's  stay,  since  the  opposite  party  was 
also  required  to  abstain  from  controversial  discourses.  The  diet  was 
opened  on  June  20.  The  matter  of  the  Turkish  war,  which  the  em- 
peror first  introduced,  was  postponed  until  the  religious  questions 
should  be  settled. 

7.  The  Augsburg  Confession  (June  25, 1530).  (Cf.  D.  CIti/traus,  Hist, 
d.  Augsb.  Conf.  Rust.  1576,  4to. — E.  Sal.  Cyprian,  Hist.  d.  A.  C.  Gotha, 
1730.—  C^r.  A.  Salig,  vollst.  Hist.  d.  A.  C.  Halle,  1730,  4to.  —  G.  G, 
Weber,  krit.  Gesch.  d.  A.  C.  Frkf.  1784,  2  Bde.  — J.  G.  Rudelbach, 
hist.-krit.  Einl.  in  d.  A.  C.  Lpz.  1841.  [G.  J.  Planck,  Gesch.  d.  prot. 
Lehrbegr.  III.] — When  the  imperial  proclamation  announced  the  pur- 
pose of  settling  religious  dissensions  aniicably,  the  elector  requested 
his  theologians  to  prepare  a  brief  and  lucid  statement  of  the  evangel- 
ical faith.  They  presented  him,  accordingly,  a  revised  copy  of  the 
seventeen  Articles  of  Schwabach  (the  Torgan  Articles),  As  the  em- 
peror's arrival  was  delayed,  Melanchthon  improved  the  interval  in 
preparing  the  Augsburg  Confession  (Ccmfessio  Augustana)  <m  the  basis 
of  the  Torgau  Articles.  This  compact,  lucid  document,  as  decided  as 
it  was  mild,  received  the  full  approval  of  Luther,  whom  the  elector 
hud  left  in  Coburg,  berause  lie  was  still  under  sentence  of  excommuni- 
cation and  proscription.  It  contained  twenty-one  articuli  fidei  prae- 
cipui.  and  seven  articuli  in  quibus  recensentur  abusus  mutati.  On 
June  24,  the  Protestants  desired  to  read  their  confession ;  but  it  wm 
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only  with  great  difficulty  that  the  emperor  consented  t<»  its  being  read 
on  June  25 — and  then  not  in  1i\e  great  hall  of  the  public  sessioHB,  but 
in  the  much  smaller  chamber  of  the  episcopal  chapter,  to  which  only 
the  members  of  the  diet  were  admitted.     The  chancellors  of  electoral 
Saxony,  Doctors  Baier  and  Bruckj  each  came  forward  with  a  copy  of 
the  Confession,  the  former  in  German,  the  latter  in  Latin.     Charles 
wished  the  latter  to  be  read,  but  the  elector  carried  the  point  of  having 
the  German  copy  read  on  German  soil.    This  done,  Bruck  handed  both 
copies  to  Charles,  who  kept  the  Latin  copy  and  gave  the  other  to  the 
Elector  of  Mayence.     The   former  was   subsequently  placed  in  the 
archives  of  Brussels,  but  was  taken  thence  by  the  Duke  of  Alhji,  and 
lost ;  the  other  was"  deposited  in  the  archives  of  Mayeni^  but  only  a 
copy  of  it  was  afterwards  found  there.     Both  were  signed  by  the 
Elector  John,  the  Margrave  George,  Duke  Ernest  of  Luneburg,  the 
Landgrave  Philip,  Prince  Wolfgang  of  Anhalt,  and  the  cities  of  Nu- 
remberg and  Reutlingen.    The  Confession  made  a  favorable  impression 
gpou  many  of  ^fag^'ssemblcd  princes,  and  scattered  many  prejudices 
against  the  faith  of  the  Protestants,  whilst  the  evangelical  confessors 
felt  themselves  greatly  strengthened  by  the  unanimous  confession  of 
their  faith  before  the  emperor  and  nation.     Charles  now  directed  the 
Catholic  theologians,  John  Faber^  Eck^  and  CochlcetiSy  to  refute  the 
Confession.     They  prepared  a  so-called  Confvtaiion,  which  was  read 
Aug.  3.     Charles  declared  that  their  document  contained  the  views  by 
which  he  would  abide;  that  he  ^ould  expect  the  princes  to  do  the 
same ;  otherwise,  he  was  the  protector  of  the  Church,  and  was  not  dis- 
posed to  tolerate  a  schism  in  Germany.     The  Protestants  requested  a 
copy  of  the  Confutation,  that  they  might  examine  it  more  closely  ;  this 
was  denied  them.     Then  the  landgrave  left  the  diet.     He  told  the 
elector  that  he  placed  person  and  property*  country  and  people,  at  his 
disposal ;  and  to  the  delegates  of  the  cities  he  wrote :  "  Tell  the  cities 
not  to  be  women,  but  men.     You  need  not  fear ;  God  is  on  our  side." 
The  Zwinglian  cities  of  Strassburg,  Mcmmingen,  Constance,  and  Lin- 
4att,  handed  in  their  own  confession  (Confessio  tetrapolitana),  the  18th 
article  of  which  declares:  Christ,  in  the  sacrament,  gives  his  true  body 
and  true  blood,  to  be  eaten  and  drunk  for  tjie  nouHshment  of  the  soul. 
Charles  directed  a  Catholic  refutation  of  this  also  to  be  read,  as  a  set- 
tlement of  the  matter.  —  Meanwhile  Luther,  at  Coburg,  had,  by  his 
earnest  prayers,  counsel,  and  encouragement  (Exod.  7  :  11),  sustained 
his  friends  in  their  conflicts  at  Augsburg.     He  preached  often,  wrote 
numerous  letters,  negotiate»l  with  Bucer  (?  13,  7),  labored  at  the  trans- 
lation of  the  Prophets,  and  wrote  several  works  for  edification.     Pro- 
bably the  powerful  hymn:  *'  Eine  veste  Burg,"  etc.,  and  its  tune,  were 
not  composed  here. 

8.  Recess  of  the  Anyslmrg  Diet  (1530.)  —  The  hopeful  firmness  with 
which  the  Protestant  minority  maintained  their  position,  caused  the 
Catholic  majo-ity  to  hesitate  about  a  public  rupture.     They  therefore 
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resolved  to  attempt  a  mediation  once  more.  For  this  purpose  the  out 
peror  appointed  a  commission  of  two  princes,  two  doctors  of  canon  law, 
and  three  thoDlogians,  from  each  party.  The  21  doctrinal  articles  of 
the  Confession  were  assented  to,  without  altering  a  single  fundamenta: 
point ;  on  the  other  hand  the  Protestants  were  to  give  up  everything 
relating  to  constitution  and  customs.  So  the  measure  failed.  Five 
imperial  cities  took  sides  with  the  empefor,  the  others  attached  them- 
selves to  the  protesting  princes.  At  the  close  the  Protestants  desired 
to  read  and  present  an  Apology  of  the  Anysburg  Confession^  drawn  up 
by  Melanchthon,  as  an  offset  to  the  Catholic  confutation,  but  the  Em- 
peror inflexibly  refused  permission.  (After  the  adjournment  of  the 
diet,  Melanchthon  obtained  a  full  copy  of  the  confutation,  and  revised 
his  admirable  apology  ;  —  it  is  among  the  most  decided  productions  of 
his  pen,  and  was  translated  into  German  by  Justus  Jonas.)  On  Sept. 
22,  the  Protestant  states  were  notified  by  the  recess  of  "the  diet,  that 
time  would  be  given  them  until  AprijJi  following,  to  consider  the 
matter ;  but  meanwhile  no  new  work  should  be  published,  and  confes- 
sion and  the  mass  should  be  tolerated  in  their  dominions.  A  promise 
was  also  given  that  a  general  council  should  be  called  within  six 
months.  The  spiritual  princes  were  confirmed  anew  in  all  tlieir  pre- 
rogatives. The  emperor  declared  that  it  was  his  fixed  purpose  strictly 
to  maintain  the  edict  of  Worms,  and  enjoined  his  fiscal  to  prosecute  all 
violations,  even  to  passing  sentence  of  proscription.  The  supreme 
court  of  judicature  itself  was  formally  and  expressly  bound  to  maintain 
the  recess  of  the  diet.  Finally,  Charles  expressed  the  desire  that,  in 
view  of  his  frequent  absence,  his  brother  Ferdinand  might  be  chosen 
King  of  the  Romans.  This  was  soon  afterwards  done  at  Frankfurt; 
but  electoral  Saxony  entered  a  protest  against  it. 

i  13.  EVENTS  AND  NEGOTIATIONS  DURING  1531-36. 

The  Protestants  \md  not  yet  been  able  to  effect  a  permanent 
alliance.  Now,  however,  it  became  necessary  to  set  themselves 
earnestly  about  it.  Thus  arose  the  SinaJcaldic  league^  1531,  for  six 
years.  To  this  energetic  measure,  and  the  simultaneous  political 
exigency  of  the  emperor,  the  Protestants  owed  the  concession 
of  the  first  or  Nuremberg  Hrh'f/ious  Peace.  The  bold  progress 
of  the  landgrave  released  Wiirtemhe.rg  from  the  Austrian  yoke, 
and  popish  coercion.  At  the  same  time  the  Reformation  tri- 
umphed in  AnhnU,  Pomeramia,  and  several  cities  of  Weatpha- 
lia.  But  for  the  Anabaptist  disonJers  of  MUmter,  all  Westphalia 
would  have  become  Protestant.  The  untiring  assiduity  of  Bucer, 
also,  secured  the  northern  countries  for  the  Smalcaldic  league, 
by  means  cf  the  Wittenberg  concord.  The  league  now  presented 
%n  imposing  and  powerful  front. 
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1.  Tfie  FoitncUion  of  the  Smalcaldic  League  (1530-31).  —  The  obliga- 
lion  of  the  imperial  chamber  to  carry  out  the  Augsburg  recess,  threat- 
ened most  danger  to  the  Protestants.  To  ward  off  this  danger  the 
evangelical  states  unanimously  resolved,  at  a  conveniian  in  SmalcaU 
(Dec.  1530),  to  sustain  each  other  against  every  attack  of  the  chamber. 
But  when  the  question  arose  whether,  in  any  extremity,  they  would 
be  justified  in  taking  arms  against  the  emperor  himself,  their  views 
were  divided.  The  legal  opinions  cf  the  jurists  finally  prevailed  over 
all  religious  scruples,  and  the  Elector  of  Saxony  demanded  the  forma- 
tion of  a  league  against  evert/  assailant,  even  should  it  be  the  emperor 
himself.  At  a  second  convention  in  Smalcald,  March,  1531,  such  a 
league  was  formally  concluded,  for  six  years.  The  parties  to  it  wore : 
Electoral  Saxony,  Hesse,  LUneburg,  Anhalt,  Mansfcld,  and  eleven 
cities. 

2.  77ie  Religious  Peace  of  Nuremberg  (1532).  —  The  energetic  combi- 
nation of  the  Protestants  made  an  impression ;  its  effect  was  also  in- 
creased by  a  threatened  attack  of  the  Sultan  iSsilimaUf  who  seemed 
determined  to  enforce  his  pretensions  to  imperial  power  and  universal 
dominion.  In  order  to  subdue  the  Protestant*,  it  would'  be  necessary 
to  make  terms  with  the  Turks ;  or.  If  these  were  to  be  humbled,  a  peace- 
able union  with  the  Protestants  was  indispensable.  Ferdinand  de- 
cided upon  the  latter  policy,  and  by  his  advice  the  emperor  ordered  a 
diet  at  Begemthurg,  and  directed  his  fiscal  of  the  chamber  to  stay  all 
proceedings,  instituted  by  virtue  of  the  Augsburg  recess,  until  the 
diet  should  convene.  But  the  catastrophe  in  Switzerland,  soon  after, 
(j  10,  10,)  changed  Ferdinand's  policy.  This  seemed  to  him  the  best 
time  for  inflicting  the  same  fate  upon  the  evangelical  party  in  Germany 
which  befell  the  Swiss.  He  therefore  sent  an  embassy  to  the  Sultan, 
which  was  authorized  to  propose  the  most  ignominious  terms  of  peace. 
But  Soliman  spurned  every  offer,  and,  in  April,  1532,  marched  for- 
ward with  an  army  of  3(Xl,000  men.  In  the  meantime  the  diet  was 
opened  at  Regensburg,  April  17, 1532.  Here  the  Protestants  were  not, 
as  two  years  previously,  the  suppliants,  but  the  entreated  party.  They 
would  no  longer  listen  to  a  compromise,  but  demanded  peace  in  reli- 
gious matters,  the  annulling  of  all  religious  processes  in  the  chamber, 
and  a  free  general  council,  where  matters  at  issue  should  be  decided 
alone  according  to  the  Word  of  God.  Ah  long  as  Ferdinand  could  hope 
that  his  ambassadors  to  the  Turks  would  obtain  a  favorable  answer,  he 
did  not  seriously  entertain  negotiations  for  j)oace.  But  when  this  hope 
was  destroyed,  and  he  saw  the  terrible  army  of  Soliman  rolling  on- 
ward, there  was  no  time  to  be  lost.  To  bo  nearer  the  cinporor,  (in 
Brussels,)  the  diet's  further  proceedings  wore  transferred  to  Nurem]»erg, 
where  the  first,  or  Nuremberg  Religious  Prarc,  wjis  concluded  (July  2.3. 
1532).  On  account  of  the  Catholic  maj<»rity,  and  the  papal  legate,  the 
demand  regarding  the  imperial  chamber  could  not  be  engrossed  in  the 
pablic  records ;  hence  the  emperor  granted  it  in  a  separate  pledge,  but 
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only  in  favor  of  the  then  existing  states.  It  was  permitted  the  Electa^ 
John,  as  a  reward  for  his  fidelity,  to  see  this  psace  concluded.  He  died 
soon  after  (1532)  of  apoplexy,  and  was  succeeded  by  his  son,  John  Fre* 
derick  the  Magnanimous,  —  A  considerable  army  was  soon  gathered, 
doliman  wasTtofeateiT  by  land  and  sea,  and  returned  home  discom- 
fited. The  emperor  then  went  to  Italy,  and  urged  the  pope  to  call  a 
general  council.  The  pope,  however,  thought  the  measure  premature. 
The  other  condition  of  the  peace,  the  staying  of  processes  before  the 
chamber,  was  also  disregarded  for  a  time.  Charles  hud  indeed  at 
Mantua  directed  his  fiscal  to  delay  all  religious  suits  until  further  orders. 
But  the  chamber  declared  that  the  pending  processes  (mostly  relating 
to  the  restitution  of  ecclesiastical  property  and  immunities)  were  not 
of  a  religious  nature,  but  involved  violations  of  public  peace  and  con- 
fiscations. Then  the  Protestants  entered  (Jan.,  1534)  a  formal  recusa- 
tion of  the  chamber,  which,  nevertheless,  did  not  stay  its  proceedings, 
and  Tas  about  to  pass  sentence  of  ban  upon  some  states,  when  occur- 
rences in  Wiirtemberg  changed  the  aspect  of  things. 

3.  The  EvangeHzation  of  Wuriemherg  (1 534-36 ).-(Cf.  /.  C.  Schmidt 
u.  F,  E.  lyisttr,  Denkw.  d.  wUrttb.  Kef.  Oesch.  Tlibg.  1817.—/.  Hart- 
manUj  Gcsch.  d.  Ref.  in  W.  Stuttg.  1835. — K.  Mann,  Jubclblichl.  d.  ev. 
Ref.  in  W.  Stuttg.  1830. —  C.  Bdit^r,  K.  G.  Ws.  Stuttg.  1848;  K.  Th. 
Keiniy  schwab.  Ref.  Gesch.  Tlibg.  1855. — L,  F.  Ilegd,  llerz.  Ulr.  v.  W. 
TUbg.  1841,  etc.,  u.  3  Bde.  —  /.  Harim<inn  u.  K.  Jiiger^  Leb.  u.  Wirk. 
d.  Joh.  Brenz.  Ilanib.  1840,  2  Bde. — J.  G,  Vaihinger,  Leb.  u.  Wirk.  d. 
Joh.  Brontz.  Stuttg.  1841.)  —  After  the  expulsion  of  Duke  {VriVA,  by 
virtue  of  the  Swabian  league  (1528)  Wiirtemberg  was  under  Austrian 
rule.  The  fanaticism  with  which  every  reformatory  movement  was  put 
down,  had  long  awakened  in  the  breast  of  the  people  a  desire  for  the 
return  of  their  hereditary  prinoc,  and  this  desire  was  increased  by  his 
adoption  of  the  evangelical  faith  in  his  Swiss  exile.  But  the  vigilance 
of  the  Swabian  league  had  thus  far  frustrated  all  the  att(?nipts  of  Ulrich 
to  regain  the  inheritance  of  his  fathers.  II is  son  Chrisfopher  was  edu- 
cated at  the  court  of  Ferdinand,  and  was  to  accompany  (15i:J2)  tho 
emperor  to  Spain.  Wliilst  crossing  the  Alps  he  fled,  and  openly  re- 
claimed his  inheritance  in  Germany.  The  Landgrave  Philip,  Ulrich's 
personal  friend,  had  l)ng  resolved  to  seize  the  first  op|M)rtunity  of  re- 
covering Wiirtemberg  for  him.  At  length,  in  the  spring  of  1534,  he 
carried  out  his  j)lan,  with  the  aid  of  French  gold.  At  Jaw  fen,  Ferdi- 
nand's army  was  well-nigh  destroyed,  and  he  was  compelled,  at  the 
Peace  of  Kadan  (1534)  to  cede  Wiirtemberg  to  Ulrich  a><  a  mesne  fief, 
granting  him,  however,  a  seat  and  vote  at  the  diet,  and  all<)wing  him 
''ull  libertv  to  introduce  the  Ueformaticm  into  his  territorv.  The  Elector 
of  Saxony,  also,  participated  in  this  Peace,  by  acknowledging  Ferdi- 
nand as  King  cf  the  Romans,  and  for  this  receiving  the  assurance  that 
the  chamber  should  definitively  arrest  all  proceedings  against  existing 
members  of  the  Smalcald  league.     From  the  beginning,  Luther's  views 
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nad  met  with  a  warm  response  in  Wiirtemberg ;  but  all  expressions 
of  ejmpathy  therewith  had  been  suppressed  by  Ferdinand's  bloody 
rule.  Sow  the  Reformation  spread  all  the  more  rapidly  over  the  land. 
Vtrich  committed  the  reformation  of  the  district  above  the  Staig  to 
Ambrute  Blaurer,  a  respectable  theologian  of  that  section,  a  pupil  of 
Zwingli,  and  a  friend  of  Bucer,  approving  of  Bucer's  conciliatory  mea- 
sures (n.  7).  The  reformation  of  the  countries  below  the  Staig  was 
undertaken  by  Erhard  Schnepfy  a  professor  at  Marburg,  and  a  decided 
iidherent  of  Luther.  Both  agreed  upon  a  doctrinal  formula  ("  Ci/i'pvs 
et  Han^inem  ChrUti  vere,  i.  e.  substaniialiter  et  essential  iter  j  non  autem 
'ptantiiaiioe  vel  localiter  prcesaitia  esse  et  exhiberi  in  cfjenaJ*)-  Ulrich 
merits  special  praise  for  the  establishment  of  the  university  at  Tubinr 
ff^Ht  modelled  after  that  at  Marburg,  and  which  became  one  of  the  most 
important  nurseries  of  Protestant  learning.  The  example  of  WUrtem- 
berg  encouraged  many  of  the  neighboring  courts  of  tlie  empire  and 
imperial  cities  to  follow  its  course,  and  among  them  the  powerful 
city  of  Augsburg, 

4.  The  Reformation  in  Anhalt  and  Pomerania  (1532-34). — (Of.  F.  L, 
B.  <?.  Medeniy  Gesch.  d.  Einf.  d.  ev.  Lehre  in  Pommer.  Greifew.  1837.) — 
Prince  Wolfgang  oi  Anhalt,  one  of  the  evangelical  confcsstirs  at  Spires 
and  Augsburg,  had  previously  ininniuced  the  Reformation  into  the 
district  along  the  Saale  and  into  Zerbst.  In  1532,  andthcr  Anhalt 
prince,  GtorgCj  cathedral  provost  of  Alagdeburg  and  Merscburg,  at 
first  an  opponent  of  Luther,  but  afterwards  won  over  by  his  writings, 
began  the  work  in  the  district  east  of  the  Elbe,  not  so  much  by  his 
authority  as  a  temporal  prince  as  by  virtue  of  his  ecclesiastical  juris- 
diction, in  exercising  which  he  did  not  allow  the  oppowition  of  the 
archbishop  cardinal  Albrecht  to  hinder  him.  At  his  right  hand  stood 
Nicholas  Hausmanny  a  friend  of  Luther ;  and  when  the  Bishop  of  Bran- 
denburg refused  to  consecrate  his  married  priests,  he  had  them  ordained 
by  Luther  in  Wittenberg.  In  Pomeraniay  however,  the  cause  was 
introduced  amid  more  violent  agitations.  The  no])ility  and  clergy  en- 
deavored to  restrain  by  force  the  inclinations  of  the  people.  Prince 
Bamim  had  been  an  admirer  f)f  Luther  ever  since  the  Lei psic  disputa- 
tion, whilst  his  brother  George  united  with  the  clergy  in  their  opposi- 
tion. But  George  died,  and  his  son  Philip  cooperated  with  Bamim  in 
introducing  the  Reformation  into  the  entire  territory.  At  the  diet  of 
Treptow  (Dec,  1534)  they  submitted  a  plan  for  carrying  on  the  work, 
which  the  cities  hailed  with  joy,  and  which  Bngenhagen  executed  by  a 
Tisitation  of  the  churches  like  that  pursued  in  Saxony. 

5.  The  Reformation  in  Westphalia  (15.32-34).— (Of  C.  A.  Cornelius, 
Gesch.  d.  MUnster.  Aufruhrs.  Bd.  I.  Pie  Reformation.  Lpz.  1855.—. 
//.  Jochmus^  Gesch.  d.  Kirchcnref.  zu  MUnstor.  MUnst.  1825.  —  Max, 
Gdhel,  Gesch.  d.  Chr.  Lebens  in  d.  rhein.  Wostphnl.  K.  Cobl.  1840, 
Bd.  L)  —In  the  cities  o^  Westphalia,  the  Reformation  assumed  the 
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same  character  as  in  those  of  Lower  Qermany,  Lutheran  hymns  doing 
the  chief  work.  Pideritz,  a  pastor  in  Lemgo^  was  an  adherent  of  £ck 
In  order  to  see  the  nature  of  Luthcranism  with  his  own  eves,  he  visited 
Brunswick,  and  returned  with  wholly  altered  views.  He  then  reformed 
the  city  without  opposition. — In  Samt,  the  Catholic  council  resolved  to 
inspire  terror  by  condemning  to  death  Schlachtorp,  a  tanner,  who  had 
severely  denounced  the  council.  The  Lutheran  citizens,  following 
Luther's  example,  endured  the  violence  of  the  authorities  without  re- 
sistance. But  the  executioner,  missing  the  neck  of  his  victim,  dealt 
him  a  terrible  wound  in  the  back.  Another  executioner  came  forward 
to  finish  the  work,  when  Schlachtorp,  reviving,  wrested  the  sword  from 
his  hand,  and  was  borne  home  in  triumph  by  the  crowd.  S.  died  the 
next  day.  The  council  left  the  city,  and  thus  Catholicism  lost  its  last 
footing  there  (July,  1533).  —  In  PaderborH,  the  people  had  defiantly 
claimed  the  freedom  of  the  pulpit ;  and  when  the  Elector  Hermann  of 
Cologne  visited  the  place  to  receive  allegiance  (J  15,  7),  the  refractori- 
ness of  the  Lutherans  was  reported  to  him  in  so  glaring  a  light,  that 
he  ordered  some  of  the  leaders  to  be  seized.  By  means  of  the  torture 
he  wrung  from  them  a  confession  of  a  treasonable  combination  with 
the  Landgrjlve  of  Ilesse,  of  which  they  had  been  falsely  accused,  and 
for  this  he  condemned  them  to  death.  But  when  they  reached  the 
scaffold,  the  request  of  an  old  man  to  be  beheaded  with  them,  and  the 
entreaties  of  the  women  and  maidens,  so  wrought  upon  Hermann,  tha* 
he  spared  their  lives.  The  nobility  and  clergy,  however,  managed  to 
maintain  Catholicism.  —  In  Munster^  the  doctrine  of  Luther  was  early 
preached  ])y  Ikrnh,  RoUmann.  The  council  had  to  open  St.  Lambert 
church  to  him,  and  the  friends  of  the  new  cause  soon  became  ascendant. 
The  council  and  priests  left  the  city.  The  new  bishop,  Francis  of 
Waldeck,  cut  off  all  communication  with  the  city,  hut  during  Christmas, 
1532,  900  armed  citizens  of  MUnster  fell  upon  TeltjU  by  night,  where 
the  diet  was  then  convened,  to  take  the  oath  of  allegiance.  The  bishop, 
who  had  just  departed,  escaped  the  assailants,  but  the  most  noted 
leaders  among  the  nobility  and  priests  were  captured  and  taken  to 
MUnstor.  The  l)iHli()p  was  then  compelled  to  grant  the  city  uncondi- 
tional religious  liberty.  Neighboring  cities  had  already  begun  to 
follow  this  example,  when  a  catastrophe  occurred,  which  resulted  in 
the  full  restoration  of  Catholicism. 

6.  The  M'unster  Faction. — (Cf.  Joc7ijhus,  1.  c.  J.  C.  WaUmanny  John  v. 
Leyden.  Qiiodlb.  1844. — K,  Hasn,  none  Propheten.  Lpz.  1851. —  C.  A. 
Cornelius,  Horichte  d.  Augenzeugen  Ub.  d.  Miinster.  Wiedertauferreich. 
Mlinst.  18'>3). — Rottmann  had  for  some  time  embraced  the  Zwinglian 
doctrine  of  the  L7>rd'8  Supper ;  his  next  step  was  to  reject  infant  ba|> 
lism.  In  a  disputati<m  with  some  theologians  of  Hesse,  he  was  defeated 
Nevertheless,  he  managed  to  remain  in  the  city,  and  to  strengthen  his 
party  by  gathering  in  Anabaptist  elements  from  other  places.  On  the 
festival  of  the  Thr=5e  Kings,  1534,  the  prophet  John  Mathys,  a  baker 
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of  Harlom,  and  his  ardent  apostle,  John  Bockdson,  a  tailor  of  Lejden, 
came  to  MUnster.  The  populace,  especially  women,  crowded  to  theii 
preaching.  Bottmaniij  and  a  few  other  preachers,  at  once  joined  them 
Their  adherents  soon  multiplied  to  such  an  extent,  that  they  thought 
they  might  bid  defiance  to  the  council.  During  an  insurrection,  the 
council  was  so  weak  and  forbearing,  that  it  made  a  treaty  which  secured 
to  them  legal  recognition.  Anabaptist  fanatics  then  poured  into  MUn« 
ster  from  ail  directions.  After  a  few  weeks  they  had  the  preponderance 
in  the  council.  Mathys,  the  prophet,  announced  it  as  the  will  of  God, 
that  all  unbelievers  should  be  driven  from  the  city.  This  was  done, 
Feb.  27,  1534.  Seven  deacons  divided  the  effects  they  left  behind, 
among  the  believers.  In  May,  the  bishop  laid  siege  to  the  city.  By 
this  means  the  disorder  was  at  least  confined  to  MUnster.  After  having 
destroyed  all  the  images,  organs,  and  books,  (only  saving  the  Bible,) 
the  fanatics  introduced  a  community  of  goods.  Mathys,  who  imagined 
himself  called  to  slay  the  besieging  foe,  fell  during  a  sally  by  their 
aword.  Jfogfc^lson  took  the  prophet's  place.  In  accordance  with  his 
revelations  the  council  was  deposed,  and  a  theocratic  government  of 
twelve  elders,  who  let  themselves  be  inspired  by  the  prophet,  was 
established.  That  he  might  marry  the  beautiful  widow  of  Mathys, 
Bockelson  introduced  polygamy.  The  still  surviving  moral  sense  of 
the  citizens  in  vain  resisted  this  enormity.  Those  who  were  dissatisfied 
rallied  around  Mollenhok,  a  blacksmith,  were  defeated,  and  all  con- 
demned to  death.  Bockelson,  proclaimed  king  of  the  whole  earth  by 
one  of  his  co-prophets,  set  up  a  splendid  court,  and  introduced  the  most 
heinous  abominations.  He  claimed  authority  to  inaugurate  the  Millen- 
nium, sent  out  twenty-eight  apostles  to  spread  his  kingdom,  and  ap- 
pointed twelve  dukes,  to  govern  the  earth  as  his  vicegerents.  Mean- 
while the  besieging  army  failed  in  an  attempt  to  storm  the  city  (Aug., 
1534) ;  had  not  help  arrived  from  TIesse,  Treves,  Clove,  Maycnce,  and 
Cologne,  they  would  have  been  compelled  to  raise  the  siege.  All  they 
could  do  was  to  starve  out  the  city,  and  this  plan  was  succeeding  weli. 
But  on  St.  John's  eve,  1535,  a  deserter  led  the  soldiers  to  scale  the  walls 
After  a  stubborn  struggle,  the  Anabaptists  were  overpowered.  Rott* 
mann  plunged  into  the  thickest  part  of  the  fight,  and  perished.  King 
John,  with  his  governor,  KnipperdoUing,  and  chancellor,  Krechting, 
were  captured,  pinched  to  death  with  red-hot  t4ings,  and  then  hung 
up  at  the  tower  of  St.  Lambert's  church  in  iron  cages.  Catholicism, 
in  an  absolutely  exclusive  form,  was  restored. 

7.  Uxtension  of  the  SmaJcaldic  League  (1536).  —  In  the  summer  of 
1534,  the  emperor  determined  to  chastise  those  German  princes  who 
had  sundered  WUrtemburg  from  the  possessions  of  his  house.  But 
he  was  hindered  from  executing  this  purpose  by  fear  of  the  bold  pirate 
Chaireddin  (Barbarossa),  who  had  established  himself  in  Tunis,  and 
constantly  threatened  the  coasts  of  his  Italian  and  Spanish  States. 
In  the  summer  of  1535,  the  corsair  was  defeated,  but  a  war  which  then 
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broke  out  with  France  (1536)  engaged  all  the  emperor's  powers.  Tht 
danger  was  increased  by  a  formal  league  which  Francis  I.  concluded  with 
Soliman  for  a  united  attack  upon  the  emperor.  Instead,  therefore,  of 
chastising  the  Protestant  princes,  Charles  had  to  use  all  means  to  secure 
their  friendship,  and  especially  as  Francis  offered  them  great  induce 
ments  to  engage  them  on  his  side.  Accordingly,  from  the  summer  of 
1535,  Ferdinand  made  advances  towards  the  .Protestants.  In  No» 
vembcr,  the  elector  visited  him  in  Vienna,  conferred  upon  him  the 
electoral  dignity,  and  guaranteed  the  extension  of  the  Nuremberg  Peace 
to  all  the  States  that  had  since  then  gone  over  to  Protestantism.  From 
Vienna  the  elector  went  to  a  convention  at  Smalcald,  where  the  Smal- 
caldic  League  was  extended  to  ten  years,  whilst  the  overtures  of  the 
French  ambassadors  were  declined,  and  the  hostile  position  towards 
Austria  was  abandoned.  On  the  biisis  of  the  Vienna  compact,  'WUrt- 
emberg,  Pomernnia,  Anhalt,  and  several  cities,  were  admitted  to  the 
League ;  but  subscription  to  the  Augsburg  Confession  was  the  indis- 
pensable condition.  Bucer  has  the  credit  of  having  induced  the  cities 
to  do  this. 

8.  The  Wittenberg  Concord  (1536).  (Cf.  Rudelbach,  Ref.  Lutherth. 
u.  Union,  p.  363,  etc.) — The  study  of  Luther's  works  upon  the  Lord's 
Supper,  and  the  colloquy  at  Marburg,  had  led  Bucer  to  a  deeper  appre- 
ciation of  the  views  of  Luther  upon  that  subject.  This  fact  exerted 
an  important  influence  upon  the  Confessio  tetrapoUtana  (J  12,  7),  in 
preparing  which  he  took  a  prominent  part.  But  Bucer  desired  to  effect 
a  union,  and  conferred  with  Luther  on  the  subject  (1530)  at  Coburg. 
As  ho  confessed  in  his  own  name,  and  that  of  his  colleagues,  that 
Christ  was  present  in  the  bread  and  to  the  mouth  in  the  sacrament,  and 
admitted,  at  least  on  his  own  ])art,  that  the  ungodly  also  really  par- 
took of  the  body  of  Christ,  Luther  declared  himself  satisfied,  and  will- 
ing  to  concede  the  nice  distinctions  by  which  Bucer  sought  to  reconcile 
a  spiritual  participation  with  the  real  presence,  and  a  symbolical  with 
a  sacramental  significance  of  the  elements.  The  cities  actually  assented 
to  this  accommodation,  and  even  Qilcolampadius  was  not  wholly  averse 
to  it.  But  Zwingli  utterly  rejected  it.  Bucer,  therefore,  exerted  him- 
self the  more  to  persuade  the  Churches  of  Upper  Germany  to  adhere 
to  it.  In  December,  1535,  he  and  Melanchthon  had  a  colloquy  at 
Cassel.  They  there  agreed  upon  a  fuller  conference  at  Eisenach, 
which,  however,  was  held  at  Wittenberg^  on  account  of  Luther's  bad 
health.  Burer  and  Capito,  with  eight  of  the  most  distinguished  theo- 
logians of  Upper  (Tcrmany,  were  present.  And  as  they  assented,  in 
advance,  to  the  real  presence  of  the  body  of  Christ  in  the  breati,  and 
its  oral  reception,  as  well  as  to  the  formula  in,  with,  and  under^  the 
only  question  discussed  relate<l  to  the  participation  of  unbelievers.  The 
theologians  from  Upper  Germany  at  length  conce<led  this  in  regard  to 
unworthy  communicants,  but  not  to  ungodly  persons,  and  Luther  de- 
clared himself  satisfied.     Accordingly,  on  May  25,  the  so-called  Wit* 
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tenberg  Concord  was  signed  by  all,  and  further  confirmed  by  their  com' 
mon  celebration  of  the  Lord's  Supper. — In  consequence  of  this  union, 
the  most  influential  theologians  of  Switzerland  met  in  Basely  and  ap« 
pointed  three  of  their  number  (Henry  Bullinger  of  Zurich,  Oswald 
Mycwuius  and  Simon  Gryndeus  of  Basel)  to  prepare  a  confession  of 
faith  distinctly  setting  forth  Zwingli's  doctrine  concerning  the  Lord's 
Supper.  This  originated  the  Conjesaio  Helvetica  priory  which  Leo  Juda 
translated  into  German.  " 


1 14.  EVENTS  AND   NEGOTIATIONS  DURING  1537-39. 

Pope  Clement  VIL  endeavored,  by  various  excuses,  to  evade  the 
emperor's  increasingly  urgent  demand  for  a  conncil.  At  length, 
in  1533,  he  promised  to  convoke  a  council  at  Mantua^  within  a 
year,  but  insisted,  in  advance,  that  the  Protestants  should  pledge 
unconditional  submission  to  its  decrees ;  a  pledge  which,  of 
course,  they  would  not  make.  His  successor,  Paul  III. 
(1534-49),  actually  summoned  a  council  at  Mantua,  in  1537. 
Luther  prepared  the  Snialcald  Articles  for  presentktion,  but  the 
Protestants  finally  forbade  the  transmission  of  them,  as  they  re- 
solved to  renew  their  demand  for  a,  free  council  in  a  Oervian  city. 
Hence  the  summoned  council  never  convened.  On  the  contrary, 
the  Catholic  States  concluded,  at  Nuremberg,  the  so-called  Holy 
League  (1538),  for  the  strict  maintenance  of  the  recess  of  Augs- 
ourg ;  but  political  exigencies  compelled  the  emperor  to  make 
new  concessions  to  the  Protestants  in  the  Frankfort  Suspentnon 
(1539).  During  the  same  year,  the  Duchy  of  Saxony  and  the 
Electorate  of  Brandenburg  embraced  the  Reformation.  At  the 
commencement  of  1540,  almost  the  whole  of  Northern  Germany 
was  Protestant.  Duke  Henry  of  Brunswick,  alone,  remained  in. 
the  tottering  citadel  of  the  old  faith. 

1.  The  Smalcald  Articles  (1537).  (Cf.  M.  Meitrer,  d.  Tag  zu  Schmalk. 
u.  d.  schm.  Artt.  Lpz.  1837. —  Chr.  Ziemssen,  d.  wolthist.  Bedeut.  d. 
Schmalk.  Convents  im  J.  1537;  in  d.  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1840,  III. — 
Chr,  H.  Sixt,  Petr.  Paul.  Vergerius,  pUpstl.  Nuntius,  knth.  Bischof.  u. 
VorkUmpfer  d.  Evang.  Braunschw.  1855).— »P«w/  ///.  sent  (1535)  his 
legate.  Vergerius  (cf.  ^  19,  13),  mainly  to  secure  definite  agre«»mcnt  as 
to  the  place  for  holding  the  council.  He  visited  Wittenberg,  where 
Luther,  in  company  with  Bugcnhagcn,  called  upon  him.  Luther  did 
not  expect  much  from  a  council,  and  therefore  was  indifferent  as  to  th« 
place  of  holding  it;  the  elector  was  of  the  same  mind.  Hence,  in  the 
fall  of  1536,  a  general  council  was,  in  due  form,  convoked  to  meet  in 
Mantua^  May  23,  1537.     The  call  was  written  with  care  and  moderar 
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tion,  but  expressions  made  by  the  Pope,  in  other  places,  showed  clearly 
what  Protestants  had  to  expect.  The  matter  was  discussed  at  a  diet 
in  Smalcald,  Feb.  1537.  At  the  request  of  the  elector,  Luther  had 
previously  drawn  up  articles,  which  would  bo  immovably  adhered  to 
at  the  council.  These  articles,  written  in  German,  and  known  as  the 
Smalcald  Articles^  Luther  brought  with  him  to  Smalcald.  In  accord- 
ance with  the  circumstances,  their  character  is  predominantly  polemic. 
They  boldly  break  through  the  limits  of  cautious  forbearance  towards 
the  papal  hierarchy,  within  which  all  the  official  declarations  of  the 
evangelical  party  had  thus  far  been  kept.  ^  The  first  part,  concerning 
the  Majesty  of  God,  briefly  set  forth  four  undisputed  articles  concern- 
ing the  Trinity  and  the  person  of  Christ ;  —  the  second  part  treats  of 
the  office  and  work  of  Christ,  or  our  redemption,  and  definitely  lays 
down  points  of  difference  between  the  two  parties,  from  which  there 
would  be  no  retraction  ; — the  third  part  states  those  points  which  were 
open  for  discussion  by  the  Council. — In  the  second  part,  Luther  uncon- 
ditionally rejected  the  primacy  of  the  pope,  as  unsupported  by  thb 
Word  of  God,  and  incompatible  with  the  character  of  a  truly  evan- 
gelical Church.  When  the  theologians  subscribed  the  paper,  Me- 
lanchthon  added  to  his  name  this  statement:  ''Concerning  the  pope, 
I  hold  that,  if  he  would  grant  a  free  Gospel,  he  might  be  allowed,  for 
the  sake  of  peace  and  unity  among  Christians  now,  or  who  may  here- 
after be,  subject  to  him,  to  exercise  a  jure  humane  superiority  over 
the  bishops."  At  the  request  of  the  meeting,  Melanchthon  further 
prepared  a  historical  paper :  •*  Concerning  the  Power  and  Authority 
oflthiiPoge,"  and  *'  Concerning  the  Power'ainTl" Jurisdiction  of  Bishops,** 
which  was  likewise  subscribed  by  the  theologians,  and  "added  to  the 
Articles  of  Smalcald.  —  They  then  debated  the  question  of  attending 
the  council,  and  on  what  conditions  to  do  so.  They  finally  agreed  tc 
decline  attending  it,  but  once  more  to  ask  the  emperor  to  convene  a 
truly  free  Christian  council,  in  a  German  city.  The  elector  boldly 
proposed  that  Dr.  M.  Luther  and  his  co-bishops  should  call  a  council 
(at  Augfiburg,  if  they  pleased)  in  opposition  to  that  of  the  pope;  but, 
as  this  measure  was  directly  at  variance  with  the  entire  policy  of  the 
Protestants  thus  far,  it  was  rejected. 

2.  The  Knremberg  Lea<ine  (1538).  —  Near  the  close  of  the  Con- 
vention of  Smalcald  (1537),  the  imperial  orator  (vice-chancellor),  Dr. 
Held,  appeared.  The  Protestant  princes  had  good  reason  to  suppose 
that  they  stood  on  the  l>e*t  of  terms  with  the  emperor.  They  were, 
therefore,  no  little  astonished  when  the  orator  declared  to  them,  avow- 
edly in  the  emperor's  name,  that  the  court  was  fully  justified  in  pnv 
vecuting  the  pending  suits,  nay,  even  bound  to  do  so;  but  he  seemed 
to  know  nothing  of  the  Peace  of  Kadan  and  the  Treaty  of  Vienna. 
They  immediately  reassumed  their  posture  of  opposition.  But  Held 
visited  all  the  Catholic  courts,  and  sought — avowedly  by  the  emperor's 
authority — to  effect  a  confederation  of  Catholics,  for  the  complete  sup- 
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pression  of  the  Protestants,  on  the  basis  of  ban  edicts  of  the  imperial 
chamber.  Ferdinand^  who  well  knew  that  Held  had  gone  beyond  hift 
tostructions,  or  even  against  them,  was  very  indignant,  for  the  emperor 
was  placed  in  a  very  critical  position.  But  matters  fiad  Wen  carried 
80  far  that  it  was  impossible  to  recede  without  grqatly  offending  the 
Catholic  princes.  Hence  a  confederacy,  called  the  Iloli^  League,  was 
formed  at  Nuremberg,  July  10,  1538,  by  George  of  Saxony,  Albert  of 
BrandenDurg,  Benry  and  Erick  of  Brunswick,  King  Ferdinand^  and 
the  Archbishop  of  Salzburg ;  its  object  was  to  sustain  the  imperial 
chamber  in  its  official  acts,  and  in  the  immediate  execution  of  the  ban 
edicts.    On  the  other  side,  the  Smalcald  States  prepared  to  meet  vio-  ^ 

lence  with  violence.     A  general  sanguinary  war  seeme4  inevitable.  ,•      ,  .       ^j^ 

3.  The  Frankfort  Suspension  (1539).  —  At  this  juncture,  however, 
the  emperor  needed  the  vigorous  support  of  the  empire  against  the 
threatening  advances  of  Soliman,  It  was  highly  important  for  him, 
therefore,  to  assuage  the  anger  of  the  Protestants.  Held  was  recalled, 
and  John  p.  VeezCj  former  Archbishop  of  Leydcn,  took  his  place.  The 
Electors  of  Brandenburg  and  the  Palatinate  offered  to  act  an  mediators. 
They  went,  with  the  new  orator,  to  Frankfort  on  the  M.,  and  opened 
negotiations  with  the  Protestants  then  there.  These  demanded  an  un- 
r^nditional,  permanent,  indisputable  peace,  which  should,  under  no 
sircumstances,  be  disturbed,  and  that  the  chamber  should  be  constituted 
jf  an  equal  number  of  Protestants  and  Catholics.  Though  the  orator 
was  disposed  to  concession,  he  could  not  yield  this  point.  But  the 
danger  from  the  Turks  daily  increased,  and  compelled  him  to  renew 
the  negotiations,  which  had  been  suspended.  He  adopted  another 
course,  proposing  that,  at  the  diet  to  be  held  during  the  following  sum- 
mer, a  committee  of  learned  theologians,  and  discerning,  peaceable 
laymen,  should  meet,  and  endeavor  to  effect  a  final  arrangement  in 
regard  to  doctrines  and  usages.  He  also  agreed  to  a  suspension  of  all 
proceedings  against  Protestant  States  for  eighteen  months.  Thus  the 
Protestants  gained  a  prospect  of  securing,  finally,  what  they  had  in 
vain  sought  after  since  the  diets  of  Xuromberg  (1523,  1524).  They 
consented,  therefore,  to  this  compromise  (the  Frankfort  Suspension), 
It  was  a  triumph  of  the  Smalcald  League  over  that  of  Nuremberg 
(which 'was  really  not  represented  at  Frankfort).  Confidence  in  Pro- 
testantism grew  mightily,  and  an  important  extension  of  its  territory 
was  the  consequence. 

4.  7^«  Reformation  in  Albertinian  Saxony  (1539).  (Cf.  TI.  G.  IJnsse, 
Abr.  d.  meissnisch-albertinisch-sachs.  K.  G.  Bd.  II.  Lpz.  1847.) — Buke 
George  of  Saxony  (1500-30)  had  endeavored,  with  extreme  severity, 
to  suppress  the  Reformation,  for  which  no  country,  y)robably,  showed 
stronger  sympathy  than  his  own.  Only  one  of  his  four  sons  was  still 
living,  and  he  was  imbecile.  Nevertheless  he  had  him  married,  but 
he  died  a  few  months  after  his  wedding.     The  old  duke  was  in  great 
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perplexity,  his  onlj  heir  being  his  brother  Henry^  whose  small  ter> 
ritory  (with  its  capital,  Freiburg)  had  long  before  embraced  the  Bo- 
formation,  and  become  a  refuge  for  all  whom  Qeorge  persecuted  and 
banished  for  conscience'  sake.     lie  could  not  endure  the  thought  that 
all  the  painful  toils  of  his  life  should  be  frustrated  in  a  single  night. 
On  the  day  of  his  last  son's  death,  therefore,  he  submitted  a  plan  of 
succession  to  his  States,  by  which  his  brother  Henry  should  not  be 
allowed  to  succeed  him,  unless  he  would  bind  himself  to  stand  by  and 
immovably  maintain  the  League  of  Nuremberg.     If  ho  refused  to  do 
this,  the  duchy  should  pass  over  to  the  emperor  or  the  king.     Henry ^ 
of  course,  rejected  this  proposal,  and  George  died  before  other  measures 
could  be  devised.     The  country  received  its  new  prince  with  great 
rejoicings ;  and,  whilst  he  was  receiving  homage  in  Lcipsic,  Luther 
once   more  visited  the   city  (the   first  time   for  twenty  years),  and 
preached  with  the  greatest  acceptance.     The  reformation  of  the  entire 
duchy  was  now  rapidly  carried  forwar(f.     Ferdinand  desired,  indeed, 
to  carry  George's  will  into  effect,  but  the  Smalcald  League  declared 
that  they  would  defend  the  new  duke  against  all  opposition,  and  Fer- 
dinand prudently  abstained  from  further  measures. 

5.  The  Reformation  in  Mark  Brandenburg^  and  some  adjacent  Dis* 
iricfs  (1539).     (Cf.  A,  MuUer,  Gesch.  d.  Ref.  in  d.  M.  Br.  Berl.  1839.— 
C.  W,  Spieker,  K.  u.  Ref.  Gesch.  d.  M.  Br.  Berl.  1839.  Bd.  I.  — JST.  p. 
MulUr,  Gesch.  d.  ev.  K.  Verf.  in  d.  M.  Br.  Weim.  1840. — JuL  Winers, 
K.  G.  Mecklenb.  Parch.  1840.)  — The  Elector  Joachim  I.  (o6. 1535).  on 
his  death-bed,  bound  both  his  sons  to  maintain  the  old  faith.     Henry, 
the  younger,  who  inherited  the  new  Mark,  had  fur  some  time  embraced 
evangelical  views,     lie  joined  the  Smalcald  League,  and  reformed  his 
territory.     But  the  older,  Elector  Jortc/dim  II.  (1535-71),  adhered  for 
several  years  to  the  old  faith  and  usages,  but  nowhere  prevented  the 
preaching  of  the  pure  Gospel,  which  was  quietly  gaining  influence  over 
his  own  mind.     Finally,  at  the  beginning  of  1539,  his  mind  was  fiilly 
convinced,  probably  under  the  influence  of  the  negotiations  at  Frank- 
fort.    At  the  same  time  his  States  became  desirous  to  iiitroiluce  evan- 
gelical dootrines.     Berlin  requested  permission  to  have  the  commnnio 
sub  nfraqtie,  and  a  largo  number  of  the  nobility  earnestly  begged  Mai" 
ihias  of  Janoio,  the  Bishop  of  Brand<*nburg,  "to  embrace  and  stead* 
fastly  confess  the  pure  doctrines  of  God."     On  Nov.  I,  1539,  Joachim 
assembled  all  the  preachers  of  his  country  in  the  church  of  St.  Nicholas 
in  Spandau  :  the  Bishop  of  Brandenl)urg  cclel)rated  the  first  evangelical 
mass,  and  the  entire  court,  together  with  many  knights,  received  tho 
communion  in  both  forms.     The  country  followed  the  example  of  the 
princes.     Joachim  prepared  a  liturgy  which  retained  more  of  the  old 
ceremonies  than  those  of  other  countries,  but  set  forth  justification  by 
faith  as  a  central  doctrine,  and  adopted  the  commnnio  sub  niraqtie  as  the 
basis  of  Christian  worship,     Ferdinand  was  displeased  at  the  elector'ii 
eourse,  but  seemed  contented  with  the  assurance  that  he  had  not  joine<? 
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the  Smal^ald  League.  The  Duchess  Elizabeih  of  Calenherg-Brunswick 
(sister  of  the  Elector  of  Brandenburg)  followed  the  example  of  her 
brother.  After  the  death  of  her  husband,  Erich^  who  held  other  views, 
she  used  her  authority  as  regent  to  reform  the  duchy.  On  the  other 
hand,  Albert  of  Brandefiburg,  cardinal-archbishop,  endeavored  in  every 
way  to  prevent  the  defection  of  his  territory,  but  in  order  to  secure 
compliance  with  his  constant  demands  for  money,  he  had  to  grant  the 
cities  the  free  preaching  of  the  Gospel.  He  opposed  the  innovations 
more  earnestly  in  Halle^  but  the  citizens  only  insisted  more  deter- 
minedly upon  being  allowed  the  same  privileges  with  other  cities. 
Justus  Joims,  of  Wittenberg,  introduced  the  reformation  into  the  city 
under  his  very  eyes;. the  only  vengeance  he  could  take  was  to  leave 
Halle,  and  remove  his  court  to  Mayence.  About  the  same  time  the 
Mecklenburg  countries  obtained  an  evangelical  constitution,  in  estab- 
lishing which,  Magnus,  one  of  the  princes,  and  also  Bishop  of  Schwerin, 
was  particularly  active.  Anna  of  Stolberg,  abbess  of  Quedlinburg,  did 
not  venture  publicly  to  avow  her  evangelical  views  during  the  lifetime 
of  George  of  Saxony ;  but  now  she  introduced  the  reform  into  her  con- 
vent and  the  city  without  opposition. 

i  15.  THE  PERIOD  OF  UNION  EFFORTS.     (1540-46). 

The  Frankfort  Suspension  revived  the  idea  of  a  free  union 
on  the  basis  of  a  common  faith  and  worship,  which  had  been 
dropped  since  the  Xureraberg  diet  of  1524,  and  awakened  hopes 
of  its  speedy  realization.  And  as  the  embarrassment  of  the 
emperor  continued,  a  series  of  religious  conferences  with  refer- 
ence to  this  object  was  really  held.  But  although  the  desired 
resalt  seemed,  several  times,  to  be  almost  achieved,  the  negotia- 
tions as  often  failed  in  the  end,  because  the  emperor  would  not 
recogrnize  them  unless  a  papal  legate  had  taken  part  in  them. 
And  just  at  the  time  when  the  imposing  power  of  the  Protestant 
States  justified  the  most  brilliant  hopes,  the  Protestant  princes 
themselves  laid  the  root  of  their  extreme  subsequent  humiliation 
— the  Landgrave  Philip,  by  his  bigamy^  and  the  elector  by  his 
qnarrel  with  the  court  of  ducal  Saxony. 

1.  The  Landgrave's  Bigamy  (1540).  (Cf.  IT.  Heppe,  urkundl.  Bcitr. 
s.  Gesch.  d.  Doppclehe,»  etc.;  in  d.  Hist.  Theol.  Ztschr.  1853.  III.)  — 
Londprave  Philip  of  Hesse  had  married  Christina,  a  dnuj^htor  of  the 
deceased  Duke  George  of  Saxony.  Bodily  disorders  and  offonnive  habits 
had  alienated  him  from  her ;  and  gross  sensuality,  which  had  gained 
a  mastery  over  him,  had  led  him  to  frequent  acts  of  infidelity.  For 
this  his  conscience  so  troubled  him,  that  he  thought  himself  unworthy 
to  commune,  ardently  as  he  desired  to  do  so,  and  he  was  harassed  with 
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doubta  of  his  salvation.  Regard  for  his  wife,  however,  deterred  him 
from  seeking  a  divorce.  Assuming,  therefore,  the  toleiation  of  poly* 
gamy  in  the  Old  Testament,  as  nowhere  abolished  in  the  New  Testa- 
ment, it  occurred  to  him  that,  with  his  wife*s  consent,  he  might  formally 
contract  a  second  marriage  with  Margaret  v.  d,  SaaU,  a  court  lady  of 
his  sister.  In  Nov.,  1539,  he  sent  Bucer,  one  of  his  spiritual  advisers, 
to  Wittenbero;,  to  obtain  the  advice  of  Luther  and  Mclanchthon.  Ao* 
cording  to  Bucer's  account,  th«  only  question  discussed  was  the  alter* 
native  of  Philip's  continuance  in  adultery,  and  so  incurring  temporal 
and  eternal  ruin,  or  his  being  allowed,  with  his  wife's  consent,  to  have 
another  wife,  and  thus  live  within  the  due  restraints  of  lawful  marriage. 
Luther  and  Melanchthon  both  strove,  in  their  reply,  to  dissuade  Philip 
from  his  proposed  course,  as  well  for  his  own,  as  for  the  Gospel's  sake, 
on  which  his  conduct  would  bring  great  scandal ;  but,  in  conclusion, 
half  conceded  that  bigamy  would  be  more  advisable,  as  doing  less  vio* 
lence  to  the  conscience,  than  to  live  in  adultery.  But,  to  avoid  causing 
public  offence,  they  required  that  he  should  be  secretly  married,  and 
that  their  answer  should  not  be  taken  as  a  theological  opinion,  but  only  aa 
private  counsel.  Thereupon,  Philip  took  a  second  wife  in  May,  1540.  But 
the  matter  was  soon  rumored  abroad.  The  Albertine  Saxon  court  became 
greatly  enraged,  the  elector  furious,  the  theologians  fearfully  perplexed. 
About  this  time  Melanchthon  started  for  the  religious  conference  at 
Hagenau,  but  anxiety  about  the  case,  and  the  conviction  that  he  had 
done  wrong  with  the  rest,  prostrated  him  with  disease  when  he  reached 
Weimar.  He  was  on  the  brink  of  death  when  Luther  hastened  to  him, 
and  rescued  him  by  the  omnipotence  of  Christian  prayer.  At  Eisenach 
the  Hessian  and  Saxon  theologians  discussed  the  propriety  of  publicly 
justifying  the  step  taken  by  Philip.  Lufher  opposed  it  with  all  his 
might.  But  Bucer  went  so  far  as  to  publish  an  apology  under  the  as- 
sumed name  of  Ulrich  Neohuhis,  for  doing  which  Luther  called  him  a 
villain  and  a  nebulo.  Even  the  landgrave  endeavored  to  suppress  Bucer's 
tract.  This  affair,  besides  bringing  reproach  upon  the  Gospel,  proved 
sorely  detrimental  to  the  Reformation,  as  it  resulted  in  a  temporary 
alienation  of  Philip  from  his  confederates,  and  led  him,  as  a  security 
against  the  capital  penalty  to  which  his  bigamy  exposed  him,  to  attach 
himself  more  closely  to  the  emperor's  interests.  This  did  the  cause 
»)f  Protestantism  more  harm,  probably,  than  if  he  had  wholly  aban- 
doned it. 

2.  The  Religious  Conference  at  Worms  (1540).  The  Pope  did  all  in 
his  power  to  frustrate  the  union  m5ff1?iires  of- the  Frankfort  Suspen- 
sion. To  remove  all  obbtacles  out  of  the  emperor's  way,  he  endea- 
vored to  restore  peace  with  France,  and  secured  an  armistice  with  the 
Tiitks.  But  his  negotiations  with  France  proved  al>ortive,  so  that 
Charles  could  not  risk  an  open  rupture  with  the  Protestants.  The 
emperor,  therefore,  summoned  the  States  to  meet  at  Spires  for  consul- 
tation  v'ith  reference  to  the  prospective  compact  at  Frankfort  (Judo, 
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1640).  A  contagious  disease,  however,  led  him  to  tninsfer  the  meeting 
to  Hagenau.  There,  in  spite  of  the  stubborn  opposition  of  the  Catholic 
majority,  it  was  resolved  that  a  religions  conference  should  be  convoked 
at  Worms,  in  ten  weeks  from  that  date,  for  the  purpose  of  effecting  a 
Christian  settlement  of  their  differences,  on  the  basis  of  the  Holy  Scrip- 
tares.  Ferdinand  himself  designated  to  the  Catholic  States  what  theo- 
logians to  select,  and  showed  by  his  choice  how  anxious  he  was  that 
the  measure  should  succeed.  In  Nov.,  1540,  the  delegates  met  at 
Worms,  the  imperial  orator  Granvella  presiding.  On  the  Protestant 
side  were:  Melanchthon^  Bucer,  CapiiOy  Brem,  and  Calvin  (from  Strass- 
burg) ;  on  the  other  side:  Eck,  the  Spaniard  Malvenday  etc.  But 
Charles  insisted  upon  having  the  papal  nuncio  Morrone  allowed  to  take 
part,  and  thus,  contrary  to  his  intention,  frustrated  the  entire  measure. 
For  Morrone  first  placed  a  number  of  obstacles  in  the  way,  and  when 
at  length  the  conference  fairly  began,  Jan.,  1541,  and  aroused  threat- 
ening fears  for  the  papacy,  he  did  not  rest  until  Granvella  dissolved 
the  conference,  in  the  emperor's  name,  before  they  had  finished  difr- 
cussing  the  first  article,  concerning  original  sin.  But  the  emperor  did 
not  relinquish  the  scheme ;  he  convoked  a  diet  at  Regensburg,  where 
the  interrupted  negotiations  should  be  resumed. 

3.  The  Conference  at  Regenshurfj  (1541).  (Cf.  A.  Jansen,  de  Julio 
Pflugio  ejusque  sociis.  Berl.  185$.)— -The  diet  of  Regenshury  was  opened 
April  5, 1541.  The  imperial  address  insisted  earnestly  upon  the  adop- 
tion of  a  common  Christian  platform,  and,  in  spite  of  the  resistance 
of  the  Catholic  States,  he  would  not  relinquish  the  right  of  appointing 
collocutors.  He  appointed  Ecky  John  Cropper^  canon  of  Cologne,  and 
Julius  ».  P/tugkf  cathedral  dean  of  Meissen,  on  the  Catholic  side  (ex- 
cepting Eck,  tlie  most  conciliatory  to  be  found) ;  and  on  the  Protestant 
side,  MdanchthoUy  Bticer,  and  John  PisforiuSy  a  pastor  from  Nidda  in 
Hesse.  Granvella  and  Count  Palatine  Frederick  were  to  preside ; 
the  nuncio  Contarini  was  to  represent  the  court  of  Rome.  From  par- 
ties so  well  chosen  there  was  reason  to  hope  for  the  desired  issue.  A 
party  of  men  versed  in  the  Scriptures  had  sprung  up  in  Italy,  who, 
starting  from  the  principle  of  justification  by  faith,  hoped,  on  this 
basis,  to  regenerate  the  Church,  without  disturbing  the  papal  primacy, 
or  the  hierarchical  system.  Contarini  was  one  of  the  leaders  of  this 
party.  He  agreed  with  the  emperor,  that  the  doctrine  of  justification 
by  faith,  the  cup  for  the  laity,  and  the  marriage  of  priests,  should  be 
yielded  to  Germany,  and  that  the  Protestants,  on  their  part,  should 
acknowledge  the  primacy  of  the  Pope.  Bucer  had  already  drawn  up 
a  plan  of  agreement,  which  ^fter  being  circulated  among  those  inte- 
rested, was  adopted  as  a  basis  of  negotiations.  The  doctrine  of  man's 
original  state,  and  of  original  sin,  passed  without  difiiculty,  in  an 
essentially  Protestant  form.  In  regard  to  justification,  a  justitia  im- 
patativa,  in  the  evangelical  sen<e,  was  admitted  ;  but  Contarini  insisted 
apon  affirming,  also,  a  justitia  inhserens  (i.  e.  a  virtue  wrought  in  man 
61  ♦ 
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by  his  acceptance  of  Christ's  merits,  so  that  he  was  thas  not  only  pro 
nounced  righteous,  but  was  really  made  righte^ms).  But  as  he  so^ 
lemnly  acknowledged  the  former  to  be  the  marrow  of  the  entire  system 
of  faith,  and  the  latter  only  a  consequence  of  the  former,  and  based 
wholly  upon  the  grace  of  God,  to  the  exclusion  of  all  personal  meri^ 
the  Protestants  yielded.  Upon  the  article  concerning  the  Church* 
however,  such  diversities  of  opinion  were  expressed,  that  it  was  post^ 
poned  for  subsequent  consideration.  Then  the  sacrament  of  the  altaf 
was  taken  up.  The  Communio  sub  utraque  was  readily  conceded^ 
But  on  the  margin  of  Bucer's  concord,  the  word  transubstantio  was 
written  by  some  unknown  hand.  On  this  rock  the  whole  measure  was 
dashed  into  pieces.  Contariniy  who  had  received  admonitions  from 
Rome,  would  yield  nothing  more,  and  the  Protestants  were  equally 
firm.  The  colloquy  closed.  Nevertheless,  the  emperor  desired  that 
the  articles,  so  far  agreed  upon,  should  be  made  a  common  basis  for 
both  parties,  and  that,  in  reference  to  other  points,  they  should  exer- 
cise mutual  toleration ;  but  he  could  not  prevail  upon  the  Catholic 
majority  to  assent  to  this.  Wherefore  the  recess  of  the  diet  confirmed 
the  Peace  of  Nuremberg,  extended  it  to  all  then  connected  with  the 
Smalculd  League,  and  bound  the  Protestants  alone  by  the  articles 
agreed  upon  (Regetisburg  Interim), 

4.  The  Regenshurg  Declaration  (1541). — The  Protestants,  naturally 
enough,  wore  not  pleased  with  the  recess.  To  pacify  them,  the  em- 
peror granted  them  a  special  declaration,  which,  whilst  not  obligatory 
upon  the  imperial  States,  still  bound  him  their  supreme  head.  The 
declaration  conce<ied  that  tho  assessors  of  the  imperial  chamber  should 
no  longer  be  sworn  to  execute  the  Augsburg  Recess,  and  that  the  ad- 
herents of  the  Augsburg  Confession  should  be  allowed  a  representation 
in  the  chamber,  and  not  be  excluded.  It  was  further  granted  that 
religious  institutions  and  monasteries  should  adhere  to  the  Reforma- 
tion, and  should  teach,  in  addition  to  the  articles  agreed  upon,  the 
additions  of  tho  Protestant  members  of  the  Conference.  The  decision 
of  the  recess,  that  no  one  should  deprive  the  clergy  of  their  rents, 
was  likewise  extended  to  Protestant  clergy.  —  But  on  the  very  day 
when  the  emperor  signed  this  doclaratioa,  he  had  a  separate  meeting 
with  the  Catholic  majority,  at  which  the  Nuremberg  League  was  renewed, 
find  the  pope  admitted  as  a  member  of  it.  In  this  way  he  hoped  to 
secure  aid  from  both  parties,  and  to  delay  a  warlike  conflict  between 
them,  until  a  more  favorable  season  for  resuming  his  scheme  of  recon- 
ciliation. Moreover,  he  concluded  separate  treaties  with  the  Landgrave 
Philip,  and  the  Elector  Joachim  II.  Both  obligated  themselves  to  ad- 
here firmly  to  the  emperor  in  all  political  divisions.  The  elector  also 
promised  not  to  join  tho  Smalcald  League,  and  in  return  the  constitu- 
tion of  his  Church  was  confirmed.  The  landgrave  obligated  himself  to 
oppose,  not  only  every  alliance  of  the  Smalcald  League  with  foreign 
|>ower8  (En^laid  and  France),  but  also  with  the  Duke  of  Clevcs,  with 
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whom  the  emperor  was  then  in  dispute  about  a  hereditary  claim  to 
Guelderland.  The  landgrave  on  his  part  obtained  an  amnesty  for  ali 
he  had  done,  and  a  promise  that  he  should  be  left  undisturbed  in  reli- 
gious matters.  The  emperor  had,  also,  special  negotiations  with  the 
£lector  of  Saxony,  but  they  failed  on  account  of  the  claims  of  Charles 
to  Guelderland,  for  Cleves  was  the  elector's  brother-in-law. 

5.  The  See  of  Naumhurg  and  the  Wurzen  Quarrel  (1541-42).     (Cf. 
Lepsius,  Bericht  lib.  d.  Wahl  u.  Einfiihr.  Nik.  v.  Amsd.  Norah.  1835.) 
—  Lutheran  doctrines  had  gained  the  ascendancy  in  the  See  of  Kaum- 
hurg-ZeitZj  from  1520,  notwithstanding  the  constant  opposition  of  the 
papal  chapter.   On  the  death  of  the  bishop  (1541),  the  chapter  hastened 
to  elect  the  learned  and  gentle  provost,  Julius  v.  Pflugk^  to  the  vacancy. 
But  the  elector  thought  it  his  duty  to  furnish  a  Lutheran  country  with 
a  Lutheran  bishop ;  and  having  been  displeased  by  the  deceitful  conduct 
of  the  chapter,  which  first  concealed  the  death  of  the  bishop  for  a  long 
time,  then  secretly  held  an  election,  without  regard  to  the  rights  of  the 
prince,  and  finally  paid  no  attention  to  his  protest,  he  persistently  re- 
fused to  confirm  their  choice.     lie  still  hoped  that  Pflugk,  who  asked 
six  months'  time  for  considering  the  matter,  would  decline  the  election. 
But  this  expectation  was  disappointed.     Indeed  Pflugk,  supported  by 
the  emperor,  maintained  his  claims.     Then  the  elector,  not  without 
some  violent  means,  placed  Nich,  v.  Anuulorf  superintendent  of  Mag- 
deburg, in  the  See.     Luther  ordained  him  on  Jan.  20,  1542,  "  without 
chrism,  and  also  without  butter,  lard,  fat,  grease,  incense,  or  coals." 
The  temporal  jurisdiction  of  the  See  devolved  upon  an  electoral  officer:^ 
AmsdorJ' wna  satisfied  with  the  scanty  salary  of  600  guilders;  the  re- 
maining revenues  were  applied  to  pious  uses.     After  the  battle  of 
MUhlberg,  1547,  Amsdorf  was  driven  off",  and  Pflugk  restored.    Pflugk 
died  in  1564.     The  chapter  then  became  Lutheran,  but  Amsdorf  was 
not  restored ;  the  administration  was  transferred  to  a  Saxon  prince. — 
The  violent  course  of  the  elector  in  this  case,  caused  great  displeasure 
at  the  Albertine  court.    But  a  much  more  threatening  diflBculty  occurred 
in  the  same  year.    On  the  occasion  of  collecting  the  Turkish  tax  (1542), 
the  elector  sought  to  exercise  his  supremacy  over  the  district  of  Wiir- 
zen,  in  the  See  of  Meissen.     But  when  the  bishop  refused  to  submit  to 
his  demands,  he  ordered  his  soldiers  forthwith  to  occupy  the  district. 
The  Albertine  court,  however,  also  claimed  sovereignty  over  Wurzen. 
Duke  Henry  died  in  1541.     Maurice,  his  son  and  successor,  at  once 
placed  an  army  in  the  field ;  the  elector,  also,  prepared  for  war.     It 
•was  with  difficulty  that  Luther  and  the  landgrave  succeeded  in  amica- 
bly adjusting  the  quarrel.     But  the  mutual  estrangement  and  rivalry 
of  the  two  courts  from  that  time  burned  like  a  hidden  fire,  and  after  a 
few  years  br»>ke  out  in  a  devastating  conflagration. 

6.  The  Beformation  in  Brunswick  and  the  Palatinate  (1542-43). 
(Cf.  O.  H,  Lenz,  braunschw.  K.  Ref.  Wolfb.  1828.—  (7  W.  H,  Brock, 
Geach  d.  ev.  luth.  K.  d.  Pfalsgrafsch.  NeuV^urg.     N5rdl.  1847.—  /'. 
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Blaul,  d.  Reformationsw.  in  d.  Pfalz.  Speier.  1846.)  — Buke  Henry  oj 
Brunswick-  Wolfenb'uUel  entered  complaint  against  the  city  of.  Goslar, 
before  the  imperial  chamber,  because  it  had  torn  down  two  monaste* 
ries,  from  which  the  duke  might  easily  have  assailed  the  city.  In  spit« 
of  all  the  concessions  of  the  emperor  and  king  to  the  Protestants,  the 
oourt  proscribed  the  city  (at  the  end  of  1540),  and  Henri/  resolved  to 
execute  the  ban.  But  the  Smalcald  League  espoused  the  cause  of  the 
city,  and  substituting  offensive  for  defensive  measures,  the  landgrave 
and  the  Elector  of  Saxony  invaded  Henry's  territory  and  subdued  it 
(1542).  Bninswick  now  obtained  the  long-desired  preaching  of  the 
Gospel,  and  Bugenhagen  introduced  into  it  an  evangelical  organization 
and  agenda.  ThustKe  whole  of  northern  Germany  became  a  trophy 
of  the  Gospel,  whilst  in  the  south  and  west  of  Germany  it  also  spread. 
In  Oct.,  1542,  Begenshurg  adopted  the  Reformation.  Bavaria  forbade 
its  subjects  having  any  intercourse  with  the  heretical  city,  but  did  not 
venture  an  open  assault  upon  it ;  King  Ferdinand  would  not  have  toler- 
ated in  a  rival  such  an  attempt  to  extend  its  power.  In  the  upper 
Palatinate,  evangelical  preachers  had  long  been  tolerated  by  the  terri- 
torial diet.  Next  in  turn  came  the  Neuburg-Palafinate,  Its  young 
prince,  Otlheinrich,  called  Osiander  from  Nuremberg,  who  introduced 
the  Reformation.  The  prince  joined  the  Smalcald  League  (1543).  In 
1543,  the  Elector  LewiSy  of  the  Palatinate,  died.  His  brother,  Frederic 
II.,  though  not  averse  to  the  Reformation,  did  not  formally  introduce 
it  into  the  Electoral  Palatinate  until  1546.  In  Austria,  also,  consider- 
ing the  circumstances  of  the  times,  the  new  religious  movement  made 
daily  progress.  Ferdinand  was  neither  able  nor  di8posed  to  hinder  its 
progress  with  the  determined  and  bloody  measures  with  which  he  had 
previously  opposed  it. 

7.  The  Befonnalion  in  f?ie  Electoral  PrincijyalHy  of  Cologne  (1542- 
44).  (Cf.  L.  Ennen  (Catholic),  Goseh.  d.  Ref.  in  d.  Erzdiiic,  Koln. 
Koln  1849.— .v.  Decker's  (Oath.),  Herm.  v.  Wied.  Kiiln,  1840.)  — i/.r- 
.  mann  r.  Weid  [i  13.  5),  Archbishop  and  Eleot<ir  of  Cologne,  had  studied 
Luther's  version  of  the  Bible,  and  become  fullv  convinced  that  the 
Augsburg  Confession  harmonized  with  its  doctrines.  After  much 
hesitation  he  resolved  to  introduce  the  Reformation  into  his  territorv, 
supposing  that  the  ret^ess  of  the  Regensburg  diet,  which  recommended 
a  Christian  reformation  of  their  several  institutions  to  the  prelates, 
obligated  him  to  such  a  course.  At  the  next  diet,  held  in  Bonn,  March, 
1542,  he  reported  what  he  ha<l  done,  an<l  received  the  mcwt  cordial  ap- 
proval of  his  States.  The  elector  hoped  to  realize  in  his  domain  the 
plan  of  union,  which  it  was  expocte<l  the  Regensburg  diet  would  secure 
for  the  whole  country,  but  which  was  there  frustrated.  To  accomplish 
this  he  summoned  Bucer  to  his  aid ;  Gropper  was  to  cJJoperate,  but  his 
contracted  popish  views  soon  leil  him  to  withdraw.  Melanchthon  took 
his  place.  Already  in  July,  154.'>,  the  elector  was  enabled  to  lay  before 
his  States  a  Reformed  constitution,  to  which  they  fully  assented.     But 
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meantime  an  opposition  party  was  formed.  The  cathedral  chapter  and 
university  resisted  from  regard  for  the  papacy ;  the  Council  of  Cologne 
objected  because  it  feared  lest  by  the  change  its  authority  would  be 
curtailed.  The  movement,  however,  steadil}  progressed,  and  it  was 
hoped  that  the  opposition  would  be  gradually  weakened,  or  at  least 
prove  harmless.  In  other  respects  the  Cologne  Reformation  took  a 
peculiar  course;  the  chapter  was  not  secularized,  but  continued  an 
ecclesiastical  principality,  only  in  an  evangelical  form.  The  Bishop 
of  MUnster  at  once  prepared  to  follow  this  example ;  and  had  the  work 
in  Cologne  proved  permanent,  a  number  of  other  chapters  would  doubt- 
less have  adopted  the  same  measures.     (Cf.  {  16,  2). 

8.  Embarrcutsmenis  of  (he  Emperor  (1543-44). — Soon  after  the  Re- 
gensburg  diet  (1541),  which  had  granted  but  inconsiderable  aid  against 
the  Turks,  Soliman  had  taken  Hungary  without  opposition.  He  con* 
verted  the  principal  church  at  Ofen  into  a  mosque,  and  appointed  a 
pasha  with  three  tails  over  the  whole  country,  which  he  proclaimed  a  ,  j,,  ,» 
Turkish  province.  Early  in^WiST  a  diet  met  in  Spires.  Though  there  '"^  '  ** 
was  much  wrangling  about  religious  matters,  large  aids  were  voted 
against  the  Turks,  for  which  the  Protestants  obtained  an  armistice  of 
five  years  after  the  termination  of  the  war.  The  campaign  against  the 
Turks,  however,  commanded  by  Joachim  II.,  accomplished  nothing. 
Meanwhile  new  disputes  arose  with  France,  and  Soliman  prepared  for 
another  campaign.  In  this  strait  Charles  summoned  a  di^t  at  Nurem- 
hery  (Jan.,  1543).  The  Protestants  demanded  that  the  Regensburg 
declaration  should  be  included  in  the  recess  of  the  diet,  and  the  disso- 
lution of  the  existing  imperial  cham]>er.  Ferdinand  consented,  but 
William  of  Bavaria  declared  that  he  would  rather  see  the  world  perish, 
or  the  crescent  rule  over  all  Germany.  The  recess  postponed  the  Bruns- 
wick affair  until  the  emperor  should  be  present,  and  guaranteed  anew 
to  the  Protestants  a  five  years'  armistice ;  but  these  demanded  an  in- 
disputable, permanent  peace,  and  rejected  the  recess.  A  grant  of  aid 
against  the  Turks  was  out  of  the  question.  With  the  summer  of  1543, 
apprehended  dangers  broke  in  upon  the  emperor  from  all  sides  ;  France 
seized  upon  the  Netherlands,  Soliman  conquered  Gran,  the  Danes 
barred  the  Sund  against  the  emperor's  subjects,  a  Turkish-French  fleet 
held  mastery  over  the  Mediterranean,  and  had  already  taken  Nizza, 
and  the  Protestants  also  assumed  a  threatening  posture.  Christian  III. 
of  Denmark,  and  Oustavus  Vasa  of  Sweden,  sought  admission  to  the 
Smalcald  League  (which,  of  course,  could  not  be  allowe<l,  unless  the 
landgrave,  by  his  separate  compact  with  Charles,  would  withdraw  from 
it).  The  Duke  of  Cleves,  also,  broke  the  stipulated  armistice.  This 
provoked  the  emperor  most  of  all.  Ho  hastened  forth,  and  sub<lued 
Cleve  and  Geldern ;  the  Smalcald  League  had  to  allow  it,  on  the  land- 
grave's account  (1543).  Both  countries  were  restored  to  Catholicism. 
The  position  of  the  emperor  then  somewhat  improved.  Cleve  was  dis- 
posed of;  England  and  Denmark  made  peace  with  him.     But  bis  most 
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dangerous  foes,  Soliinan  and  Francis  I.,  were  still  in  arms.     lie  sffl 
needed  the  most  vigorous  support  of  the  empire,  i.  e.  of  the  Protestants. 

9.  The  Diet  of  Spires  (1544).  —  The  diet  of  Spires  was  opened  by  the 
emperor  in  Feb.,  1544.  He  knew  well  that  he  could  obtain  help  against 
the  French  or  Turks  only  by  making  important  religious  cimcessions* 
And  he  yielded  to  this  necessity.  The  recess  allowed  the  Protestants 
to  use  the  ecclesiastical  property  for  the  improvement  of  their  churchos 
and  schools ;  earlier  unfavorable  recesses  were  annulled ;  Lutherans 
likewise  were  admitted  as  advisory  members  of  the  imperial  chamber. 
The  territory  of  Brunswick  was  ceded  to  the  emperoi  for  temporary 
sequestration,  only  its  religion  was  to  remain  in  statu  qu  j.  The  adjust- 
ment of  religious  dissensions  was  referred  to  a  "  general,  Jree,  Chris- 
tian" council ;  and  if  it  could  not  succeed,  matters  should  be  fully  and 
finally  settled  by  a  national  convention,  to  be  held  the  following  fall, 
independently  of  the  pope  or  a  council.  The  emperor  promised  to  bring 
a  plan  of  reformation  with  him  then,  and  allowed  the  other  States  to 
do  the  same.  After  such  concessions  the  Protestants  entered  with 
spirit  upon  the  consideration  of  the  emperor's  political  propositions. 
First  of  all,  he  desired  aid  against  the  French.  It  was  granted,  and 
the  same  year  yet  he  marched,  with  an  army  composed  chiefly  of  Pro- 
testants, into  France,  and  forced  upon  the  king  the  Peace  of  Crespy 
(Sept.,  1544).  This  would  have  been  the  time  to  prepare  for  the  war 
against  the  Turks,  according  to  the  agreement  at  Spires.  The  Pro- 
testants burned  with  a  desire  to  give  the  emperor  pnmf  of  their  zeal 
and  devotion.  Having  confidence  in  the  success  of  the  national  con- 
vention promised  at  Spires,  the  Elector  of  Saxony  directed  his  theolo- 
gians to  draw  up  a  plan  of  reformation,  to  be  laid  before  the  conven- 
tion. This  document,  known  as  the  Wittenberg  Reformation,  is  re- 
markable for  having  proposed  a  new  measure ;  it  guaranteed  the 
prelates  their  spiritual  and  temporal  prerogatives,  their  dignities,  do- 
mains, and  jurisdictions,  as  well  as  the  right  of  ordination,  visitation, 
and  excommunication  ;  though,  of  course,  on  the  condition  that  all  this 
should  be  understood  in  an  evangelical  sense. 

10.  Quarrels  of  the  Emperor  with  the  Evangelical  States  (1545-46). 
The  recess  of  Spires,  with  its  promise  of  a  national  convention,  finally 
induced  the  pope  to  order  the  long-called-for  Council  at  Trent.  He 
trusted  that  its  decisions  would  sever  the  emperor  fit^m  the  Protestants 
— ^but  the  very  appointment  of  it,  already,  produced  this  result.  After 
the  Protestants  had  conquered  the  Peace  of  Crespg  for  the  ?mperor. 
and  thus  cleared  the  way  for  his  general  policy,  he  desired  to  carry  ou* 
his  earlier  scheme  of  a  complete  reformation  of  the  whole  Church,  the 
execution  of  which  had  been  checked  by  the  premature  death  of 
Hadrian  VI.  But,  to  effect  this,  he  c<iuld  not  exempt  the  Protestants 
from  subjection  to  the  council.  At  the  diet  of  Worms  (May,  1545), 
however,  they  decidedly  refused  consent.     Charles  assured  them  that 
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be  bad  do  thought  of  using  violence  against  them  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion, but  insisted  on  his  demand,  and  began  to  make  secret  prepara- 
tions.    The  Cologne  affair  (n.  7)  also  estranged  him  from  them.     The 
agitations  which  the  reformation  of  the  archbishopric  excited  in  the 
Netherlands,  were  of  the  most  threatening  character  for  the  system  of 
government  which  obtained  there.     Hence  the  emperor  took  part  with 
the  opposition,  and  admitted  a  complaint  of  the  chapter  against  the 
elector.    An  energetic  intercession  of  the  Smalcald  League  aggravated 
his  antipathies.     The  growing  power  of  the  league  filled  him  with  ap- 
prehensions.  Henry  of  Brunswick  had  just  made  an  attempt  to  recover 
his  domain,  but  was  defeat^dd  by  the  united  forces  of  Hesse    and  the 
two  Saxonies,  and  taken  prisoner.     Simultaneously  Frederick  II.  com- 
menced the  reformation  of  the  Palatinate,  and  negotiated  for  admission 
to  the  Smalcald  League.     Thus  four  of  the  six  electors  had  already 
defected,  and  the  fifth,  Sebastian  of  Heitseii^iammt  who,  after  the  death 
of  Cardinal  Albert  (1545),  had  been  made  Elector  of  Mnyence,  through 
the  influence  of  Hesse     and  the  Palatinate,  had  promised  to  do  the 
same.     Charles  became  alarmed.     He  concluded  an  armistice  with  the 
Turks  (Oct.,  1545),  and  negotiated  with  the  pope,  wh«»  pledged  all  his 
possessions  and  his  triple  crown  for  the  overthrow  of  the  heretics.    On 
Dec.  13,  1545,  he  opened  the  Council  of  Trenty  and  did  not  conceal  that 
its  purpose  was  to  suppress  the  Protestants.    Charles  once  more  endea- 
vored to  induce  the  Protestants  to  take  part,  and  once  more  he  insti- 
tuted a  colloquy  at  Regenshury  (Jan.,   1546).     The   zealous   papists, 
Malvenda,  Cochlasus^  and  Billik,  and  a  little  later,  Jul.  v.  Pffuyky  were 
opposed  by  Bucer,  BrenZy  and  Major,     The  former  would  not  yield  a 
hair-breadth,  and  demanded  a  promise  that  no  one  should  be  told  what 
transpired.    Hence  the  colloquy  failed.    The  horrible  fratricide  perpe- 
trated during  that  time  upon  a  young  Spaniard,  John  Diaz,  in  Neu- 
burg  (whose  brother  Alphonso  preferred  his  death  to  his  joining  the 
heretics),  went  unpunished,  and  furnished  Protestants  an  instance  of 
the  way  in  which  good  Catholics  thought  heretics  should  be  treated. 

11.  Luther's  Last  Days  (1546).  (Cf.  AT.  E.  Fdrstemann^  Donkm.  d. 
Dr.  M.  L.  errichtet.  Nordh.  1846,  and  the  Jubelschrr.  v.  Pasiy,  Lpz. 
1846;  Kothe^  Jen,  1846;  JoA/t,  Magd.  1846).  —  Whilst  the  storm  was 
gathering  which  should  soon  ])urst  upon  the  heads  of  the  evangelical 
party,  the  mercy  of  God  hastened  the  man,  who  had  laid  the  immova- 
ble basis  of  a  renovation  of  the  Church,  away  from  the  struggles  and 
trials  of  his  completed  labors.  Luther  died  at  Ei^thhen,  Feb.  18,  1546, 
ai  the  aye  of  6Z  years.  His  last  years  were  burdened  with  manifold 
tribulations.  The  thoroughly  political  character  forced  upon  the  Re- 
formation after  the  diet  of  Augsburg,  was  repugnant  to  him,  but  he 
could  not  alter  it.  Many  things  occurred  in  Wittenberg,  also,  of  which 
he  disapproved,  and  which  caused  him  much  anxiety  and  sorrow. 
Weary  of  bis  arduous  labors,  suffering  violent  bodily  pains,  and  with 
increasing  debility,  he  often  longed  to  die  in  peace,  and  bis  prayer  was 
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answered.  Early  in  1546,  the  counts  of  Mansfeld  called  him  to  EiaM 
ben,  to  settle  the  disputes  then  existing  between  them.  Thus  engaged* 
he  spent  the  last  three  weeks  of  his  life  in  the  place  ^f  his  birth,  aD<l 
without  any  particular  previous  illness,  fell  peacefully  and  happily 
asleep  in  the  Lord,  during  the  night  of  Feb.  18.  His  corpse  was  takem 
to  Wittenberg,  and  there  deposited  in  the  chapel  of  the  castle. 

2  16.  THE  SMALCALD  WAR  AND  THE  INTERIM.   (1546-51.) 

All  attempts  at  reconciliation  in  religious  matters  had  failed. 
The  pope,  on  the  contrary,  had  ultimately  consented  to  order  a 
general  council  in  some  German  city.  The  emperor  turned  to- 
wards it  with  his  conciliatory  schemes,  and  hoped  that,  as  his 
hands  were  again  free,  since  the  conclusion  of  peace  with  France, 
he  might  carry  out  his  idea  of  a  reformation,  i.  «.,  thoroughly 
correct  all  hierarchical  abuses,  allow  priests  to  marry,  grant  the 
cup  to  the  laity,  and  yield  the  doctrine  of  justification  by  faith. 
But  on  this  subject  he  quarrelled  with  the  Protestants,  and  war 
broke  out  before  the  Smalcald  confederates  were  ready  for  it. 
Still  their  strength  far  exceeded  the  emperor's ;  but,  through 
useless  scruples,  delays,  and  indecision,  they  aj lowed  victory  to 
escape  them,  wheu  they  had  several  certain  opportunities  of 
Becuring  it.  The  power  of  the  league  was  completely  annihilated ; 
that  of  the  emperor  reached  its  highest  point.  The  whole  of 
southern  Germany  was  compelled  to  submit  to  the  odious  Augs- 
burg Interim  ;  and  even  in  northern  Germany,  despised  Magde^ 
burg  alone  maintained  pure  Protestantism,  in  spite  of  the  em- 
peror and  empire. 

1.  Preparations  for  the  Smalcald  War  ( 1 546 ) .  ( Cf.  Hortleder,  Handl. 
u.  Auschr.  V.  d.  Ursachen  d.  deutsch.  Krieg.  Frkf.  1G17.  2  Bde.  f.  /.  G, 
Jahn,  Gesch.  d.  schm.  Kr.  Lpz.  1837. — F,  A.  v.  Langenn^  Moritz,  Herz. 
u.  Kurf.  V.  Sachsen.  Lpz.  1841,  2  Bde.) — After  the  emperor  had  con- 
cluded a  league  with  the  pope  against  the  Protestants,  ho  tried  to  find 
confederates  in  Germany  also.  To  the  Duke  of  Bavariahe  held  out 
the  prospect  of  the  electoral  dignity,  to"wTiich  he  had  long  aspired. 
This  succeeded,  but  to  guard  against  unfortunate  issues,  the  duke  pro^ 
mised  only  secret  pecuniary  aid.  Charles  next  attempted  to  gain  allies 
from  among  the  Protestants  themselves,  whose  mutual  dijacords  gava 
him  hope  of  success.  Margrave  Haiis  of  Kustrin  and  Duke  Eric  of 
Bruiisidck'Cahniherg^  the  former  a  son-in-law,  the  latter  an  uncle  of 
the  expelled  and  captured  Prince  of  Wolfoubilttel,  offered  their  servicei 
in  the  contest  against  the  robbers  of  that  invaded  country  But  Charles 
was  more  concerned  to  gain  the  young  Duke  Maurice  of  S<ixony»     Th# 
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dontinaed  rivalrj  and  rarianco  between  ^ig.  and  hisjincle,  the  olector, 
gave  ground  to  hope  that  he  also  might  be  won  over.  The  attempt 
succeeded.  For  the  electoral  dignity  of  Saxony,  and  the  greater  part 
of  the  lands  belonging  to  electoral  Saxony,  Maurice  turned  traitor. 
The  emperor  could,  indeed,  no  more  exempt  him  than  the  other  two 
princes  from  a  formal  subjection  to  the  council,  but  he  promised  them 
forbearance  in  the  application  of  the  decree  of  the  council,  and  that  in 
any  case,  the  doctrine  of  justification,  the  cups  for  the  laity,  and  the 
marriage  of  priests,  should  be  guaranteed  to  their  countries.  Having 
thus  secured  Maurice,  the  emperor  prosecuted  his  preparations  quite 
openly,  and  made  no  secret  of  his  intention  to  chastise  some  princes 
who  had  shown  contempt  for  his  imperial  dignity,  and  violently  seized 
possessions  not  belonging  to  them,  under  the  cloak  of  xfdigion.  The 
Smalcald  confederates  could  no  longer  deceive  themselves.  They  also 
made  preparations  for.Kar.  With  this  open  rupture  ended  the  diet  of 
JSegensburg  (June,  1546). 

2.  The  Campaign  along  the  Danube  ( 154C). — The  northern  cities  were 
most  zealous  in  their  preparations.  Uniting  with  WUrtemberg,  they 
sent  a  respectable  army  into  the  field,  under  the  command  of  the  vigi- 
lant Schdrilint  before  the  Qmperor  had  matured  hia  preparations.  Had 
the  Protestant  council  of  war  in  Ulm  permitted,  Schartlin  would  have 
marched  forthwith  to  Regensburg,  where  the  emperor  was  surrounded 
by  an  excited  Protestant  jwpulation,  and  without  protection.  But  the 
council  thought  nothing  should  be  done  to  irritate  William  of  Bavaria ^ 
who  was  playing  a  neutral  part.  Then  Schttrtlin  wished  to  take  Tyrol, 
and  pay  a  visit  to  the  Council  of  Trent.  lie  bad  already  started,  when 
the  council  commanded  him  to  return,  in  the  foolish  hope  that  King 
Ferdinand  would  remain  neutral.  Thus  Charles  gained  time  to  collect 
his  forces.  Under_date  of  June  20,  154G,  he  issued  from  Regensburg 
a  ban  edict  against  the  Landgrave  Philip  and  the  Elector  Johii  Frede- 
rickt  as  vassals  who  had  violated  their  duty  and  oath.  Both  published 
proclamations  in  defence  of  their  course,  entered  the  field  with  consi- 
derable forces,  and  joined  S<h<yrilin  at  Donawert.  There  papal  des- 
patches to  the  Catholic  cantons  of  Switzerland  fell  into  their  hands,  in 
which  the  pope  informed  them  that  he  had  ma<le  a  league  with  the 
emperor  for  the  extermination  of  heretics,  and  promised  plenary  in- 
dulgence to  all  who  would  aid  the  crusade  against  them  with  prayers 
.or  money.  Even  after  all  the  delays,  the  issue  of  the  war  would  hardly 
have  been  doubtful,  had  the  Protestants  carried  out  their  plans  with 
unity,  decision,  and  vigor.  But  in  this  they  failed.  The  winter  was 
approaching  without  their  coming  to  a  battle.  Meanwhile,  however, 
Maurice,  (to  whom  the  emperor  had  transferred  the  Saxon  electorate, 
by  a  formal  decree  of  Oct.  27,  ir)4C),  on  pretence  of  friendly  concern, 
took  possession  of  the  domain  of  the  dishonored  elector,  and  received 
the  oath  of  allegiance.  Tidings  of  these  events  constrained  the  land- 
grave and  ex-elector  to  return  to  their  countries,  and  Schdrilinf  in  want 
52  ■" 
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of  money  and  munitions,  was  unable  even  to  establish  permanent  win^ 
ter  quarters  in  Franconia,  for  the  protection  of  northern  Germany, 
The  whole  country,  therefore,  was  exposed  to  the  emperor.  One  city 
after  another  capitulated,  on  more  or  less  severe  terms.  WUrtemberg 
and  the  Palatinate  had  also  to  yield.  In  regard  to  religious  matters^ 
the  emperor  wisely  granted  to  all  the  same  privileges  he  had  promised 
before  the  campaign  to  his  allied  princes.  At  the  beginning  of  1547, 
he  was  master  of  the  whole  of  southern  Germany.  He  then  disposed, 
also,  of  the  Cologne  affair  (|  15,  7).  In  April,  1546,  the  pope  had  pro- 
nounced the  ban  against  its  archbishop,  and  authorized  Charles  to  exe- 
cute it.  But  the  emperor  prudently  delayed,  lest  the  elector  should 
attach  himself  to  the  enemy.  Now,  however,  Charles  published  the 
ban.  His  commissaries  called  a  meeting  of  the  States  at  Cologne,  and 
made  the  coadjutor  archbishop  and  elector,  in  spite  of  the  opposition 
of  the  States.  Hermann  was  ready  to  purchase  the  religious  freedom 
of  the  country  by  a  voluntary  resignation ;  but  this  was  rejected,  and 
having  no  power  to  resist,  he  resigned  unconditionally.  Thus  the  Rhine 
country  was  hopelessly  lost  to  Protestantism. 

3.  The  Campaign  of  the  Elbe  (1547). — John  Frederick  entered  Thu- 
ringia  about  the  middle  of  Dec,  1540.  He  was  received  warmly  and 
with  rejoicings,  and  in  a  short  time  conquered  not  only  his  own  do- 
main, but  the  greater  part  of  the  Albertine  district.  The  cities  of  lower 
Germany  formed  a  league  with  him.  The  Bohemians,  also,  refused 
Ferdinand's  demand  that  they  should  fight  against  their  brethren  in 
the  faith,  and  on  their  own  responsibility  confederated  with  the  ex- 
elector.  John  Frederick  once  more  assumed  a  highly  important  posi- 
tion, the  danj^or  of  which  the  emperor  fully  appreciated.  Hastily 
gathering  a  considerable  army,  Charlos  joined  Ferdinand  and  Maurice 
in  Eger,  and  by  rapid  marches  moved  towards  the  Elbe.  At  Miihlbergf 
he  overtook  his  enemy.  There  was  hardly  a  battle.  John  Prederick's 
troops  were  overpowere<i  by  the  imperial  army,  of  whose  approach  he 
had  no  knowledge,  and  he  was  taken  prisoner  (April  24,  1547).  Sen- 
tence of  death  wiis  pronounced  upon  him,  as  a  rebel  and  heretic.  But 
the  council  of  war  thought  it  more  prudent  to  force  from  him  by  treaty 
the  surrender  of  his  fortress,  than  to  waste  time  in  uncertain  attempts 
at  conquest.  In. matters  ()f  religion  the  pious  prince  would  not  yield, 
but  ho  resigned  his  electoraF  dignity,  and  consented  to  the  surrender 
of  his  fortress,  the  transfer  of  the  greater  portion  of  his  domain  to 
Mauriee,  and  imprisonment  for  life.  The  Landgrave  Philip,  meanwhile, 
had  been  al>Ie  to  do  nothing,  for  want  of  muniticms,  money,  and  troops. 
The  tidinors  of  John  Fre<lerick*s  misfortune  filled  him  with  dismay. 
Unable  to  offer  any  resistance,  he  surrendered  unconditionally  to  the 
emperor.  His  8t)u-in-law  Maurice',  and  the  Elector  Joachim  II.,  offered 
to  act  as  mediators.  In  a  document,  which  was  immediately  accepted 
in  the  case,  the  emperor  vowed  that  **  solche  Ergebung  weder  zu  Lei- 
besstrafe  noch  zu  ewigcm  (al.  eini^em)  GefHngniss  gereichen  solle,"  fof 
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Ihe  landgrave.  Rankers  careful  investigations  have  shown  that  .th# 
first  version  is  undoubtedly  the  correct  one.  But  in  the  further  trans* 
actions  in  the  matter,  this  compact,  with  its  document,  was  so  far  lost 
sight  of,  that  both  the  mediators  must  have  considered  it  «et  aside,  and 
even  feared  they  would  offend  the  emperor  by  asking  lor  its  formal 
annulment.  An  imprisonment  was  not  named  in  any  of  the  subsequent 
transactions,  nor  in  the  final  capitulation ;  indeed  the  latter,  in  most 
of  its  conditions,  assumed  the  personal  freedom  of  the  landgrave.  In 
coiformity  with  it,  the  landgrave,  of  course,  surrendered  himself  at 
discretion,  but  the  emperor  promised  an  amnesty  in  advance.  The 
landgrave  was  required  to  prostrate  himself  before  him,  to  demolish 
all  his  fortresses  but  one,  to  give  up  all  his  arms,  never  to  tolerate  an 
enemy  of  the  emperor  in  his  territory,  to  enter  into  no  leagues,  to 
liberate  Duke  Ilenry  of  Brunswick,  and  restore  him  to  his  domain. 
The  ceremony  of  prostration  took  place  on  July  19,  at  the  residence  in 
Halle.  Both  the  electors,  with  the  landgrave,  then  went  unsuspiciously 
to  sup,  by  invitation,  with  the  Duke  of  Alba.  After  supper,  the  duke 
declared  that  the  landgrave  was  his  prisoner.  The  electors  remon- 
strated in  vain  with  the  duke,  and  the  next  day  with  the  imperial 
councillors,  who  coolly  produced  the  earlier  document.  The  emperor 
was  also  entreated  without  avail. 

4.  The  Council  of  Trent  ( 1545-47 ) . — The  Council  of  Treiit  was  opened 
in  Dec.,  1545.  At  the  very  beginning,  the  pope,  against  the  express 
will  of  the  emperor,  introduced  resolutions  which  pyechidcd  the  parthL. 
cipation  of  the  grotestant-s.  The  iScriptures  and  tradition  were  first 
discussed.  The  same  authority  was  ascribed  to  the  Apocrvpha  as  to 
the  other  books  of  the  Bible,  and  the  Vulgate  was  acknowledged  as  the 
ai^thentic  version  and  only  basis  of  all  theological  transactions,  discus- 
sions, and  sermons.  Tradition  was  declared  fully  coordinate  with  the 
sacred  Scriptures,  only  care  was  taken  for  once  to  settle  and  fix  the 
limits  of  itfi  contents.  The  total  extermination  of  original  sin  by  bap- 
tism was  affirmed,  the  remaining  concupiscence  being  pronounced  no 
«in ;  after  baptism  there  were  none  but  actual  sins.  The  scholastic 
view  of  justification  wa<»,  substantially, ""reasserted,  although  it  was 
purged  of  its  worst  excrescences,  and  conformed  as  much  as  possible 
to  scriptural  modes  of  expression.  Justification  was  made  to  consist 
in  the  actual  conversion  of  a  sinner  into  a  righteous  person — not  only 
in  the  forgiveness  of  sin,  but  the  sanctification  and  renewal  of  the 
inner  man.  It  is  effected  not  by  an  imputation  of  Christ's  merits,  but 
by  an  infusion  of  habitual  righteousness,  which  enables  man  to  secure 
eternal  life  by  his  own  good  works.  It  is  not  an  artuti  Dei  forcn^fis,  but 
aa^cfus  physicus,  is  effected  not  at  once,  and  through  faith  a?one,  but 
graclually,  unaer  the  training  of  the  Church,  through  those  means 
which  it  offers,  and  by  man*s  free  cooperation.  The  emperor,  who  saw 
bis  own  conciliatory  schemes  set  aside  by  these  decisions,  was  greatly 
disploased.  and  peremptorily  demanded  that  their  promulgation  shouM 


100      SECTION  III. — FIRST  PERIOD  (CENT.  16  A.  D.). 

bo  postponed.  The  pope  listened  for  a  time,  but  as  the  interference  of 
the  victorious  emperor  in  the  aflfairs  of  the  council  assumed  a  mor« 
threatening  character,  he  directed  his  legates  forthwith  to  publish  th« 
suspended  decisions  (Jan.,  1547),  and  a  few  weeks  later,  on  pretence 
of  a  dangerous  pestilence,  transferred  the  council  to  Bologna  (Marohy 
1547),  where,  however,  it  did  no  additional  business. 

5.  The  Augsburg  Interim  (1548).  (Cf.  /.  E.  Biek,  das  dreifache  Int. 
Lpz.  1721.  /.  A,  Schmidt  hist,  interimistica.  Ilelmst.  1750.) — Early 
in  Sept.,  1547,  the  emperor  opened  a  diet  at  Augsburg,  The  humbled 
Protestants  promised,  almost  unresistingly,  to  submit  to  the  council, 
if  it  were  restored  to  Trent,  and  its  proceedings  begun  afresh.  Charles 
energetically  urged  the  pope  to  concede  these  unavoidable  demands* 
The  refusal  of  the  pope  compelled  him  once  more  to  attempt  effecting 
a  religious  union  without  the  pope  or  council,  and  to  institute  an  in- 
terim which  should  be  the  law  for  both  parties  until  the  action  of  a 
proper  couiicil  could  be  o1)tained.  King  Ferdinand  proposed  Bishop 
Julius  V,  Pjlugk  and  the  suffragan  Bishop  Michael  lidding  of  Mayence ; 
the  Elector  Joachim  II.,  his  court-preacher  John  Agricola  of  Eisleben, 
as  a  committee  to  prepare  the  interim.  Charles  consented.  Agricola's 
boasts  of  his  influence  in  the  committee  were  as  vain  as  his  magnilo* 
quent  promises  that  large  concessions  would  be  granted  were  proven 
to  be  falsehoods.  Joachim  had  enjoined  it  upon  him  to  adhere  to  four 
points  (justification,  the  cup  for  the  laity,  the  marriage  of  the  clergy, 
and  the  setting  aside  of  the  opus  operatum),  but  Agricola  could  not 
even,  unqualifiedly,  secure  themi  The  second  and  third  were  granted, 
but  in  regard  to  the  doctrine  oi  msHiication,  the  Bishop  of  Naumburg 
could  not-^§(r  directfy  Wtho  itt<o  of  the  decrees  of  Trent,  whilst  the 


Protestants  on  their  part  could  mnkc  no  concessions  on  this  point. 
They  agreed,  therefore,  to  reject  the  inanis  fiducia  of  faith  without 
vorkf,  as  well  as  the  false  confidence  oFfestrng  in  works  without  true 
faith,  and  to  acknowledge  both  an  inherent  and  imputed  righteous* 
ness;  —  and  if,  on  the  one  hand,  they  declared  that  God  justifies  men 
not  on  account  of  works,  but  of  his  mercy,  and  without  any  merit  of 
man,  they  aflfirmed  on  the  other  that  there  might  be  works  which 
transcended  the  divine  commands,  and  that  ^/cA~w&re  meritoriDU^^ 
Upon  the  mass  they  agreed  more  readily.  Pflugk,  indeed,  clung  to  the 
idea  of  a  sacrifice,  but  not  in  the  sense  of  an  atonement,  but  of  a  me- 
morial or  thank-offering ;  not  as  a  repetition  of  the  death  of  Christ,  but 
as  an  appropriation  of  its  fruits.  In  the  doctrine  of  the  Church,  the 
power  of  the  pope  was  essentially  limited ;  he  was  acknowledged  only 
aa  the  supreme  bishop,  in  the  sense  of  a  primus  inter  pares,  in  whom 
the  unity  of  the  Church  was  visibly  represented.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  right  of  interpreting  the  Scriptures,  and  to  ordain  doctrines  and 
usages  according  to  it,  was  claimed  exclusively  for  the  Church.  The 
feren  sacraments  were  confirmed,  including  chrism  and  extreme  unction, 
%nd  special  stress  was  laid  upon  transubstantiation.    The  duty  of  fa«^ 
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Ing  and  of  praying  to  the  Virgin  and  saints  for  their  intercessions,  all 
the  ceremonies  of  Catholic  worship,  the  pomp  of  processions,  the  festi- 
Tals  of  saints,  of  Mary,  and  especially  Corpus  Christi,  reinaiiiedin  full 
force.  —  This  compromise  received  the  emperor's  entire  approval,  tuoi^ 
even  several  Protestant  princes  believed  that  any  wrong  thus  done  to 
pure  doctrine  was  richly  compensated  by  the  prospect  of  having  some 
of  their  views  legally  introduced  into  Catholic  countries.  The  Electors 
of  Brandenburg  and  the  Palatinate  at  once  assented  to  the  measure. 
Maurice  found  it  more  difficult  to  do  so ;  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes  to 
the  impossibility  of  getting  the  consent  of  his  States.  Finally  he  JjAlf 
consented,  and  the  emperor  took  it  as  ^  full  approval.  IlaiiSy  of  Klls- 
trin,  and  Wolfgang y  of  Zweibrlicken,  decidedly  opposed  the  plan,  but 
Charles  took  no  further  notice  of  them  than  to  say  to  them  that  in  a 
short  time  a  few  thousand  Spaniards  would  be  sent  into  their  districts. 
Then  it  came  to  the  turn  of  the  Catholic  princes.  William  of  Bavaria 
irritated,  apart  from  this,  on  account  of  supposed  neglect  on  the  part 
Df  the  emperor,  had  consulted  the  pope,  and  decidedly  rejected  the 
Interim.  The  other  Catholic  States  followed  his  example.  The  em- 
peror did  not  think  himself  powerful  enough  to  compel  their  approval, 
and  the  recess  of  the  diet  made  the  Interim  binding  only  on  the  Pro- 
testant States.  The  Landgrave  Philip,  whose  power  was  completely 
broken,  assented,  but  nothing  could  induce  the  brave-hearted  John 
Frederick  to  do  it.  Even  the  pt>pc  persistently  declined  acknowledging 
the  Interim,  until  in  Aug.,  1549,  he  authorized  his  bishops  to  tolerate 
the  concessions  it  made  for  the  Protestants. 

6.  Tlie  Introduction  of  the  Interim  (1548). — Everywhere  the  Interim 
had  to  be  introduced  by  violence.  This  was  first  done  in  the  cities  of 
northern  Germany.  People  and  preachers  steadfastly  resisted  it,  but 
the  magistrates  Vet  themselves  be  overawed  by  the  threats  and  demon- 
strations of  the  emperor,  and  thus  it  was  admitted  by  one  city  after 
another — by  Nuremberg,  Augsburg,  and  Ulm.  Coiuftance  made  a  show 
of  resistance,  but  it  was  proscribed,  lost  all  its  privileges,  and  instead 
of  the  Interim,  popery  was  restored,  and  evangelical  preaching  pro- 
hibited on  pain  of  death.  Intimidated  by  this  example,  the  other  cities 
submitted  to  what  was  unavoidable.  The  Palatinate  yielded  at  once. 
VTurtemberg  ^oon  followed  it«  example.  All  the  ministers  who  refused 
to  accept  the  Interim  were  banished  and  persecuted.  About  400  faith- 
ful preachers  of  the  Gospel,  with  their  wives  and  children,  wandered 
without  food  or  shelter  through  southern  Germany.  Frecht,  of  Ulm, 
was  loaded  with  chains,  and  dra^rged  after  the  imperial  camp.  John 
Brem,  of  Swabian-llall,  one  of  the  most  decided  opponents  of  the 
Interim,  more  than  once,  in  his  wanderings,  miraculously  escaped  boing 
captured.  In  nmi-hern  Germany,  the  opposition  was  more  persistent. 
The  example  of  John  Frederick  encouraged  others  to  imitate  him.  The 
apposition  was  concentrated  in  the  cities  of  lower  Germany,  especially 
in  Magdeburg^  which  had  been  under  the  imperial  ban  since  the  Snial 
62* 
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eald  war.  The  fugitive  opporiftnts  of  the  Interim  gathered  there  froic 
all  partH;  there  alone,  (in  **  God's  chancery/')  the  press  was  still  free 
to  combat  the  Interim.  A  flood  of  tracts,  siitires,  and  caricatures  issued 
then.'e,  spread  over  all  Germany,  and  fanned  the  inextinguishable 
hatred.  The  Landgrave  Philip  advised  his  sons  to  accept  the  Interim, 
but  the  people  would  not  consent.  Even  the  Elector  of  Brandenburg 
could  not  carry  it  out  in  his  domain,  still  less  the  Elector  Maurice. 

7.  The  Leipsic  or  Small  Interim  (1548).  (Cf  11.  RossH,  Melanchth. 
u.  d.  Int.,  in  his  theol.  works.  Burl.  1847). — The  £lect4)r  A/ifiurice  was 
surrounded  by  peculiar  difficulties.  Pressed  by  his  States,  whom  he 
had  promised  to  protect  in  miHntaining  pure  doctrines,  and  no  less 
pressed  by  the  emperor,  who  expected  him  at  once  to  adopt  the  In- 
terim, he  resolved  to  prepare  a  compromise  of  these  adverse  demands, 
with  which  both  parties  might  be  satisfied.  To  effect  this  he  needed, 
the  consent  and  aid  of  the  Wittenberg  theologians,  above  all  of  Me- 
lanchihon.  Melanchthon  had  for  several  years  been  greatly  restrained 
in  his  theological  views  by  Luther,  and  by  the  strictly  Lutheran  court 
of  John  Frederick  ;  but  since  Luther's  death,  and  the  change  of  dynasty, 
he  felt  more  at  liberty,  but  was  also  less  decided.  He  was  compliant 
beyond  all  expectations.  His  timid  spirit  feared  that  unconditional 
opposition  would  utterly  destroy  Protestantism,  whilst  oliedience  and 
concession  would  at  least  save  the  essentials  of  the  Gt)spcl  as  seed-corn 
for  })ettcr  times.  In  a  letter  to  CarlowUz,  he  spoke  in  very  moderate 
terms  of  a  sketch  of  the  Interim,  approved  of  the  restoration  of  old 
usiigos,  and  revelled  in  the  remembrance  of  the  powerful  impressions 
which  thov  had  made  on  him  in  his  vouth.  In  his  i>liancv  he  so  far 
forgot  himself  as  to  complain  to  this  man,  the  most  bitter  enemy  of 
Luther  and  of  the  nuble  John  Frrderiek.  of  Luther's  obstinncv  and 
controversial  spirit,  and  to  utter  o<li<»us  insinuations  against  the  former 
government.  In  an  official  opinion  H'hich  he  was  requested  to  give,  he 
said  that  it  was  necessary  to  a<lapt  onc'self  to  the  sad  times,  and  to 
approve  and  «)bey  the  will  of  the  omporor,  as  far  as  it  could  be  done  in 
harmony  with  the  essentialf  of  evangelical  faith.  At  Meissen,  Torgau, 
M(»nksc«'ll,  and  JiUerbock,  the  States  had  shown  a  more  unmanageable 
an<l  firm  s]>irit  than  the  theologians,  and  the  subject  of  their  conventions 
was  extensively  discussed.  At  length,  at  the  diet  of  Leii)sic.  Dec.  22, 
1548,  the  Interim  pref)arod  }»y  the  Wittenberg  theologians  (Melanchr 
thon,  G.  Major,  P.  Eher,  Jhtifenhaijen,  and  Cnicujcr),  according  to  Me- 
lanchthon's  modified  views,  was  ado])ted  as  the  law  of  religious  worship 
and  usages  for  the  countries  of  Saxony,  and  the 'theologians  were 
directed  to  prepare  a  liturgy  corrrsptmding  with  the  new  Interim, 
which  was  accordirgly  publishe*!  in  July,  1540.  Julius  v.  Pflugk  was 
very  well  satisfied  with  this  Jj^ipaic  lulerim^  and  offered  to  recommend 
it  to  the  em]>eror  :  At/rimla  triumphed,  the  preachers  of  the  Margravite 
naively  wrote  to  the  Witrenbergers,  asking  whether  the  incredible 
news  was  true,  the  letters  of  Calvin  and  Brenz  laterated  Melanchtbon's 
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heurt,  lealous  Lutherans  everywhere  were  enrag'yi,  and  denounced  the 
measure,  and  the  Protestants  generally  hated  the  Lcipsic  mure  than 
the  Augsburg  Interim.  Its  introduction  was  aided  by  imprisonmen* 
and  exile,  but  hostility  to  it  daily  increased.  The  Leipsic  Interim 
restored  Catholic  customs  and  ceremonies,  almost  without  exception, 
as  adiaphora,  took  no  notice  of  less  essential  doctrinal  differences,  and 
set  forth  fundamental  articles  in  such  terms,  that  they  might  accord 
either  with  pure  evangelical  tenets  or  at  the  same  time  with  the  Augs- 
burg Interim.  The  evangelical  doctrine  of  justification  was,  indeed,  not 
essentially  altered,  but  it  was  not  expressed  in  decided  and  unequivocal 
terms,  and  still  less  were  Catholic  errors  distinctly  and  unambiguously 
rejected.  Good  works  were  declared  to  be  useful  and  necessary,  though 
not  as  meritorious  of  salvation.  It  was  not  said  whether  good  works 
could  be  done  beyond  the  requirements  of  the  divine  law.  Concerning 
the  Church  and  the  hierarchy,  the  definitions  of  the  Augsburg  Interim 
were  retained  ;  all  the  clergy  should  be  subject  and  obedient  to  the 
pope,  as  the  supreme  bishop,  and  to  other  bishops  who  discharged  their 
office  according  to  the  will  of  God,  to  edification  and  not  injuriously. 
The  seven  sacraments  were  recognized,  but  not  in  the  Romish  sense  of 
them.  In  the  mass,  the  Latin  language  was  restored.  Saints'  images 
were  allowed,  but  not  to  be  worshipped,  and  also  the  festivals  of  Mary 
and  Corpus  Christi,  but  without  processions,  etc. 

8.  Resumption  of  the  Council  of  Trent  (1551). — In  Sept.,  1549,  Paul 
III.  dissolved  the  council  at  Bologna,  the  nullity  of  which  had  long 
been  apparent.  His  successor,  Julius  111.  (1550-55),  who  had  been 
elevated  by  the  imperial  party,  resolved  at  once  to  reopen  the  council 
at  Trent,  in  accordance  with  the  emperor's  desire.  The  Protestant 
States  declared  themselves  ready  to  take  part  in  it,  but  demanded  the 
reconsideration  of  its  previous  proceedings,  as  well  as  a  seat  and  vote 
for  their  delegates.  These  demands  the  emperor  was  willing  to  grant, 
but  the  pope  and  prelates  demurred.  The  council  was  opened  on  May 
1,  1551,  with  the  discussion  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper. 
Meanwhile,  the  Protestants  equipped  themselves  for  it  by  drawing  up 
new  confessions  of  faith  which  should  be  made  the  basis  of  their  trans- 
actions with  the  Council.  Melanchthon,  whose  courage  began  to  revive, 
prepared  the  Confessio  Saxonica  (or,  as  he  could  properly  call  it,  the 
Repetitio  Conf.  Augustan/ie),  in  which  we  discover  no  further  trace  of 
the  vacillation  and  duplicity  of  the  Leipsic  Interim.  On  the  contrary, 
the  true  doctrine  is  set  forth  positively  and  polemically,  with  firmness 
and  confidence,  though  in  moderate  and  conciliatory  terms.  Rren^, 
also,  who  had  so  far  remained  in  concealment,  drew  up  the  Wnrtemherg 
Confessioji,  by  direction  of  his  ruler,  Duke  Christopher.  Both  con- 
fesjiions  were  subscribed,  likewise,  by  other  States.  The  first  Protest- 
ants arrived  in  Trent  in  Nov.,  1551.  They  were  the  temporal  delegates 
ofWlirtemberg  and  Strassburg.  In  Jan.,  1552,  the  delegates  of  elec 
ioral  Saxony.   On  Jan.  24,  they  presented  their  demands  t)  the  Council 
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but  despite  the  support  of  the  imperial  commissary,  they  were  unablf 
to  carry  them  through.  In  March,  the  theologians  of  WUrtembcrg 
and  Strassburg  arrived,  with  Brenz  at  their  head.  Melanchthon,  and 
two  Lcipsic  preachers,  were  on  the  way.  Suddenly,  Maurice  put  an 
end  to  the  inextricable  perplexities  of  the  council. 

^\^ 
J  17.   THE  ELECTOR  MAURICE  AND  THE   PEACE  OF 

AUGSBURG.     (1550-55). 

In  1550,  the  affairs  of  the  Reformation  were  in  a  worse  con 
dition  than  at  any  previous  time.  Bound  by  the  fetters  of  th€ 
Interim,  it  seemed  like  a  culprit  on  whom  sentence  of  death  was 
about  to  be  passed.  But  in  this  extremity  there  arose  a  man 
who  burst  the  fetters,  and  restored  strength  and  honor  to  the 
cause.  He  was  the  Elector  Maurice.  By  betraying  the  Pro- 
testant cause,  he  had  brought  it  to  the  verge  of  ruin  ;  by  trea- 
chery towards  the  emperor,  he  rescued  it.  The  treaty  of  P.g^sau 
guaranteed  full  religious  liberty  to  the  ProtestanT  States^  an< 
equal  rights  with  the  Catholics,  until  a  new  council  could  be 
convened.  The  Religious  Peace  of  Augsburg  finally  removed 
this  restriction  also,  and  terminated  the  history  of  the  German 
Reformation. 

1.  The  State  of  Affairs  in  1550.  —  It  was  a  dark  and  perilous  period 
for  Germany.  The  emperor  had  reached  the  summit  of  his  power,  the 
end  of  all  his  desires  And  efforts,  lie  now  openly  avowed  his  cherished 
plan  of  securing  to  his  son,  Don  Philip  of  Spain y  the  succession  in  his 
imperial  dignity,  in  the  affairs  of  the  empire  he  publicly  assumed 
autocratic  power,  regardless  of  the  rights  of  the  States.  In  violation 
of  treaties  and  capitulations,  he  retained  the  Spanish  troops,  who  daily 
became  more  exacting,  insolent,  and  oppressive.  Although  all  the 
30nditions  were  long  fj|lfilled,  on  which  the  landgrave  was  promised 
freedom,  Charles  obstinately  refused  to  liberate  him.  Protestant  Ger- 
many was  groaning  under  bondage  to  the  Interim.  The  most  that 
could  be  expected  of  the  Council  was  the  confirmation  of  the  hated 
Interim  ;  and  even  this  was  uncertain.  But  one  bulwark  of  evangelical 
liberty  still  stood  in  the  emperor's  way,  the  enthusiasm  of  the  brave, 
outlawed  city  of  Magdeburg.  IIow  long  it  might  hold  out,  no  one 
knew.  Until  the  fall  of  1550,  all  attempts  to  storm  it  had  failed.  Then 
Maurice  undertook  to  execute  the  ban,  by  the  emperor's  direction,  and 
at  the  cost  of  the  empire. 

2.  The  Elector  Maurice  (1551).  —  Maurice  had  wholly  alienated  the 
hearts  of  his  subjects.  Many  of  his  States  were  directing  their  atten- 
tion to  his  brother  Augustus  whilst  others  thought  of  a  restoration  of 
the  old  electoral  house.     Throughout  Protestant  Germany  he  was  re* 
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garded  with  aversion.  Had  the  smothered  hatred  exploded,  he  might 
easily  have  lost  Germany,  in  spite  of  imperial  aid.  On  the  other  hand, 
Maurice  was  still  too  much  of  a  German  and  Protestant  prince  tv)  give 
his  unconditional  approval  to  the  emperor's  dynastic  and  compromise 
measures,  whilst,  at  the  same  time,  he  was  personally  aggrieved  by 
the  continued  imprisonment  of  his  father-in-law.  Under  these  circum- 
stances he  resolved  to  make  amends,  by  treachery  against  the  emperor, 
for  the  wrong  he  had  done  by  treachery  against  his  evangelical  con- 
federates. Skilful  in  dissimulation,  he  vigorously  prosecuted  the  siege 
of  Magdeburg,  but  at  the  same  time  made  a  secret  compact  with  the 
Margrave  Hans  of  Kiistrin,  Albert  of  Franconian-Brandenburg,  and  the, 
sons  of  the  landgrave,  for  the  restoration  of  the  liberty  of  religion  and 
of  the  States.  He  also  opened  negotiations  with  Henry  II.  of  France, 
who  gladly  promised  pecuniary  aid.  At  length,  Magdeburg  capitulated 
and  Maurice  entered  the  city  on  Nov.  4,  1551.  The  arrearages  still  due 
served  as  a  pretext  for  not  discharging  the  troops  of  the  empire,  and 
strengthened  by  the  possession  of  Magdeburg,  and  by  the  subsidies 
which  his  confederates  furnished,  he  threw  off  the  mask,  and  issued 
public  proclamations,  in  which  he  set  forth  a  long  list  of  accusations 
and  complaints  against  the  emperor,  and  declared  that  he  would  no 
longer  submit  to  be  trampled  upon  by  priests  and  Spaniards.  All  the 
interests  of  the  emperor  were  once  more  at  stake.  In  vain  he  looked 
to  the  Catholic  princes  for  help.  Without  men  or  money,  he  was  shut 
up  in  Innspruck,  which  could  not  endure  a  siege,  and  every  way  of 
escape  to  his  hereditary  domains  seemed  closed  against  him ;  for,  inde- 
pendently of  his  exposure  to  the  confederated  German  princes,  the 
Turks  were  watching  him  by  sea,  and  the  French  by  land.  Maurice 
was  on  his  way  to  Innspruck,  in  order,  as  he  irreverently  said,  **  tc 
catch  the  fox  in  his  hole."  But  the  refractoriness  of  his  troops  de- 
manding their  pay,  detained  him,  and  Charles  gained  time  to  flee 
from  Innspruck.  During  a  cold  rainy  night,  suffering  with  severe 
illness,  he  fled  over  the  mountains  covered  with  snow,  and  found  refuge 
in  ViHach.  Three  days  later,  Maurice  entered  Innspruck  ; — the  council 
had  long  been  scattered. 

3.  The  Treaty  of  Passau  (1552).  —  Before  the  flight  of  the  emperor 
from  Innspruck,  Maurice  had  met  King  Ferdinand  at  Linz.  He  there 
demanded,  not  only  the  liberation  of  the  landgrave,  but  also  the  abro- 
gation of  the  Interim,  a  German  national  assembly  for  the  purpose  of 
effecting  religious  union,  and,  in  case  this  could  not  be  brought  about, 
permanent  and  unconditional  religit)U8  liberty.  Fenlinand  wa?*  not 
averse  to  these  demands,  but  the  emperor,  in  spite  of  iiis  embarrassment, 
indignantly  rejected  them.  The  negotiations  at  Linz,  therefur»%  failed  ; 
but  their  early  resumption  at  Passau  was  agreed  upon.  M(?an\Thile  the 
flight  of  Charles  from  Innspruck,  and  the  entrance  of  Maurice  into  the 
city,  occanred.  At  the  appointed  time,  delegates  from  most  of  the  States 
arrived  at  Passau.   The  Protestants  had  once  more  a  decided  majority 
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and  the  Catholic  States,  by  no  means  favorable  to  the  dynastic  schemes 
of  the  emperor,  were  more  yielding  than  ever.  Maurice  resumed  hia 
Linz  demands,  and  the  States  in  the  main  assented  to  them.  Ferdi- 
nand, also,  agreed  to  them ;  but  nut  the  emperor.  Ferdinand  went 
personally  to  Yillach,  and  used  all  his  eloquence  to  persuade  Charles ; 
but  in  regard  to  the  chief  point,  the  demand  of  a  permanent,  unct>ndi- 
tional  peace,  even  if  the  States  should  succeed  in  establishing  religious 
concord,  the  emperor  would  not  yield.  Ferdinand  had  to  return  to 
Passau  without  having  accomplished  his  purpose,  and  the  perseverance 
of  Charles  triumphed.  The  majority  bowed  to  his  firmness,  and  a  treaty 
was  concluded,  which  secured  to  the  Protestants  complete  amnesty, 
universal  peace,  and  equal  rights,  until  a  national  assembly  or  general 
council  could  be  held,  to  effect  a  religious  union.  Provision  for  such  a 
council  or  assembly  was  to  be  made  by  the  next  diet.  In  the  meantime 
the  emperor  had  made  great  preparations  for  war.  Frankford  was  the 
place  of  rendezvous.  Maurice  hastened  to  the  city,  and  besieged  it,  but 
a  sally  of  the  besieged  inflicted  a  heavy  loss  upon  him,  and  a  speedy 
conquest  of  the  city  was  out  of  tlie  question.  At  this  juncture  the 
Pas8au  delegates  arrived  in  his  camp  with  the  projected  treaty.  Had 
he  refused  to  sign  it,  he  would  <loubtless  have  been  put  under  the  ban, 
and  his  relative  restored  to  the  electoral  dignity.  He  therefore  signed 
it.  Ferdinand  had  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  emperor's  signature, 
who  now  thought  himself  able  to  maintain  the  conflict.  The  captive 
princes  were  thus,  at  length,  set  at  liberty,  and  preachers  who  had 
been  banished  by  the  Interim  returned  to  their  homes. 

■ 

4.  The  Death  of  Maurice  (1553). — Domestic  and  foreign  disturbances 
occurred  the  following  years.  Of  chief  moment  was  the  death  of  the 
Elector  Maurice,  whilst  involved  in  a  contest  with  his  early  friend  and 
confederate,  the  Margrave  Albert  of  Brandenlmrg^  the  son  of  the  Mar- 
grave Casimir.  Although  a  Protestant,  Albert  had  stood  with  Maurice, 
in  the  SmalcaM  war,  on  the  enij>er()r's  side;  with  Maurice  he  also  tt)ok 
part  in  opposition  to  the  emperor.  "Whilst  Maurice  attacked  Charles 
personally.  Albert  laid  the  spiritual  principalities  and  Sees  under  tri- 
i)ute.  and  compelled  them  to  make  the  most  disadvantageous  treaties. 
After  the  treaty  of  Passau,  which  ho  did  not  sign,  he  continued  the 
WOT  against  the  spiritual  princes  on  his  own  responsibility.  Thus  he 
fell  out  with  Maurice.     But  Charles  enlisted  his  services,  and  not  onlv 

ft* 

grantctl  him  full  amnesty  for  all  his  pillages  and  infractions  of  the 
peace  of  the  country,  but  even  promised  the  recognition  of  all  the 
treaties  which  had  been  forced  from  the  bishops.  In  return,  Albert 
assisted  the  emperor  against  the  French,  and  then,  on  his  own  respon- 
sibility, prosecuted  his  invasions  of  German  territories.  Ere  long  he 
and  Maurice  were  involved  in  an  open  war.  In  the  battle  of  Siererjt- 
haiiS£jO,  July  11,  1553,  Maurice  gained  a  brilliant  victory,  but  also 
received  a  fatal  wound,  of  which  he  died  after  two  davs.  Albert  fled 
lo  France.     Hii^  misfortune  subdued  his  warlike  spirit;  the  religion* 
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tmpresssions  of  his  youth  revived ;  and  the  composition  of  the  beautiful 
Djmn :  "  Was  mein  Gott  will,  das  gescheh  allzeit,"  exhibits  rkiQ  great 
change  which  now  took  place  in  him.  lie  died  in  1557.  The  year  1554 
was  wholly  occupied  with  the  gradual  settlement  of  the  internal  dis- 
tractions of  the  empire.  There  was  a  predominant  desire  for  final  and 
pi'rmanent  peace.  In  the  dissensions  of  the  last  year,  Protestants  and 
Catholics  were  leagued  together  on  both  sides.  In  this  way  Maurice 
and  Henry  of  Brunswick  were  closely  united,  and  the  latter  now  volun- 
tarily tolerated  Protestantism  in  his  territory. 

5.  The  Religious  Peace  of  Augslnirg  (1555).  (Cf.  LehmanUf  Acta 
publ.  de  pace  rel.  d.  i.  Reichverhandll.  u.  Protokk.  d.  Rel.  Fr.  Frkf. 
1707-9,  fol.—  C.  Litzel,  Gesch.  d.  Rel.  Fr.  Frkf.  1755,  4to.  —  C?ir.  W. 
i^pi^ker,  Gesch.  d.  A.  Rel.  Fr.  Schleiz,  1854.) — It  happened,  fortunately 
for  Protestantism,  that  the  next  diet,  which  by  the  treaty  of  Passau 
should  have  been  held  within  a  half  year,  did  not  convene  for  two  and 
a  half  years ;  for  the  intervening  political  distractions  and  embarrass- 
ments 80  far  mellowed  the  temper  of  Charles,  that  he  consented  to 
what  he  had  no  power  to  alter.  The  diet  of  Augsburg  was  opened  in 
Feb.,  1555.  The  emperor  c(»uld  not  shut  his  eyes  against  the  fact  that 
the  aim  and  results  of  all  his  past  endeavors  were  about  to  perish  ;  but 
his  pride  and  his  conscience  would  not  allow  him  personally  to  approve 
and  sanction  what  was  unavoidable.  lie  therefore  disclaimed  all  par- 
ticipation in  the  transactions  —  his  brother  might  see  to  it,  how  to  re- 
concile his  course  with  his  conscience,  and  settle  the  matter  with  his 
States.  After  a  long  and  violent  struggle,  the  Protestants  carried  the 
point  of  having  the  subject  of  a  religious  peace  first  taken  up.  Then 
followed  a  controversy  about  the  official  designation  of  both  parties. 
The  Protestants  had  to  allow  their  opponents  to  be  styled — adherents 
of  the  ancient  Catholic  religion:  themselves — adherents  of  the  Avgsburg 
confession.  The  decree  of  perpetual,  unconditional  religious  peace, 
then  passed  the  electoral  college  without  difficulty ;  but  in  the  council 
of  the  princes  it  met  with  viohnit  opposition.  There  the  papal  legate 
Morrone  (J  15,  2),  unexpectedly  made  fanatical  use  of  his  influence, 
and  Otto  v.  Timchsess,  Bishop  of  Augsburg,  solemnly  declared  that  he 
could  consent  to  no  part  of  the  plan  proposed,  and  affirmed  that  he 
would  rather  forfeit  property  and  life  than  take  part  in  such  ncgotiar 
tions.  This  firmness  made  a  great  impression  upon  the  Cutluilic  Slates; 
but  the  Protestants,  also,  united  more  closely,  and  refused  to  yield. 
Ferdinand  inclined  to  their  side.  Nevertheless,  the  severest  conflict 
was  yet  to  be  passed  through,  and  it  might  even  result  in  the  hostile 
dissolution  of  the  diet.  Then  the  condition  of  affairs  suddenly  changed. 
Julius  III.  died.  Morrone  and  Tnichsess,  both  cardinals,  hastened  to 
Rome,  to  take  part  in  the  electitm  of  a  new  pope.  Thus  the  power  of 
the  fanatical  papal  opposition  was  broken  in  the  diet.  The  plan  of  a 
peace  was  now  carried  ;  but  now  disputes  arose  concerning  the  details 
of  the  peace.     The  Protestant  States  demanded  that  all  should  enjoy 
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iu  advantages  who,  in  the  future,  might  embrace  their  confession.  In 
the  electoral  college  Cologne  opposed  this,  but  Treves  turned  the  scale 
,  in  favor  of  the  demand.  In  the  council  of  the  princes  the  demand 
aroused  a  new  storm.  Finally,  they  united  upon  ihe  simple,  general 
statement,  that  "  no  one  should  be  assailed  for  adhering  to  the  Augs- 
burg confession."  But  the  contest  about  this  question  merely  formed 
the  transition  to  another  of  infinitely  greater  importance,  as  to  what 
should  be  done,  if,  in  future,  spiritual  princes  themselves  should  join 
that  confession.  This  was  the  proper  life-question  of  German  Catho- 
licism ;  to  decide  that,  as  the  Protestants  desired,  would  have  dealt  a 
death-blow  to  it.  This  the  spiritual  States  full  well  understood,  and 
Btruggledfpro  aris  et  focisJ  They  urged  the  claims  of  the  reservatum 
ecclesiasticum,  by  winch  every  defecting  prelate  lost  not  only  his  eccle- 
siastical dignity  and  prerogatives,  but  also,  unavoidably,  his  temporal 
power  and  dominion.  In  this  instance,  the  Protestants  did  not  carry 
their  point,  not  even  in  the  electoral  college.  Daniel  Brendel  had  just 
been  appointed  successor  of  the  recently  deceased  Ileusensiamm,  as 
Archbishop  of  Mayence,  which,  thus  far,  had  always  voted  for  the  Pro- 
testants, and  Brendel  had  now  to  act  with  reference  to  the  pope's  con- 
firmation of  his  appointment.  Both  parties  were  obstinate.  Two 
opposite  drafts  were  submitted  to  Ferdinand,  who  hesitated  to  decide. 
Meanwhile,  the  States  proceeded  to  ths  consideration  of  the  peace  of 
the  country.  This  brought  up  the  affairs  of  the  imperial  chamber. 
The  Protestants  obtained  an  enactment,  requiring  associate  members 
to  be  sworn  to  maintain  the  Religious  Peace,  and  to  be  selected  equally 
from  both  parties.  At  length,  on  Aug.  30,  Ferdinand  reported  his 
decision.  It  was  to  be  expected  that  he  would  support  the  opinion  of 
the  Catholic  States  in  regard  to  ecclesiastical  reservations  ;  but  con- 
trary to  all  expectation,  he  went  still  further,  and  refused  to  confirm  a 
perpetual  unconditional  peace.  But,  iu  regard  to  the  latter  point,  he 
was  evi<leiitly  not  in  earnest.  On  Sept.  6,  he  declared  himself  ready 
to  yield,  provided  the  Protestants  would  do  the  same  in  regard  to  ecele- 
Hiastii'al  reservations.  Ilis  affirmation  that  he  would  never  give  that 
up,  was  so  docidcd  and  M>lemn,  that  the  Protestants  abandoned  all 
hope  of  changing  his  mind.  But  they  determined  to  sell  their  conces- 
sion as  dearly  as  possible,  by  requiring  legislative  assurance  that 
evangolioal  subjects  of  Catholic  States  should  be  forever  protect<»d  in 
the  free  enj(\vnient  of  their  religion.  But  the  Catholic  prelates  were 
unwilling  to  surrender  the  advantages  of  the  territorial  system  \\hich 
the  Protestants  themselves  had  introduced  (^0,  7).  The  subject  led  to 
the  most  violent  de])ates,  and  the  excitement  hourly  increased.  Ferdi- 
nand settled  the  dispute  by  a  me<lium  measure.  It  was  decided  that  in 
•natters  of  religion  the  States  should  have  territorial  power,  but  that 
subjects  of  a  different  faith,  if  refused  the  free  enjoyment  of  their  reli^ 
gion,  shouM  be  allowed  to  leave  the  territory  without  impediment,  or 
loss  of  hgior,  property,  or  liberty.     On  Sept,  25,  1555,  the  recess  wae 
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publlsbed.  The  hope  of  effecting  a  reconciliation  in  religious  matters 
at  some  future  time  was  by  no  means  abandoned,  but  the  Religious 
Peace  was  not  made  contingent  thereon.  The  maintenance  of  the  peace 
was  devolved  upon  the  Corpus  Catholicorum  et  Evangelicorum.  The. 
Reform^  were  not  admitted  to  the  Peace.  In  Germany,  the  political 
atreogth  and  extent  of  the  Protestant  and  Catholic  Churches  were 
iLlmost  equal.  Over  against  the  three  spiritual  electors  of  Cologne, 
Mayence,  and  Treves,  stood  the  three  Protestant  electors  of  Saxony, 
the  Palatinate,  and  Brandenburg ;  and  the  power  of  the  Protestant 
cities  of  the  empire,  as  well  as  of  most  of  the  smaller  princes,  nearly 
balanced  that  of  Austria  and  Bavaria. 

6.  Second  Attempt  to  introduce  the  Reformation  into  the  Electorate  of 
Cologne  (1582).  —  Ecclesiastical  reservation  was  a  mighty  obstacle  tc 
the  progress  of  Protestantism ;  in  fact  it  prevented  its  further  territo- 
rial spread.  The  only  attempt  made  to  extend  it,  failed.  In  1582, 
Gebhard  Trvchsess,  of  Waldenberg,  the  Archbishop  and  Elector  of 
Cologne,  joined  the  Protestant  Church,  married  the  Countess  Agnes  of 
Mansfield,  proclaimed  unqualified  religious  liberty,  and  intended  to 
convert  his  spiritual  into  a  temporal  electorate.  His  plan  was  highly 
approved  by  the  people  and  the  nobility,  but  the  catliedral  chapter 
opposed  it  with  all  its  might.  The  pope  fulminated  a  ban  against  him, 
and  the  Emperor,  Rudolph  XL,  declared  him  deposed.  The  Protestant 
princes  ultimately  deserted  him,  and  the  newly  elected  Archbishop, 
Duke  Ernest  of  Bavaria^  overcame  him  by  force  of  arms  (1584).  The 
issue  of  Gebhard's  attempt  deterred  several  other  spiritual  princes  who 
had  contemplated  a  similar  movement.     (Cf.  i  31,  2.) 

{  18.  THE  REFORMATION  IX  FRENCH  SWITZERLAND. 

Cf.  G,  Weber,  jijesch.  Darst.  d.  Calvinism,  im  Verhaltniss  zum  Staute 
in  Genf.  u.  Frankr.     Heidelb.  1836. 

The  Reformation  penetrated  French  Switzerland  somewhat 
later  than  German  Switzerland,  and  assumed  a  peculiar  form. 
It  is  primarily  associated  with  the  names  of  Farel  and  Viret, 
the  forerunners  of  CaUrin,  who  completed  its  organization. 
Calvin's  powerful  mind  gained,  for  tlie  system  he  adopted,  a 
victory  over  Zwinglianism  in  Switzerland,  in  his  lifetime  already, 
and  from  Switzerland  it  spread  triumphantly  through  the  Re- 
formed Churches  of  other  countries. 

1.  Calvin's  Forerunners.  fCf.  M.  Kirchhofer,  Farel's  Leben.  ZUr. 
1831,  2  Bde.—  Ch.  Schmidt,  Etudes  sur  Farel.  Strassb.  1836.— CA^tw- 
tiire,  Farel,  Froment,  Viret.  Strassb.  1836. — Jaqvemoi,  Viret,  r6formar 
teup  de  Lausanne.  Strassb.  1836.  —  [Schjnidt,  Farel  u.  Viret,  in  tn« 
Leben,  etc.,  d.  Vater,  etc.,  d.  Ref.  K.  Elberf.  lS(jO].y- William  Farel 
53 
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a  pupil  and  friend  of  the  liberal  exegete  and  critic  Faber  Stapulensia^ 
(vol.  i.  ?  120,  4),  was  born  at  Gap,  Dauphin^,  in  1482.  When  the  Sop- 
bonne,  in  1521,  condemned  Luther's  doctrines  and  writings,  Farel,  who 
was  known  as  a  zealous  adherent  of  Luther,  had  to  leave  Paris.  He 
withdrew  to  Meaux,  where  Bishop  Briqonnei  kindly  received  him,  and 
where  he,  and  his  friend  Le  ClerCy  founded  a  Reformed  congregation. 
But,  in  1523,  the  authorities  took  measures  against  the  movement 
Farel  fled  to  Basel,  where  he  labored  as  a  champion  of  reform  (J  10,  3), 
Next  he  went  to  Montbeliard.  His  reckless  zeal  often  endangered  his 
life.  At  length  he  had  to  flee.  He  first  gained  a  firm  footing  in  Neuf- 
chaielj  where  he  succeeded  in  getting  the  Reformation  introduoetl  in 
Nov.,  1530.  In  1532,  he  lefl  Neufchatel  to  labor  in  Geneva.  But  the 
civil  authorities  of  the  city  could  not  protect  him  against  the  power  of 
the  bishop  and  clergy.  He  had  to  leave  the  city,  and  Anthony  Fro- 
ment  and  Robert  Olivetanvs  carried  on  the  work.  Violent  agitations 
followed,  the  bishop  withdrew,  and  fulminated  the  ban  against  the 
rebellious  metropolis.  Farel  then  returned  to  Geneva  (1534),  accom- 
panied by  Peter  Viret,  the  subsequent  reformer  of  Lausanne.  Viret 
was  born  at  Orbe,  in  1511,  and  during  his  studies  at  Paris  had  imbibed 
the  principles  of  the  Reformation.  On  this  account  he  too  had  to  shun 
Paris.  He  went  to  Orbe,  and  t<»iled  zealously  there  for  the  vspread  of 
evangelical  knowledge.  There  Farel  learned  to  know  him.  The  arrival 
of  both  these  reformers,  glowing  with  zeal,  caused  a  struggle  for  life 
in  Geneva,  in  which  the  Reformation  triumphed.  After  a  public  dis- 
putation in  1535,  the  magistracy  declared  itself  in  favor  of  the  new 
cause,  to  which  Farel  imparted  doctrinal  firmness  by  preparing  a  con- 
fession of  faith.  In  1536,  Calvin  passed  through  Geneva.  Farel  adjured 
him  in  the  name  of  God  to  remain.  Indeed  Farel  needed  a  co-laborer 
of  Calvin's  spirit  and  power,  for  severe  struggles  still  awaited  them. 

2.  Calvin  prior  to  his  Labors  in  Geneva.  (Cf.  Theod.  de  B^ze,  hist, 
de  la  vie  et  mort  de  J.  Calvin.  Gen.  15G4,  4to.) — (In  opposition  a  libel 
by  Bolsec,  hist,  de  la  vie  de  Calv.  Par.  1577).  P.  Ilennj  Leb.  Calv. 
Ilamb.,  1830-45,  4  Bde.  [transl.  by  Stebbing,  N.  York,  1854].  — /.  7. 
Herzof/,  J.  Calv.  eine  biogr.  Skizze.  Bas.  184.'5. — /.  M.  Aiidin  (Catholic), 
Gesch.  d.  Leb.  d.  Lehre  u.  Schrifteu  Calvin's,  aus  d.  Franz,  v.  Eggcr, 
Augsb.,  1843.) — John  Calvin,  a  sou  of  the  episcopal  procurcur  Gerard 
Caulviu,  was  born,  1509,  in  Noyon,  Picardy.  Intended  for  the  priest- 
hood, he  held  a  benefice  so  early  as  his  twelfth  year.  Intercourse  with 
his  relative,  Pob.  Olivetan,  awakened  doubts  in  his  mind  as  to  the 
truth  of  the  Catholic  system.  This,  together  with  a  special  preference 
for  politics,  led  him  to  relinquish  his  benefice,  and  engage  in  the  study 
of  law,  which  he  prose«juted  at  Orleans  and  Bourges  with  zealous  assi- 
duity. In  Bourges,  however,  a  German,  Melchiof  Wolniar,  professor 
of  Greek,  exerted  so  powerful  an  influence  upon  him,  especially  through 
the  study  3f  the  Scriptures,  that  he  resolved  thenceforth  to  devote  him- 
self exclusively  to  theology.    To  this  end  he  went  to  Paris,  1532    Therv 
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he  zealously  embraced  the  principles  of  the  Reformation.  A  remark- 
able occurrence  soon  caused  his  hasty  departure  from  the  city.  The 
recently  appointed  reitor  of  the  Sorbonne,  Nicholas  Cop,  had,  accord^ 
ing  to  custom,  to  deliver  a  discourse  on  All-Saint's  day,  1533.  Calvin 
wrote  it  for  him,  and  gave  utterance  to  views  which  had  never  before 
been  preached  there.  Cop  read  it  all,  and  escaped  imprisonment  by 
timely  flight.  Calvin  also  found  it  advisable  to  leave  Paris.  The 
bloody  persecutions  of  Protestants  under  Francis  I.  led  Calvin,"  at 
length,  to  resolve  to  leave  France.  In  1535,  he  went  to  Basel,  where 
he  became  intimate  with  Capito  and  Grynajus.  During  the  same  year 
he  issued  the  first  edition  of  his  Institutio  Relig.  Christianas.  It  was 
designed  as  a  vindication  of  the  Protestants  in  France,  whom  Francis  I. 
was  persecuting,  under  the  pretence  of  quelling  Anabaptist  and  insur- 
rectionary movements  ;  hence  it  was  dedicated  to  the  king  in  an  earnest 
and  candid  preface.  Not  long  afterwards  he  left  Basel,  and  went  to  the 
court  of  the  Duchess  Reaata  of  Ferrara,  a  sister-in-law  of  the  French 
king,  and  a  warm  friend  of  the  Reformation,  to  solicit  her  interference 
on  behalf  of  his  oppressed  brethren.  But  having  failed  in  this  attempt, 
he  set  out  on  his  return.  In  Geneva,  Farol  and  Yiret  detained  him 
(1536),  and  succeeded  in  having  him  appointed  preacher  and  teacher 
of  theology.  On  Oct.  1,  1536,  the  three  reformers,  in  a  public  disputa- 
tion at  Lausanne,  vindicated  the  principles  of  the  Reformation.  Virei 
remained  in  Lausanne,  and  completed  the  work  of  the  Reformation 
there. 

3.  Calcines  First  Period  ofLahor  in  Geneva  (1536-38). — In  Geneva, 
as  elsewhere,  there  sprung  up  a  movement  simultaneously  with  the  Re- 
formation, and  in  opposition  to  it,  which  aimed  at  tearing  down  existing 
institutions,  and  emancipating  itself  from  all  law  and  order.  The  doc- 
trines of  these  Geneva  Spirituels  and  Libertins  were  thoroughly  pan- 
theistic ;  they  made  God  and  man  identical,  sin. a  mere  conceit,  marriage 
a  hateful  infringement  on  personal  liberty,  the  Scriptures  nothing,  and 
the  so-called  spirit  everything.  In  his  conflict  with  this  dangerous 
Darty,  which  found  much  favor  with  the  aristocratic  youth  of  Geneva, 
Calvin  displayed  the  full  power  of  his  consistent  and  determined  mind, 
and  he  sought  to  subdue  it  by  an  inexorably  severe  Church  discipline. 
lie  instituted  an  ecclesiastical  consistory,  which  had  the  power  of  in- 
flicting heavy  civil  penalties,  as  well  as  of  excommunication.  This  not 
only  roused  the  Libertine  party  to  violent  opposition,  but  excited  the 
jealousy  of  the  magistrates.  Both  conspired  for  the  overthrow  of  the 
consistory,  which  placed  the  city  under  ban  and  interdict.  The  magis- 
trates banished  the  preachers  (April,  1538).  Farel  went  to  Neufchatel, 
and  remained  there  until  his  death  (1565).  Calvin  went  to  Sfrassburfff 
where  Bucer,  Capito,  and  Iledio  procured  him  a  post  as  professor  and 
preacher.  During  his  three  years'  residence  there,  he  often  officiated 
as  the  delegate  of  Strassburg,  and  was  thus  brought  into  intimate  re 
lations  with  the  Gorman  reformers,   especially  with   Melanchtlon. 
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(Frankford,  Hagenau,  Worms,  and  Regensburg  (Cf.  J  14,  15).  Bi  ht 
still  kept  up  close  correspondence  with  Geneva,  and  his  friends  then 
did  all  in  their  power  to  turn  the  minds  of  the  council  and  citizens  in 
his  favor.  In  this  they  found  it  easier  to  succeed,  as  the  Libertino 
party  had  carried  its  disorders  to  the  furthest  extreme  since  the  over- 
throw of  the  theocratic  consistory.  By  a  decree  of  the  council,  Oct.  20, 
1540,  Calvin  was  most  honorably  recalled.  After  protracted  considera- 
tion he  returned  in  Sept.,  1541,  and  now  prosecuted  his  work,  with  in- 
creased vigor  and  energy,  to  its  legitimate  completion. 

4.  Calvin* s  Second  Residence  in  Geneva  (1541-64).  —  Immediately 
afler  his  return,  Calvin  restored  the  consistory,  and  through  it  exer- 
cised almost  unlimited  authority.  It  was  a  thoroughly  organized  in- 
quisitorial tribunal,  which  kept  strict  watch  over  the  moral  and  reli- 
gious conduct  of  the  citizens,  called  them  to  account  for  every  suspicious 
expression,  banished  the  incorrigible,  and  put  dangerous  persons  to 
death.  The  Ciceronian  translator  of  the  Bible,  Sebastian  Casfellio, 
promoted  by  Calvin  to  the  rectorship  of  the  Genevan  school,  fell  out 
with  the  severe  moral  discipline  and  the  rigidly  maintained  orthodoxy 
of  the  Calvinistic  rule,  charged  the  clergy  with  arrogance  and  pride, 
and  controverted,  in  Pelagian  style,  the  doctrine  of  predestination. 
Calvin  assailed  him  with  such  violence,  that  Castellio  thought  it  prudent 
to  get  out  of  the  way  of  further  proceedings,  by  fleeing  to  Basel.  A 
Genevan  physician,  Jerome  Bolsec  (previously  a  Carmelite  monk  in 
Paris),  was  put  in  prison  for  speaking  rather  freely  of  Calvin's  doctrine 
of  predestination,  and  then  banished  (1551).  Subsequently  he  avenged 
himself  by  writing  a  biography  of  Calvin,  which  teemed  with  bitter 
invectives.  Michael  Serrf*fHs(^,  28,  2),  a  Spaniard,  fared  still  worse,  for 
denying  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity.  Bucer,  Molanchthon,  and  Beza, 
approved  of  his  execution.  Calvin  died,  May  25, 1564,  and  committed  the 
prosecution  of  his  work  to  his  milder  friend,  Theodore  Beza  (died  1605), 
the  learned  critic,  translator,  and  expounder  of  the  New  Testament. 

5.  Calcines  Works. — Of  the  numerous  works  of  Calvin,  the  Instiivtio 
chrisi.  reh)/.  is  the  most  important;  it  corresponds  with  Melanchthon's 
loci,  but  is  more  complete  in  its  formal  scientific  construction  (1535). 
It  exhibits  Calvin's  religious  depth  of  thought,  the  speculative  power 
and  copiousness  of  his  mind,  the  bold  consistency  of  his  thoughts  in 
pursuing  a  theory  to  its  last  results,  combined  with  a  clear  and  beauti- 
ful stylo,  and  surprising  massiveness  of  conception.  Next  to  the  Insti- 
tutes, his  expositions  of  nearly  all  the  books  of  the  Bible  are  most  dis- 
tinguished. In  these,  also,  he  proves  himself  to  be  a  man  of  brilliant 
acutenoss,  religious  geniality,  profound  Christian  sentiment,  and  con 
eiderable  exegetical  talent ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  ho  betrays  a  hypei^ 
critical  disposition,  and  a  defiant  adherence  to  doctrinal  prejudices. 
Moreover,  wo  do  not  find  in  his  exegetical  works  the  genial  warmth 
•nd  childlike  devotion  to  the  text,  which  so  eminently  distinguished 
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Lather,  whilst  they  are  formally  more  scientific  ai.(l  piegnant.  On  the 
pulpU,  Calvin  was  the  same  strict  and  consistent  logician,  as  in  his 
theological  and  polemic  writings.  He  had  not  a  particle  of  Luther'i 
popular  eloquence.  The  best  edition  of  his  works  is  that  of  Amster- 
dam, in  9  folio  volumes. 

6.  Calcines  Doctrinal  System.  —  Calvin  thought  Zwingli  far  inferior 
to  Luther^  and  did  not  hesitate  to  pronounce  the  doctrine  of  the  former 
concerning  the  Lord's  Supper,  profane.  He  never  stood  in  any  close 
personal  relation  with  Luther  (who  highly  esteemed  him),  but  was  in- 
timate with  Melanchthon,  and  exerted  some  influence  over  him.  Far 
as  he  surpassed  Zwingli  in  religious  depth  and  fervor,  and  decidedly  as 
his  views  approximated  those  of  Luther,  he  stood,  in  the  fundamental 
jhinciple  of  his  system,  on  the  same  basis  with  Zwingli,  and  not  with 
Luther.  Fundamentally,  he  sustains  the  same  relation  as  Zwinglj  to 
the  principles  of  the  Reformation.  His  expositions  of  the  Scriptures 
are  incomparably  more  profound  than  Zwingli's,  and  often  more  tho- 
rough, acute,  and  scientific  than  Luther's ;  but  he  could  not  enter  into 
the  inmost  sense  of  the  text  with  the  childlike  freedom  from  prejudice 
and  simplicity  of  Luther,  and  exhibit  its  meaning  with  the  same  bold- 
ness and  ease.  Ho  was  as  decidedly  hostile  to  ecclesiastical  tradition 
as  Zwingli.  On  the  doctrine  of  the  person  of  Christ,  he,  like  Zwingli, 
inclined  to  Nestorianism,  and  therefore  could  not  apprehend  the  doc- 
trine of  the  Lonl's  Supper  in  the  fullness  of  Luther's  faith.  He  taught, 
as  Berengar  had  done  previously,  that  the  believer  was,  through  faith, 
fed  only  spiritually,  but  in  a  real  way,  by  the  body  and  blood  of  Christ 
in  the  supper  (through  a  virtue  issuing  from  the  glorified  bo<iy  of 
Christ,  seated  at  the  right  hand  of  God),  but  that  unbelievers  receive 
mere  bread  and  wine.  In  regard  to  justification,  he  agreed  formally 
with  Luther,  but  diff*ercd  fundamentally  in  maintaining  a  rigid  legality, 
almost  like  that  of  the  Old  Testament.  The  inexorable  consistency 
with  which  he  carried  out  his  views  of  predestination,  made  them  ex- 
ceed Augustine's  doctrine  in  inflexible  rigidity  and  severity. 

7.  Tnxnnph  of  Calvinism  over  Zicinglianism. — After  Zwingli's  deam, 
Henry  BuUinger  stood  at  tlie  head  of  the  clergy  of  Zurich.  Calvin 
opened  a  theological  correspondence  with  him,  and  they  soon  came  to 
a  mutual  understanding  with  regard  to  their  views.  In  the  Consens^is 
Tif/urinns  (1549),  prepared  by  Calvin,  German  Switzerland  embraced 
Calvin's  view  of  the  Lord's  Supper;  and  by  the  Camenstts  Genevensis 
(1054),  his  doctrine  of  predestination  secured  a  victory.  By  means  of 
extensive  correspomlence,  and  his  numerous  works,  his  influence  reached 
far  beyond  the  limits  of  Switzerland.  Geneva  became  the  refuge  of  all 
religious  fugitives;  and  the  university  which  Calvin  founded  there, 
furnished  almost  all  foreign  Reformed  congregations  with  pastors 
trained  in  the  strictly  Calvinistic  spirit.  The  Second  Helvetic  Confer 
tion  (Conf  Helv.  posterior),  prepared  in  Zurich  by  Bulliwjerj  at  the 

63* 
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request  of  Frederic  III.  of  the  Palatinate,  by  far  the  most  important 
of  all  the  Reformed  confessions,*  was  published  in  1566,  was  acknow- 
ledged by  all  the  Reformed  countries  (last  of  all  by  Basel),  and  is  de- 
cidedly Galvinistic. 

w 

i  19.  THE  REFORMATION  IN  OTHER  COUNTRIES. 

A  religious  movement  so  powerful  as  the  Reformation,  could 
not  be  confined  to  the  countries  in  which  it  originated  (Germany 
and  Switzerland).  Its  mighty  waves  soon  rolled  beyond  the 
parent  countries,  and  spread  to  the  utmost  boundaries  of  Europe. 
And  the  conscious  or  unconscious  sense  of  the  need  of  ecclesias- 
tical improvement  was  so  deep  and  general,  that  the  movement 
was  everywhere  welcomed.  Opposition  was.  indeed,  also  made 
to  it  on  all  sides,  but  it  is  indubitably  certain,  that  it  would  have 
triumphed,  even  to  the  remotest  corners  of  Europe,  if  the  contest 
had  been  conducted  on  that  field  alone,  where  all  such  contests 
should  be  settled,  and  with  those  weapons  which  alone  should  be 
employed.  But  the  champions  of  the  Catholic  Church  checked 
the  steady  progress  of  the  Reformation  by  means  of  armies, 
stakes,  and  scaffolds,  and  thus  succeeded  in  wholly  suppressing 
the  cause  in  some  countries,  and  in  having  it  restricted  in  others 
to  the  limits  of  a  merely  tolerated  sect.  In  general,  the  German 
Lutheran  confession  was  received  with  more  favor  in  the  North ; 
the  Swiss  reformed  in  the  South  and  West;  the  former  prevailed 
in  Scandinavian,  the  latter  in  Roman  countries  ;  whilst  both  were 
received,  side  by  side,  by  Slavonians  and  Magyars.  That  Luther- 
anism,  which  first  struck  root  in  Roman  countries  also,  was  sub- 
sequently supplanted  by  the  Reformed  faith,  was  owing  to  various 
external  causes.  The  first  of  these  was  the  powerful  ascenilency 
and  wide-spread  influence  acquired  by  Geneva  through  Calvin's 
illustrious  labors,  by  its  active  intercourse  with  other  countries, 
through  countless  fugiiivos,  travellers,  and  students,  and  partly, 
also,  by  affinity  of  language  and  nationality,  geographical  prdxi- 
mity  (at  least  in  the  case  of  France  and  Italy),  etc.  But  these 
external  reasons  furniwsh  only  a  partial  explanation  of  the  tact, 
indeed  they  indicate,  already,  the  existence  of  internal  causes. 


*  This  is  one  among  80vcrnl  misstatements  concerning  the  Reformed  Church, 
into  which  the  author's  strong  Lutheran  prejudices  have  betrayed  hira.  The  ffe»» 
tfelberg  Cntttchimn  (^  24,  1).  published  three  years  before  (1563),  has  the  pre^'rai- 
aenoe  tven  orer  the  Helvetic  Confession.  —  Tr. 
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And  these  lie,  as  it  seems,  in  the  fact  that  their  national  pecu- 
•iarities  were  more  strongly  attracted  by  the  Genevan  than  the 
Wittenberg  plan  and  method  of  effecting  a  Reformation.  Two 
things  especially  led  to  this:  the  tendency  of  the  Komanic  na- 
tional character  to  extremes,  which  found  fuller  satisfaction  in 
the  more  thorough  and  radical  measures  of  the  Genevan  Refor- 
mation, than  in  the  more  moderate  and  mediating  cours  of 
the  Wittenbergers ;  and  a  preference  for  a  democratic  repub- 
lican form  of  government,  which  the  former  favored. 

Beyond  the  German  confederated  States,  the  Lutheran  Re- 
formation first  took  root  (1.525)  in  Prussia,  the  seat  of  the 
Teutonic  knights  (§  7,  3),  then  in  Scandinavian  domains.  It 
acquired  complete  and  exclusive  predominance  in  Sweden  (152t). 
Denmark  and  Norway  (1537).  It  penetrated  the  countries  along 
the  Baltic  within  the  first  twenty  years.  In  Livonia  and  EMo- 
nia,  all  opposition  was  overcome  as  early  as  1539.  In  Courland, 
it  was  not  fully  organized  until  some  twenty  years  later.  Tiie 
Reformed  Church  was  exclusively  established  in  England  {\b^2), 
Scotland  (1560),  and  in  the  Netherlands  (1579).  Mere  toleration 
was  secured  for  the  Reformed  Church  in  France  (1598),  for  the 
Reformed  and  Lutheran  Churches  in  Poland  (1573  \  in  Bohemia 
and  Moravia  (1609),  in  Hungary  (1606),  and  in  Transylvania 
(1557).  In  Spain  and  Ifaly  alone  could  the  Catholic  Church 
completely  master  the  Reformed  movement.  A  few  attempts  tc 
enlist  the  Greek  Church  in  favor  of  the  cause,  proved  fruitless 

1.  The  Reformation  in  Sweden.  (Cf.  /.  A.  Schinmeyer,  Lcbenpbeschr. 
d.  drei  schwed.  Reformatoron.  Llib.  178.3. — P.  E.  Tlfyseliv.9,  Einfiihr. 
d.  Ref.  in  Schw. ;  in  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  184G.  II.)  —  Sweden  had 
freed  itself  of  the  Danish  yoke,  which,  for  fifty  years,  had  been  im- 
posed upon  it  by  the  Calmar  union  (1397).  But  the  higher  clergy  was 
constantly  conspiring  with  Denmark.  Gustavits  Trolle  had  an  open 
rupture  with  the  regent,  Sten  Sture^  and  was  deposed.  Leo  X.  placed 
Sweden  under  ban  and  interdict,  and  Christian  II.  of  Denmark  sub- 
dued the  country  (1520),  and  during  the  coronation  ceremonies,  com- 
manded 600  of  the  first  men  of  Sweden,  whom  the  archbishop  had 
pointed  out  as  enemies  of  the  Danes,  to  be  executed  by  the  massacrt 
of  Stockholm.  But  Christian  had  scarcely  reached  home,  when  Gu/f- 
tavtis  Vasa  returned  from  LUbeck,  whither  he  had  fled,  drove  out  the 
Danes,  and  was  chosen  king  (1521).  During  his  exile,  indeed,  he  had 
become  inclined  to  the  Reformation  ;  he  n«)w  adopted  it  as  a  confederate 
against  the  predominance  of  the  resisting  clergy.  Two  brothers,  Olau^ 
and  Lawrence  Peterson,  who  had  studied  in  Wittenberg,  had  labored 
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ibr  the  spread  of  evangelical  doctrines  in  their  native  country  sincf 
1519,  in  connection  with  Lawrence  Anderson^  episcopal  vicar  at  Strong 
na.8.  Gustavua  Vasa  appointed  Anderson  his  chancellor ;  Olaus  was 
chosen  preacher  at  Stockholm ;  his  brother,  professor  of  thoolt)gy  at 
Upsala.  But  during  the  king's  absence  two  Anabaptists,  Melchior  Ring 
and  Knipperdollv^g  (J  13,  0),  arrived  in  Stockholm,  gained  adherents, 
and  began  to  tear  down  images,  altars,  and  organs.  Even  the  Impetu- 
ous Olaus  allowed  himself  to  be  shaken  by  them.  Fortunately  the 
king  soon  returned,  and  by  energetic  measures  speedily  put  an  end  to 
the  disorders.  In  1524,  he  instituted  a  disputation  at  Vpsala^  \n  which 
Olaus  Petri  and  Peter  Galle  opposed  each  other.  Galle  used  decretals 
and  councils  as  his  weapons ;  Olaus  used  only  the  Bible.  The  king 
declared  Olaus  victorious.  Meanwhile  Anderson  translated  the  New 
Testament,  and  Olaus,  aided  by  his  learned  brother,  undertook  the 
translation  of  the  Old  Testament.  But  notwithstanding  all  this,  the 
Reformation  made  but  slow  progress,  for  the  people  clung  tenaciously 
to  the  ancient  faith.  Moreover,  the  overbearing  bishops  caused  the 
king  much  trouble.  Wherefore,  at  the  diet  of  Westerds  (1527),  he 
earnestly  submitted  to  the  States  the  alternative  of  his  abdication,  or 
the  Reformation.  The  clergy  violently  opposed  the  latter,  and  Gustavus 
went  away  from  the  assembly  in  tears,  firmly  resolved  to  lay  down  his 
sceptre.  Then  the  love  of  the  people  for  their  king  burst  the  fetters  by 
which  the  clergy  held  them  bound.  They  did  not  rest  until  Gustavus, 
after  much  opposition,  resumed  his  abandoned  crown.  The  States  had 
now  to  yield  to  his  wishes.  The  Reformation  was  introduced  into  the 
whole  country  without  resistance  or  force,  and  the  diet  of  (Erehro 
(1520,  1537),  and  Westerds  (1544),  completed  the  work.  Episcopacy 
was  transferred  to  the  new  organization,  and  in  worship  many  Catholic 
ceremonies  were  still  retained  (exorcism,  the  elevation  of  the  host, 
prayers  for  the  dead,  sacerdotal  robes),  from  connivance  at  the  preju- 
lices  of  the  people.  Gustavus  died  in  1560.  Under  his  son  Eric^  a 
Catliolic  rcactitm  sprung  up,  and  his  brother,  John  III.,  secretly  con- 
fessed Catholicism  to  the  Jesuit  Possevin;  he  was  prompted  to  this  by 
his  Catholic  wile,  and  the  prospect  of  obtaining  the  crown  of  Poland. 
John's  son  Sigismitndy  King  of  Poland,  publicly  professed  the  Catholic 
faith.  But  his  uncle,  Charles  of  Sudermania,  a  zealous  Protestant, 
havinfz;  ]>cen  appointed  regent  after  John's  death,  immediately  assem- 
bled the  States  at  Upsala,  1593,  where  the  Latin  missal  imposed  upon 
the  country  was  prohibited,  and  the  Augsburg  Confession  wa.s  rein- 
stated. But  as  Sigismund  continued  to  favor  Catholicism,  the  States 
declared  (1004)  that  he  had  forfeited  his  throne:  and  his  uncle,  Charles 
IX.,  was  made  king.  From  Sweden  the  Reformation  had  long  before 
spread  into  Finland. 

2.  The  Reformation  in  Denmark.  (Cf.  E,  Pontoppidan,  kurzgef. 
Ref  Gesch.  d.  dUn.  K.  Koph.  1734.— J*.  M'dnter,  K.  G.  v.  D.  Bd.  III.— 
C  H.  ClausSf  Chiistian  III    Ein  biogr.  Beitrag  zur  Gesch.  d,  16. 
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Jabrh.  Dessau,  1859.) — Although  Clirisiian  XL,  nephew  of  the  Electof 
of  Saxony,  and  brother-in-law  of  the  Emperor  Charles  V.,  had  leagued 
with  the  Catholic  hierarchy  for  the  suppression  of  the  national  party 
in  Sweden,  he  took  sidei  in  Denmark  with  the  friends  of  the  Reforma- 
tion, against  the  predominant  clergy.    At  his  request,  Martin  Reinhard 
was  sent  to  him  from  Wittenberg  (1520).     Beinbard's  preaching  met 
with  great  favor,  and  was  supported  by  the  Carmelite  provost,  Paul 
Elia.     But  the  clergy  compelled  the  former  to  flee,  and  Elia,  fearing  a 
violent  (lutbreak,  withdrew.    Christian  now  (1521)  endeavored  to  secure 
the  services  of  Luther^  or  at  least  of  Carlstadl.     The  latter  went,  but 
as  the  affairs  of  Christian  grew  worse,  he  had  soon  to  leave  again.    At 
length  the  clergy  and  nobility  renounced  allegiance  to  the  king,  and 
transferred  the  crown  to  his  uncle,  Duke  Frederick  1.  of  Schleswig  and 
Uolstein.     Christian  fled  to  Saxony,  was  there  led  fully  by  Luther 
to  embrace  the  Reformation,  even  converted  his  wife,  the  emperor's 
sister,  and  had  the  first  Danish  translation  of  the  New  Testament 
printed  at  Leipsic,  and  circulated  in  Denmark.    But  in  order  to  secure 
the  emperor's  aid,  he  abjured  the  evangelical  faith  at  Augsburg  (15o0). 
In  1531,  he  conquered  Norway,  and  on  receiving  the  oath  of  allegiance, 
he  had  to  pledge  himself  to  protect  the  Catholic  Church.     In  1532, 
however,  he  had  to  surrender  himself  to  Frederick  I.,  and  spent  his 
last  years  (oh.  1536)  in  prison,  where  he  enjoyed  leisure  to  repent  of 
his  apostacy,  and  to  confirm  his  views  of  truth  by  studying  the  Danish 
Bible.     But  Frederick  I.,  also,  was  from  the  first  favorable  to  the  Re- 
formation.   Ilis  hands  were  tied,  however,  by  the  terms  of  his  election. 
His  son  Christian  carried  forward  the  work  all  the  more  vigorously  in 
the  duchies,  find  by  this  course  encouraged  his  father.     In  1520,  he 
publicly  confessed  the  evangelical  faith,  and  called  John  Tavsen^  the 
Danish  reformer,  a  pupil  of  Luther,  who  had  labored  for  the  Gospel 
amid  much  persecutioi^  since  1524,  as  preacher  to  Copenhagen.     He 
laid  the  basis  of  a  general  reformation  for  the  country,  at  the  diet  of 
Odense  (1527),  by  limiting  episcopal  jurisdiction,  proclaiming  universal 
religious  liberty,  allowing  priests  to  marry,  and  monks  to  forsake  their 
cloisters.    At  the  same  diet,  Tausen  submitted  to  the  States  a  separate 
confession  (Confessio  Hafnica),     From    that   time   the   cause   spread 
rapidly,  and  the  considerate  monarch  directed  his  attention  to  check, 
by  timely  measures,  violent  disorders  which  broke  out  in  different 
places.     He  died  in  1533.     The  States  refused  to  acknowledge  his  son, 
Christian  III.   But  when  George  Wnllenweber,  burgomaster  of  Lilbeck, 
sought  to  avail  himself  of  the  prevailing  anarchy,  and  bring  Denmark 
under  the  dominion  of  the  proud  commercial  city,  the  States  of  Jutland 
hastily  recognized  Christian  III.    He  expelled  the  Liibeck  foes,  and  by 
1536  subdued  the  whole  country.     Then  he  resolved  to  put  an  end  to 
the  machinations  of  the  clergy.     In  August,  1536,  he  ordered  all  the 
bishops  to  be  seized  in  one  day,  and  at  the  diet  of  Copenhagen  they 
frere  formally  ieposod.     Th^ir  property  was  cast  into  the  royal  trea- 
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fiury ;  all  the  monasteries  were  secularized ;  in  part  bestowed  upon 
the  nobility,  and  in  part  converted  into  hospitals  and  schools.  John 
Bugenhdgen  was  called  over  to  complete  the  organization  of  the  Church, 
lie  crowned  the  royal  couple,  drew  up  a  liturgy,  which  the  diet  of 
Odense  adopted,  taught  at  the  university  of  the  capital  until  1542,  and 
then  returned  to  Wittenberg.  Lutheran  superintendentfc  were  substi- 
tuted lur  the  bishop  i,  though  this  latter  title  was  afterwards  restored. 
The  Augsburg  Confession  became  the  standard  of  doctrine.  Simulta- 
neously the  Reformation  was  introduced  into  Norway,  which  took  the 
oath  of  allegiance  to  the  king  in  1536.  Olans  Engelhrechtsen,  Arch- 
bishop of  Drontheim,  fled  to  the  Netherlands  with  the  treasures  of  the 
Church.  Iceland  resisted  the  movement  for  some  time,  but  yielded  in 
1551,  when  the  power  of  the  insurrectionary  priests  was  broken. 

3.  The  Reformation  in  Conrland,  Livonia,  and  Esthonia.  (Cf.  Brach' 
mann,  d.  Ref.  in  Livl.,  —  in  the  **  Mittheill.  aus  d.  livl.  Gesch."  V.  I. 
Riga,  1849. —  Th.  Kallmeyer,  d.  Begrllnd.  d.  ev.  luth.  K.  in  Kurl.  [do. 
VI.  1,  2.]  Riga,  1851.) — Livonia  was  under  the  dominion  of  the  Teutonic 
Knights  of  Prussia,  but  had  its  own  Grand-Master,  who  then  was 
Walter  r.  Plettenberg,  who,  in  1521,  dissolved  his  connection  with  the 
Grand-Master  Albert,  and  was  recognized  as  an  independent  prince  of 
the  German  empire.  Soon  after  this,  Andrew  Knopken,  a  school-teacher, 
driven  from  Pomerania  as  a  Lutheran  heretic,  arrived  in  liif/a  (1521). 
He  was  appointed  archdeacon,  and  in  a  moderate  way  preached  evan- 
gclicnl  doctrines.  Ere  long,  Sf/lv.  Tegetmciry  of  Rostock,  became  his 
assistant,  and  preached  so  violently  against  image-worship,  that  the 
excited  populace  forced  open  the  churches,  and  destroyed  the  images. 
Nevertheless,  he  was  protected  by  the  council  and  General.  John  Loh' 
mUller,  city  clerk  in  Riga,  cooperated  with  them,  with  untiring  zeal, 
for  the  establishment  and  spread  of  the  Reformation  in  the  city  and 
country.  As  early  as  1522,  he  opened  a  cori^spondence  with  Luther. 
Melchior  UnffinanUj  a  furrier  from  Swabia,  whose  Lutheranism,  how- 
ever, had  already  degcnerate<l  into  Anabaptist  fanaticism,  labored  in 
Dorpat.  The  monastery  of  (Eael  passed  over  to  the  evangelical  Church 
without  opposition,  and  at  the  .^ame  time  a  Lutheran  congregation  was 
formed  in  Rccal.  In  1523,  Plettenherg  sent  his  chancellor  to  Luther, 
who  took  that  occasion  to  address  an  earnest  letter  of  instruction  and 
admonition  to  the  Christians  of  Livonia.  In  spite  of  constant  collisions 
and  conllicts  with  the  archbishop,  but  supported  by  the  Grand-Master, 
Riga  maintained  its  evangelical  confession,  and  joined  the  Smalcald 
League  in  1538.  When  ]VilUam  of  Brandenburg^  the  brother  of  the 
Duke  of  Prussia,  became  archbishop  (1539),  ho  favored  the  evangelical 
cause,  and  all  opposition  to  it  ceased,  so  that  in  a  short  time  all  Livonia 
and  Esthonia  embraced  the  Augsburg  Confessitm.  But  political  diffi* 
culties  (caused  especially  by  the  Russians),  compelled  the  last  Grai  1- 
Master,  Gotthard  Kettlev^  to  cede  Livonia  to  Sigismund  Augustus  of 
Poland,  though  with  a  f(  rmal  guarantee  of  the  evangelical  faith  (1561). 
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Kettlei  received  Courland  and  Semgallm  as  a  hereditary  duchy,  under 
Poliflh  supremacy,  and  devoted  his  untiring  care  to  the  evangelical 
organisation  of  his  country,  in  which  he  was  energetically  aided  by 
Stephen  BlUaUy  the  first  superintendent  of  Courland. 

4.  The  ReformcUion  in  England,  (Cf.  A.  W.  BShme,  Acht  BUcher 
V.  d.  Ref.  d.  K.  in  Engl.  Altona,  1734.  —  C.  Fr.  Stdudlin,  K.  G.  v 
Grossbrit  Gottg.  1849.  Bd.  I. — G.  Weber,  Gesch.  d.  akath.  Kirchen  u. 
Secten.  v.  Grossbrit.  Lpz.  1845,  etc.  2  Bde.  —  /.  v.  Gumpach,  Gesch.  d. 
Trennung  d.  engl.  K.  v.  Rom.  Darmst.  1845. — [For  English  lit,  on  this 
subject  see:  Herzog*s  Theol.  and  Eccl.  EncycL,  Philad.  1860,  urt. 
England,  etc.  Also :  ShorVs  Hist,  of  the  Ch.  of  England,  etc.  Philad. 
1843.  —  Massingberdy  the  Engl.  Ref.;  Southey's  Book  of  the  Church; 
and  VAubigne's  Ref.  vol.  V.—Tr.]. )—ir(?nry  VIII.  (1509-47),  King  of 
England,  after  his  literary  feud  with  Luther  (§  5),  preferred  prosecuting 
his  vocation  as  **  defender  of  the  faith,"  by  means  of  the  gallows  and 
the  sword.  But  his  adulterous  love  for  Amia  BoUyn  impelled  him  to 
renounce  the  pope  (1532),  who  refused  to  annul  his  marriage  with 
Catharine  of  Aragon,  his  brother's  widow,  for  fear  of  offending  her 
nephew,  the  emperor.  Nevertheless,  Henry  wished  to  continue  a  good 
Catholic  in  doctrine,  and  so  raved  both  against  Lutherans  and  Papists. 
Luther's  works  were  diligently  read  in  England,  and  two  noble  Eng- 
lishmen, John  Frith  and  William  Tyndale,  furnished  their  native  coun- 
try with  a  translation  of  the  New  Testament,  published  as  early  as 
1526,  at  Antwerp.  [Two  Gospels  were  published  at  Hamburg  in  1524. 
Tr.]  Frith  was  rewarded  by  being  burnt  at  the  stake,  1533,  and  Tyn^ 
dale  by  being  beheaded  in  the  Netherlands,  1535.  The  Catholic  bishop, 
Fisher,  also  suffered  martyrdom,  and  the  former  chancellor.  Sir  Thomas 
More  (Vol.  I.,  §  120,  4).  Thomas  Cranmer  was  chosen  to  carry  out  the 
king's  plan  of  reform,  and  to  this  end  he  was  elevated  to  the  arch- 
bishopric of  Canterbury ;  but  at  heart  Cranmer  was  a  zealous  friend 
of  the  Swiss  Reformation,  and  secretly  did  all  he  could  to  introduce  it. 
Under  the  youthful  Edward  VI.  (1547-53),  he  could  act  with  less  re- 
straint. At  his  solicitation,  many  foreign  theologians  were  called  to 
England,  among  whom  were  Martin  Biicer  (ob.  1551),  Paul  Fagius  of 
Strassbnrg,  Peter  Martyr  Vermillio,  Bernard  Ochino,  John  a  Lasco^ 
(see  below,  8,  13),  and  others,  who,  as  professors  and  preachers,  pro- 
claimed pure  doctrine,  mostly  according  to  the  Reformed  system.  In 
unison  with  the  noble  Bishop  Ridley,  Cranmer  prepared  (1649)  a  liturgy 
for  the  English  Church,  and  in  1552  drew  up  42  articles  of  faith.  The 
former  was  a  medium  between  the  Catholic  and  Protestant  form  of 
worship,  the  latter  a  medium  between  Luthcranism  and  Calvinism. 
After  Edward's  early  death,  the  fanatical  Catholic  Mary,  Catharine's 
daughter,  obtained  the  crown  (1553-58).  Ridley  and  Cranmer  were 
burnt  (1556),  and  the  devout  Mary  raved  with  unsparing  cruelty  against 
aU  who  confessed  the  Gospel.  Two  hundred  and  seventy-seven  persons, 
luflhops,  preachers,  and  laymen,  women,  children,  and  aged  psrsma^ 
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perished  in  the  flames,  and  measures  were  already  adopted  to  estabbsh 
a  permanent  inquisition,  when  M  irj  was  called  away  from  her  bloody 
work.     She  was  followed  by  Elizabeth,  (1558-1603),  the  daughter  of 
Anne  Buleyn.    Educated  by  Granmer  in  the   Protestant  faith,  she 
triumphantly  established  the  Reformation  in  England.    On  the  basis 
of  the  previous  labors  of  Cranmer  and  Ridley,  the  Convocation  of 
London  (15G2),  adopted  XXXIX  Articles  as  a  confession  of  faith,  and 
a  liturgieSrtRrectory  for  the  Anglican  Church      Both  were  combined, 
for  more  general  use,  in  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer,    The  XXXIX 
Articles,  which  were  incorporated  into  the  English  statutes  by  an  act 
of  Parliament  (13  Eliz.  c.  II.,  April,  1571),  adopted  Calvin's  view  of 
the  lord's  Supper,  but  not  his  dogma  of  predestination  [see  Uerzog^t 
Encycl.,  art.  Anglican  Church].    In  the  organization  and  worship  of 
the  Church,  many  catholicizing  elements  were  retained  (the  episcopacy, 
apostolical  succession,  a  copious  ceremonial).   In  opposition  to  this,  the 
Puritans  or  Presbyterians  introduced  a  presbyterial  constitution,  mo- 
delled after  that  of  Geneva,  with  a  strict  discipline,  and  a  rigid,  one- 
sided predominance  of  the  formal  principle,  touching  the  sole  authority 
of  the  Scriptures  (extermination  of  the  Apocrypha),  a  zealous  adher- 
ence to  Calvinism,  an  extremely  bald  form  of  worship,  which  scrupu- 
lously excluded  the  leaven  of  popery  (clerical  vestments,  altars,  candles, 
crucifixes,  the  sign  of  the  cross,  forms  of  prayer,  sponsors  in  baptism, 
confirmation,  kneeling  at  the  sacrament,  bowing  the  head  at  the  name 
of  Jesufl,  bells,  organs,  and  all  festivals,  retaining  only  the  Sabbath). 
To  restore  ecclesiastical  unity,  the  queen  directed  the  passage  of  the 
Act  of  Uniformity  (1563),  and  punished  all  non-conformists  with  fines, 
imprisonment,  and  banishment.     This  increased  the  evil.     A  party  of 
non  -  conformists,    called    Independents   (also    Conffref/aiionalisis^   and 
Brownists,  after  their  founder  Robert  Browne) ^  carried  their  opposition 
to  all  ecclesiastical  courts  so  far  that  they  rejected  synods  and  presby 
teries,  and  made  their  preachers  amenable  to  the  arbitrary  vote  of  single 
congregations,   though   they  established   a  Congregational  Board  at 
London,  as  a  central  point  of  union,  which  was  a  synod  formed  of  de- 
legates sent  by  the  respective  congregations.   Persecuted  by  the  govern- 
ment, they  fled  to  Holland,  but  returned  under  Cromwell,  and  subse- 
quently emigrated  to  North  America. — Elizabeth  introduced  the  Angli- 
can Church  into  Ireland^  also,  and  gave  it  all  the  church  property 
there.     But  in  spite  of  constant  oppression,  the  mass  of  the  Irish 
adhered  to  the  Catholic  Church.     (Cf.  J  33,  3  ;  34,  3.) 

5.  The  Reformation  in  Scotland.  (Cf.  S/dudlin  and  G.  Weber^  1.  c. 
K.  G.  V.  Rndloff,  Gesch.  d.  Ref.  in  Schottl.  Berl.  1847.  2  Bde.— JT.  H. 
Sack,  d.  K.  v.  Schottland.  Ileidelb.  1844.  2Bde.—J.KdstliH,  d.  Schott 
K.  seit  d.  Ref.  Hamb.,  1852.  —  A.  H.  Kiemeyer^  J.  Knox  and  the  two 
Marys.  I.pz.,  n2A.—  [M'Crie's  Life  of  John  Knox.  Edinb.,  l^U.-^F. 
Tyfler,  Hist,  of  Scotl.,  vols.  VI.  VII. — Tr.].) — In  Scotland,  the  Gospel  was 
early  preached  by  Patrick  Hamilton,  who  had  studied  in  Wittenberg, 
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•nd  perished  at  the  stake  (1528)  at  the  age  of  24  Tears.  His  martyr 
dom  was  followed  by  many  others.  But  amid  all  the  political  disorders, 
the  Reformation  took  deeper  root  in  the  hearts  of  the  people  and  no 
bility,  in  spite  of  the  hostility  of  the  Stuarts  and  the  bishops.  John 
Knox  (ob.  1572),  however,  was  the  proper  reformer  in  Scotland.  Edu- 
cated at  Geneva,  he  impressed  the  most  severe  and  rigid  Calvinism 
upon  the  constitution  and  doctrines  of  the  Scotch  Church.  Having,  as 
a  galley  slave,  acquired  an  iron  inflexibility  of  character,  he  set  at 
defiance  both  the  anger  and  tears  of  the  young  queen,  Mary  Stuart^ 
and  with  glowing  zeal,  and  by  a  revolutionary  storm,  urged  the  Refor- 
mation to  a  triumphant  issue.  (Confessio  Scoiica,  1560.)  To  the  un- 
fortunate queen  there  was  nothing  left  at  last  but  to  throw  herself 
into  the  arms  of  her  deadly  foe  Elizabeth.  In  1587,  she  suffered  death 
on  an  English  scaffold.  Her  son  James  VI.,  still  a  child,  was  crowned, 
and  the  reformers  exercised  the  regency.  After  Elizabeth's  death,  he 
assumed  the  united  crowns  of  England  and  Scotland. 

6.  The  Reformation  in  the  Netherlands,  (Of.  H.  JjeOf  ZwSlf  Bb. 
niederl.  Gesch.  Halle,  1835.  2  Bdc. — J.  L.  Motley,  Hist,  of  the  Dutch 
Republ.  {Herzog,  EncycL,  art.  Holland].) — Charles  Y.  held  the  Nether- 
lands as  an  inheritance  from  his  grandmother,  Maria  of  Burgundy.  So 
much  had  happened  in  the  period  preceding  the  Reformation  (see  Vol. 
I.,  J  119,  C)  to  prepare  the  way  for  it,  that  it  was  ^ow  received  with 
very  great  favor  by  the  people,  who  had  independent  and  active  minds. 
Luther's  writings  were  early  circulated,  and  the  first  martyrs  of  the 
Lutheran  faith  (J  8,  1)  perished  at  Antwerp  (1523).  Connections  with 
France  and  Switzerland,  however,  subsequently  led  to  the  predominance 
of  the  Reformed  Confession.  Here  the  emperor  commanded  the  edict 
of  Worms  to  be  executed  in  all  its  severity,  and  thousands  perished  by 
the  sword  and  at  the  stake  as  martyrs  to  the  evangelical  faith.  Under 
Charles's  son  and  successor,  Philip  H.  of  Spain,  the  Inquisition  perpe- 
trated still  more  terrible  cruelties,  with  the  purpose  of  suppressing  the 
spirit  of  both  political  and  religious  liberty  (from  1555).  The  Belgic 
Confession  (1562),  maintained  Calvin istic  tenets.  The  Compromise 
(1566),  a  confederacy  of  nobles  for  the  overthrow  of  the  Spanish  rule, 
and  which  adopted  the  name  of  Guyses  (gueux-beggars),  which  the 
Spaniards  applied  to  them  in  ridicule,  daily  grew  stronger,  and  the 
maddened  populace  tore  down  churches,  images,  and  altars.  The  Dnke 
of  Alba  was  sent  with  an  army  to  put  down  the  insurrection,  which 
Margaret  of  Parma  was  unable  to  control,  notwithstanding  the  bloody 
measures  she  was  compelled  to  adopt  (1567).  By  unexampled  cruelties 
he  temporarily  succeeded.  But  the  seven  northern  provinces  combined 
in  the  Utrecht  Union  (1579),  and  William  of  Orange  and,  after  his 
murder  (1584),  his  son  JVaMn'c«, secured  civil  and  religious  liberty  for 
the  northern  Netherlands,  after  a  tedious  and  sanguinary  struggle. 
The  southern  Belgic  provinces  were  held  by  Alexander  of  Parma, 
under  Spanish  rule,  and  in  the  Catholic  faith. 
54 
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7.  The  Reformation  in  France,  (Cf.  Th.  Beza,  Hist,  ecclst.  dee  ^gL 
rcform^es  du  royaume  d©  France.  Anv.  1580.  —  A,  L.  ffeermannt 
Frankr.  Rel.  u.  BUr^erkriege  im  10  Jahrh.  Lpz.,  1828. — Leop.  Ranke, 
franz.  Gesch.  in  16.  u.  17.  Jahrh.  Stuttg.,  1852.  Bd.  I.  —  W,  G.  Soldan 
Gesch.  d.  Protestem.  in  Frank,  bis  zum  Tode  Karl's  IX.  Lpz.,  1855. 
2  Bde. — G.  V,  PolenZj  Gesch.  d.  franz.  Calvinism,  Bd.  I.     Gotba,  1857. 

—  F.  W.  Barihold,  Deutschl.  u.  d.  Ilugenotten.  Brem.,  1847.  —  O, 
Weber,  I.  c.  (J  18).— X.  Wachler,  die  par.  Bluthochz.  Lpz.,  1828.— 
W.  G,  Soldan,  Frankr.  u.  d.  Barthol.  Nacbt,  in  Raumer's  hist.  Taschb., 
1854.—^.  Stdhelin,  d.  Uebertritt  Konig  Ileinrich's  IV.     Basel,  1856.) 

—  The  first  occasion  of  the  Reformation  in  France  proceeded  from 
Wittenberg.  In  1521,  the  Sorbonne  directed  Luther's  writings  to  be 
burned  in  Paris.  But  Geneva  soon  acquired  preponderant  and  exclusive 
influence.  Francis  I.  (1515-47),  favored  the  Reformation  in  Germany, 
but  persecuted  the  Protestants  (Huguenots)  of  his  own  country.  Henry 
II.  (ob.  1559),  and  Francis  II.  (ob.  1560),  did  likewise.  Many  thou 
sands  of  heroic  confessors  were  put  to  death  by  the  sword  and  by  fire. 
And  yet  the  Reformed  Church,  especially  in  southern  France,  spread 
rapidly,  and  at  the^r.?^  General  Synod  in  Paris  (1559),  adopted  the 
Confessio  Gallicana.  .Even  a  powerful  branch  of  the  royal  family,  the 
Bourbons  [Anthony  of  Navarre,  and  his  spirited  wife  Jeanne  d'Albret, 
Anthony's  brother  Loin's  Bourbon,  and  Prince  Louis  of  Cond6),  and 
persons  of  eminence  (Admiral  Coliyny,  and  several  parliamentary  coun- 
cillors, etc.),  embraced  Protestantism,  whilst  their  political  rivals,  the 
Guises,  of  the  ducal  house  of  Lorraine  [Francis  Guise,  and  his  brother 
Charles,  Cardinal  of  Lorraine),  sought  support  in  the  hostility  of  the 
Catholics.  This  gave  additional  strength  to  the  peculiar  tendency  of 
the  Reformed  Church,  to  combine  political  with  religious  aims  (accord- 
ing to  the  theocratic  example  of  the  Old  Testament),  in  their  reforma- 
tory measures,  and  decidedly  impressed  it  with  the  character  of  a 
political  party.  Under  the  regency  (from  1560)  of  Catharine  de  Medici 
(the  mother  of  Charles  IX.,  ob.  1574),  the  prospects  of  the  Huguenots 
brightened.  The  noble  Chancellor  Michael  deT Hospital,  a  Catholic, 
but  a  ft)e  of  all  sanguinary  proceedings,  instituted  a  religions  confer^ 
ence  in  the  abbey  of  Poissy,  near  Paris  (1501),  where,  among  others, 
TVieodore  Bcza  and  the  Jesuit  General  Laiuez,  confronted  each  other. 
The  edict  of  St.  Germain  (1562)  secured  toleration  and  the  free  enjoy- 
ment of  religious  worship  to  the  Protestants  of  the  border  cities.  'This 
encouraged  large  numbers  of  secret  friends  of  Pn^testantism  openly  to 
avow  their  faith,  and  the  rage  of  the  Catholics  was  inflamed  anew.  Af 
Cahors,  a  Huguenot  meeting-house  was  surrounded  by  the  rabble  and 
fired  ;  all  assembled  perished  ;  those  who  escaped  the  fire  were  murdered 
At  Vassi,  in  Provence,  where  the  Huguenots  were  gathered  for  wor- 
ship in  a  barn,  Francis  of  Guise  perpetrated  a  more  fearful  carnage, 
swearing  that  he  would  cut  the  accursed  edict  into  pieces  with  his 
iword.   The  religious  and  civil  war  then  broke  out  in  consuming  flames. 
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Twice  a  peace  of  short  duration  was  concluded  (at  Amboise,  1563,  and 
at  Longjumeau,  1568).  A  third  Peace  of  St.  Ge  main  (1570)  secured  to 
the  Huguenots  full  liberty  of  conscience  and  religion ;  only  Paris  and 
the  residence  of  the  court  were  excepted.  As  a  pledge  of  peace,  four 
important  fortresses  were  given  to  them  (La  Rojhelle,  Montaubon, 
Cognac,  and  La  Charit6),  and  Henry  of  Navarre,  Anthony's  son,  was 
betrothed  to  the  sister  of  Charles  IX.  At  their  marriage  (Aug.  18, 
1572),  the  Huguenot  chieftains  assembled  in  Paris.  Henry's  mother, 
Jeanne  d  *Albret,  died  soon  after  her  arrival ;  her  death  having  probably 
been  caused  by  poisoned  gloves  presented  to  her,  and  an  unsuccessful 
attempt  was  made  to  assassinate  Coligny,  Late  in  Bartholomew's  night 
(Aug.  24,  1572),  the  castle-bell  suddenly  tolled.  It  was  the  signal  for 
the  butchery  of  all  the  Huguenots.  The  bloody  tragedy  lasted  inces- 
santly for  four  days.  Coligny  fell,  praying,  under  the  blows  of  his 
murderers;  no  Huguenot  was  spared  —  neither  children,  women,  nor 
the  aged.  Henry  and  Cond6  were  offered  the  mass  or  death ;  they 
chose  the  former.  Meanwhile,  couriers  were  dispatched  with  the  mur- 
derous decree  through  the  provinces,  and  the  slaughter  was  renewed. 
The  number  of  the  slaughtered  is  variously  given  at  20,000 — 100,000. 
Pope  Gregory  XIII.  commanded  all  the  bells  in  Rome  to  be  rung,  a 
Te  Deum  to  be  sung,  and  a  medal  to  be  struck  with  the  inscription 
Ugonottorum  Strafes,  in  honor  of  the  glorious  victory  of  the  Church. 
(The  result  of  Soldan*8  investigations  is,  that  the  horrible  decree  of 
death  was  enacted,  not  after  long  consultation,  but  suddenly,  in  conse- 
quence of  political  complications.  The  queen-mother  having  disagreed 
with  her  son,  determined  to  maintain  her  position  by  Coligny's  assassi- 
nation. This  failed.  The  king  swore  that  he  would  severely  avenge 
the  iniquity  upon  the  unknown  authors  of  it.  Then  Catharine  used 
all  means  to  avert  the  threatening  destruction.  She  succeeded  in  con- 
vincing the  king  that  Coligny  was  at  the  head  of  a  Huguenot  conspi- 
racy. Beside  himself  with  rage,  the  king  swore  that  not  only  the 
leaders,  who  alone  were  implicated,  but  all  the  Huguenots  of  France 
should  die,  so  that  no  one  might  remain  to  reproach  him  for  the  deed. 
But  it  is  certain,  notwithstanding,  that  the  thought  of  such  a  Satanio 
deed  was  previously  broached,  though  it  may  have  been  but  transiently. 
At  the  Spanish  and  Roman  courts,  the  French  government  reported 
the  tragedy  as  an  acte  pr6mcdit6  ;  at  the  German  court  as  an  acte  non 
pr6medit6 ;  but  in  a  letter  previously  sent  to  the  emperor  from  Rome, 
it  was  said:  Que  k  cette  heure  (the  marriage  festival)  que  tons  les 
oyseauz  estoient  en  la  cage,  ou  les  pouvoit  prendre  tons  ensemble,  et 
qu'il  y  en  avoit,  qui  le  desiroient.) — Bui  the  horrible  deed  failed  of  its 
purpose.  If  even  100,000  were  murdered,  ten  times  that  number  re- 
mained, and  found  strong  rallying  points  in  their  fortresses.  Hence 
civil  war  broke  out  afresh.  The  Peace  of  BeavUeu  (1570),  which  once 
more  guaraTiteed  to  the  Huguenots  their  rights,  was  of  brief  duration. 
The  Guises  formed  a  Holy  League,  which  was  directed  a&  much  against 
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the  pasillanimous  king,  Henry  III.  (1574-89),  as  against  the  Protestant^ 
BO  that  to  escape  their  hands,  he  fled  to  the  camp  of  the  Iluguenots. 
where  he  was  murdered  by  the  Dominican  Clement,  Henry  (IV.)  of 
Navarre  then  ascended  the  throne  (1589-1610),  and  to  secure  it  the 
better,  abjured  his  faith  (1593),  but  by  the  Edict  of  Nantes  (1598), 
guaranteed  full  religious  liberty  to  his  earlier  fellow-believers,  in  all 
the  cities  where  Reformed  worship  had  been  previously  practised,  and 
unconditional  equality  with  the  Catholics  in  all  civil  rights  and  privi- 
leges, and  powerfully  protected  them  therein.  Uis  reward  for  this  was 
the  dagger  of  EavaillaCf  a  Feuillant,  and  a  disciple  of  the  Jesuits. 
(Cf.  J33,  2.)  "■ 

8.  The  Reformation  in  Poland,     (Cf.  (7.  G.  v,  Friese,  Ref.  Gesch.  v. 
Pol.  u.  Lith.  Brsl.  1786.  3  Bde. —  V,  Krasinskiy  Gesch.  d.  Ref.  in  Polen. 
Lpz.,  1841. — /.  Liicaszewicz,  Gesch.  d.  ref.  K.  in  Lith.     Lpz.,  1848,  2 
Bde.) — The  way  was  prepared  for  the  Reformation  in  Poland  by  fugi- 
tive Bohemian  brethren,  and  Luther's  works  were  eagerly  read  there 
soon  after  their  appearance.     Sif/ismund  1.  (1506-48)  opposed  it  with 
all  his  might.     It  was  most  cordially  welcomed  in  Prussian  Poland. 
As  early  as  1525,  the  Catholic  council  was  driven  from  Dantzic,    Sigis- 
mund  repaired  thither,  caused  several  citizens  to  be  executed,  and  re- 
stored the  ancient  worship  (1526).     But  he  had  hardly  left  the  city 
until  the  Lutheran  faith  was  again  embraced.     This  example  was  fol- 
lowed by  Elbing  and  Thorn,    In  Poland  proper,  also,  the  new  move- 
ment spread  with  great  power.     In  spite  of  prohibitions,  many  young 
Poles  went  to  Wittenberg,  and  returned  with  glowing  enthusiasm  for 
Luther  and  his  doctrine.   Along  with  it,  however,  the  Swiss  Confession 
also  reached  Poland,  and  the  persecutions  with  which  Ferdinand  of 
Austria  threatened  Bohemia  and  Moravia,  lc<l  crowds  of  Bohemian 
brethren  into  the  country.     Sn/lsmund  Aiopisfu^'*  (1548-72)  was  per- 
sonally inclined  to  the  Reformation.     He  demanded  of  the  pope  the 
permission  of  priests  to  marry,  the  communion  sub  utraque,  the  mass 
in  the  vernacular,  and  the  abrogation  of  annates.     The  pope  not  only 
refused,  but  sent  a  legate  into  the  country  to  subdue  the  heresy.     The 
ProtCf<tant  nobles  now  (1550)   recalled  their  renowned  countryman, 
John  a  LaJtco.  who,  16  vears  before,  had  left  his  office  and  country  on 
account  of  his  evangelical  views.     In  the  meantime  he  had  aided  in 
the  reformation  of  East  Friesland,  and  preached  for  several  years  in 
Emdon  ;  subsequently  he  went  to  England,  at  Cranmer's  call,  and  after 
E<lward  VI.'s  death,  sought  a  refuge  in  Denmark,  which,  h(»wever,  was 
refuscfd  him  on  account  of  his  Zwinglian  views ;  after  that  he  preached 
to  a  congregation  of  French,  English,  and  Holland  fugitives,  in  Frank- 
fort-on-the-Maine.     After  his  return  to  Poland,  he  labored  to  effect  a 
union  of  the  Lutherans  and  Reformed,  in  connection  with  several 
friends  translated  the  Bible,  and  died  in  1500.     At  the  General  Synod 
o/  Sendomir  (1570),  a  union  of  the  three  dissenting  parties  was  finally 
effected  (Consensus  Sendomiriensis),  which  recognized  tbe  Lutheran 
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doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  but  in  so  indefinite  a  way  that  the  article 
might  also  bear  a  Calvinistic  sense.  The  opposition  of  the  Lutheninii 
was  suppressed  by  earnest  entreaties,  but  soon  after  broke  forth  only 
the  more  violently.  At  the  St/nod  of  Thorn  (1595),  Paul  Gerike,  a 
Lutheran  preacher,  stood  up  for  the  Lutheran  view,  but  one  of  the  no* 
bles  present  put  a  sword  at  his  breast,  and  the  synod  suspended  him 
firom  his  office  as  a  disturber  of  the  peace.  Sigismund  Augustus  died 
in  1572.  During  the  interregnum  which  occurred,  the  Protestant  no- 
bility formed  a  confederacy  which  effected  a  general  religious  Peace 
(Pax  dissidentium,  1573),  before  the  election  of  another  king,  by  which 
Catholics  and  Protestants  were  pledged  perpetually  to  maintain  peace, 
and  allow  each  other  to  enjoy  equal  civil  rights.  The  new  king,  Henry 
of  Ai^ou  (subsequently  Henry  III.  of  France),  endeavored  to  evade 
this  Peace,  but  the  marshal  of  the  kingdom  told  him  dryly :  Si  non 
jurabis,  non  regnabis.  In  the  following  year  he  secretly  left  Poland 
to  ascend  the  French  throne.  Stephen  Bathori  (from  1576)  took  the 
oath  of  Peace  unhesitatingly,  and  kept  it  also.  But  under  his  successor, 
Sigismund  III.  (a  Swedish  prince,  from  1587),  the  Protestants  com- 
plained of  many  violations  of  their  rights,  and  the  evils  increased  until 
the  dissolution  of  the  Polish  kingdom  (1772).     (Cf.  2  33,  5  ;  44,  4.) 

9.  The  Reformation  in  Bohemia  and  Moravia,  (Cf.  B,  Raupach^  d. 
evang.  (Estr.  Hamb.,  1832.  3  Bde.,  4to.—(?.  C,  Waldau,  Geach.  d. 
Prot.  in  (Estr.  Ansp.,  1784.  2  Bde.— ^.  Gindely,  1.  c.  (Vol.  I.  J  119,  5) ; 
ib,  Oesch.  d.  MajestUtsbriefes.  Prag.,  1858.)  —  The  numerous  Bohe- 
mian and  Moravian  Brethren  had  frequent  interviews  with  Luther. 
In  his  Reformation  they  saw  a  want  of  discipline,  whilst  he  was  dis- 
satisfied with  their  latitudinarianism  in  doctrine,  and  Novatian  exalta- 
tion of  external  deportment.  But  in  1532,  the  Brethren  presented  an 
apology  of  their  doctrines  and  usages  to  the  Margrave  George  of  Bran- 
denburg, of  which  Luther  fully  approved.  At  the  last  interview  in 
1542,  Luther  offered  their  delegates  his  hand  as  a  pledge  of  perpetual 
friendship.  But  genuine  Lutheranism  and  Calvinism  were  both  ad- 
mitted into  Bohemia.  The  refusal  of  the  Bohemians  to  fight  against 
their  German  brethren,  in  the  Smalcald  war,  led  Ferdinand  to  inflict  a 
severe  chastisement  upon  them.  But  Ferdinand  became  more  consi- 
derate in  his  last  years,  and  Maximilian  II.  (15G4-7G)  did  not  disturb 
them.  Rudolf  11,  (1576-1612),  who  was  educated  at  the  Spanish  court, 
revived  the  oppressions.  This  roused  the  Bohemians,  and  compelled 
him  to  grant  Letters  of  Majesty  (1609),  which  ceded  unconditional  reli- 
gious liberty,  their  own  consistory,  and  an  academy  at  Prague.  Thus 
Bohemia  became  an  evangelical  country ;  in  a  hundred  inhabitants, 
not  more  than  one  or  two  were  Catholics.     (Cf.  J  33,  1.) 

10.  The  Reformation  in  Hungary,  (Cf.  History  of  the  Prot.  Ch.  in 
Hungary,  with  an  introd.  by  D^Auhigne,  Boston  and  N.  York,  1854.) 
— Fp5m  1524,  Martin  CyHaci^  a  Wittenberg  pupil,  labored  in  Hungary 
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for  the  spread  of  pure  doctrine.  Ring  Lewis  II.  threatened  its  adherent! 
with  the  severest  penalties.  But  he  fell  in  the  battle  of  Mohacz,  (1526). 
The  new  election  produced  two  kings :  Ferdinand  of  Austria,  and  the 
Vaivode  John  Zapcyla,  Both  immediately  persecuted  the  Reformation, 
in  order  to  gain  the  support  of  the  clergy ;  the  cause  nevertheles?  ac- 
quired a  powerful  ascendancy.  Mathias  Devay^  also  a  disciple  of  La- 
ther, translated  the  Bible,  and  the  synod  of  Erdiid  (1545)  adopted  the 
Augsburg  Confession.  But  the  Swiss  doctrines  had  also  found  their 
way  into  the  country,  and  daily  gained  new  adherents.  The  Reformed 
held  a  council  at  Czenger  (1557),  at  which  the  Confensio  Hungarica^ 
embracing  the  Calvinistic  view  of  the  Lord's  Supper  and  of  predesti- 
nation, was  adopted.  Under  Maximilian  II.  the  Reformation  made 
unobstructed  progress.  But  when  Rudolph  II.  revived  forcible  mea- 
sures, the  Protestants  arose  under  Stephen  Botskai,  and  compelled  him 
to  conclude  the  Peace  of  Vienna  (IGOG),  which  guaranteed  their  full 
religious  liberty.  Among  the  native  Hungarians,  the  Reformed  Con- 
fession prevailed,  but  the  German  settlers  remained  true  to  Luther- 
anism. 

11.  The  Reformation  in  Transylvania,  —  Merchants  from  Ilerman- 
stadt  brought  Luther's  writings  to  Transylvania  as  early  as  1521.  But 
there,  also,  Lewis  II.  of  Hungary  persecuted  the  Evangelicals ;  and, 
after  his  death,  John  Zapoyla  did  the  same.  Nevertheless,  in  1529, 
Hermanstadt  ventured  to  drive  all  the  adherents  of  the  pope  from  the 
city.  In  Cronstadt,  the  reform  was  introduced  (1534)  hy  Jacob  Honter, 
who  had  studied  in  Basel.  After  Zapoyla  had  secured  tlie  permanent 
possession  of  Transylvania  by  a  treaty  with  Ferdinand  (1538),  he 
showed  more  moderation  towards  the  Protestants.  After  his  death,  the 
monk  Martinuzzif  then  made  Bishop  of  Groswardcin,  exercised  the 
regency  during  the  minority  of  Zapoyla's  son.  He  threatened  the 
Protestants  with  bloody  persecutions,  whilst  Isabella,  Zapoyla's  widow, 
favored  them.  On  this  account,. Martinuzzi  transferred  the  country  to 
Ferdinand,  but  he  was  murdered  in  1551.  After  some  years,  Isabella 
returned  with  her  son,  and  a  diet  at  Clausenburg  (1557)  constituted  the 
country  an  independent  principality,  and  proclaimed  universal  reli- 
gious liberty.  The  Saxons  adhered  to  Lutheranism,  whilst  the  Szecler 
and  Magyars  preferred  the  Reformed  Confession. 

12.  The  Reformation  in  Spain.  (Of  Th.  M'Crie,  Hist,  of  the  Ref. 
in  Sp'iin.  E.  Bohnicr,  Infjuisit.  u.  Evang.  in  Sp.,  in  Schneider's 
deutsci.  Ztschr.  1852,  No.  13,  etc.)  —  The  connection  with  Germany, 
brought  about  by  the  empire  of  Cliarles  V.,  led  to  the  early  trans- 
plantation of  Luther's  doctrine  to  Spain.  Very  many  theologians  and 
statesmen  who  accompanied  Charles  to  Germany,  returned  home  with 
evangelical  ^x)nvictions  —  amonj;  these  yr ere  Alfonso  de  Virves,  court 
shaplain  to  the  emperor,  and  his  private  secretary,  Alfonso  Valdez^ 
fclso  a  statesman.  Rodrigo  de  Valero,  a  layman,  attained  to  evangeli 
«al  knowledge,  by  diligently  studying  the  Scriptures,  and  led  many 
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ctiien  into  the  way  of  salvation.  The  Inquisition  seized  his  property^ 
Mid  condemned  him  to  wear  the  sanbenito.  Juan  Egidius  (Gil),  Ya- 
lero's  friend,  Bishop  of  Tortosa,  formed  societies  for  the  study  of  the 
Bible.  The  Inquisition  deposed  him,  and  but  for  the  protection  of 
Charles,  he  would  have  perished  at  the  stake.  After  his  death,  his 
remains  were  exhumed  and  burnt  The  first  martyr  in  Spain  was 
Francisco  San  Romano,  a  merchant,  who  had  become  acquainted  with 
Luther's  doctrines  in  Antwerp.  He  was  burnt  at  the  stake  in  Yalla- 
dolid,  in  1544.  Franc,  Emina  translated  the  New  Testament.  He 
was  imprisoned,  and  the  book  prohibited.  About  1550,  the  reforma- 
tory movement  acquired  so  general  and  comprehensive  a  character, 
that  a  Spanish  historian  of  that  period  expresses  the  belief  that  all 
Spain  would  have  fallen  a  prey  to  the  heresy,  if  the  Inquisition  had 
delayed  the  application  of  the  remedy  but  three  months.  But  it  now 
began  vigorously  to  apply  the  remedy,  especially  after  Philip  II. 
(1555-98)  assumed  the  government.  Scarcely  a  year  passed  in  which 
each  of  the  twelve  inquisitorial  tribunals  did  not  celebrate  one  or  more 
great  auto-da-f6s,  at  which  multitudes  of  heretics  were  burned.  The 
remedy  proved  effectual.  In  twenty  or  thirty  years  the  evangelical 
cause  was  suppressed. 

13.  The  Reformation  in  Italy,  (Cf.  Th.  M'Crie,  Hist,  of  the  Ref.  in 
Italy.  —  E,  F  Leopold^  d.  Ref.  u.  deren  Verfall  in  Ital. ;  in  the  hist, 
theol.  Ztschr.  1843,  II.) — Ref  )rmatory  measures  in  Italy  took  various 
courses.  A  large  part  of  the  Humanists  had  given  up  all  interest  in 
Christianity  for  a  self  sufficient  sort  of  heathenism,  and  maintained  the 
same  position  towards  the  Reformation  as  to  the  old  Church  ;  another 
portion  desired  a  reformation  in  an  Erasmian  sense.  Both  remained 
in  their  old  ecclesiastical  relations.  At  the  same  time  many  learned 
men  took  a  more  decided  stand,  some  of  whom  took  matters  into  their 
own  hands,  and  assailed  the  fundamental  truths  of  Christianity.  (Italy 
was,  especially,  the  rendezvous  of  many  Anti-Trinitarians,  J  28),  whilst 
others  attached  themselves  to  the  German,  but  most  to  the  Helvetic 
Reformation.  Each  party  endeavored  to  reach  the  people  by  preaching 
and  writings,  and  they  often  succeeded  in  founding  separate  congrega- 
tions in  Italian  cities.  But  to  save  their  lives  the  reformers  had  to  flee 
from  the  country ;  and  in  1542,  a  special  Inquisition  was  instituted  to 
suppress  Protestantism  in  Italy,  which,  with  reckless,  fanatical  fury, 
punished  every  appearance  of  Protestantism  with  imprisonment,  the 
galleys,  the  scaffold,  and  the  stake ;  nevertheless  it  did  not  accomplish 
its  purpose  until  towards  the  close  of  the  century.  Almost  all  the 
writings  of  the  German  and  Swiss  Reformers  were  translated  into 
Italian  soon  after  their  publication,  and  being  anonymous,  were  widely 
circulated  before  the  Inquisition  seized  upon  them.  Antonio  Bnicioli 
translated  the  Bible  (1.^30,  etc.)  It  was  placed  in  the  Index  prohibi- 
torum,  although  the  translator  remained  in  the  Catholic.  Church.  Tht 
Duchess  Renata  de  Ferrara,  a  sister  of  Francis  I.  ci  France,  distin- 
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gaished  herself  as  a  promoter  of  the  Reformation.  Her  court  becamff 
the  refuge  and  resort  of  French  fuj^itives.  Previously  ({  15,  3),  it  had 
been  proposed  to  establish  in  Italy  a  propaganda  of  noble  Catholic 
Christians,  whose  personal  experience  had  convinced  them  that  juBtifi- 
cation  by  faith  was  the  central  doctrine  of  all  true  faith  and  practice, 
and  who  hoped  to  reanimate  the  Catholic  Church,  without  fighting 
against  it.  To  this  society  such  men  as  Cardinal  Reginald  Pohis  be- 
longed ;  Bishop  Morone  of  Modena ;  the  Spaniard  Jtmn  Valdtz  (secr*^ 
tary  of  the  Viceroy  of  Naples) ;  James  Sadoletus  (author  of  a  Commen- 
tary on  the  Romans) ;  the  legate  Contarini,  and  others.  The  principles 
of  this  movement  are  most  clearly  and  perfectly  set  forth  in  the  small 
work  del  beiieficio  di  Qihsu  Christo,  whose  author,  Aonius  Palearius, 
was  prof,  of  class,  liter,  at  Siena.  In  six  years,  G0,000  copies  were 
printed  at  Venice  alone.  A  large  number  of  editions  appeared  else- 
where, partly  in  the  original,  partly  in  translations.  But  thirty  years 
afterwards,  no  copy  in  the  original  could  be  found,  and  after  one  hun- 
dred years  no  translation  ;  so  thoroughly  and  consistently  had  the  In- 
quisition done  its  work  of  extermination.  In  Rome,  piles  of  it  as  high 
as  houses  were  burnt.  But  in  1843,  a  copy  of  the  original  of  1543,  was 
discovered  and  republished  in  London  in  1853.  Among  the  most  dis- 
tinguished reformers  who  wholly  renounced  popery  were :  (1.)  Bernar- 
dino OchinOy  from  1538  General  of  the  Capuchins,  and  long  renowned 
as  a  controversialist  against  the  Lutheran  and  Zwinglian  heresy ;  but 
in  that  very  way  led  to  a  closer  acquaintance  with  reformation  writings, 
lie  united  with  the  Reformed  Church  in  1542,  fled  to  Geneva,  and  after 
that  labored  in  Basel,  Augsburg,  Strassburg,  and  London.  After  the 
death  of  Edward  VI.  he  had  to  flee  from  England,  became  preacher  in 
Zurich,  inclined  to  Sociniauism,  and  even  vindicated  polygamy.  On 
this  account  he  was  deposed,  fled  to  Poland,  and  died  (1564)  in  Mora- 
via. (2.)  Peter  Martyr  Vennilio,  an  Augustine  monk  and  esteemed 
preacher.  Ho  was  induced  to  leave  the  Catholic  Church  by  stu<iying 
the  writings  of  Erasmus,  Zwingli,  and  Bucer.  Ho  fled  to  Zurich,  be- 
came Professor  in  Stnissburg,  and  was  also  called  to  England  by 
Cranmer,  where  he  accepted  a  Professorship  in  Oxford.  "When  Mary 
became  queen,  he  returned  to  Strassburg,  and  died  whilst  professor  in 
Zurich  (lo02).  [Cf.  C,  Sthmidt,  P.  M.  Vermigli.  etc.  Elberfeld,  1857. 
— Tr.]  (3.)  Peter  Paul  VergeriuSy  Bishop  of  Capo  d'Istria,  and  papal 
legate  in  Germany  (J  14,  1),  when  he  personally  conferred  with  Luther. 
After  that,  his  enemies  accused  him  with  being  a  secret  adherent  of 
Luther.  To  clear  himself  of  this  charge,  he  studied  Luther's  writings 
with  the  purpose  of  assailing  them,  and  thus  attained  to  the  knowledga 
of  evangelical  truth,  and  had  to  flee.  The  awful  end  of  Francis  Speira 
in  Padua  (who  denied  his  faith  in  the  Gospel,  and  thereafter  fell  a  prey 
to  tormenting  doubts,  and  fears  that  he  had  committed  the  sin  against 
the  Holy  Ghost),  made  a  tremendous  impression  on  him.  He  then 
openly  joined  the  evangelical  Church,  labored  for  some  time  in  the 
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dittriot  of  Graubiinden  (but  as  a  Lutheran,  not  as  a  Reformed),  and 
died  whilst  professor  in  Tubingen  (1565).  (Cf.  C.  H,  Sixt.,  P.  P.  Verg. 
Sine  reformationsgeschichtliche  Monogr.  Braunsphw.  1855.) 

14.  Common  opposition  to  the  Roman  papacy  awakened  a  desire  to 
form  a  connection  with  the  Eastern  CJiurch,  Demetrius  Mysos^  a  deacon 
of  Constantinople,  spent  some  months  with  Melancbthon  in  1559,  and 
on  his  return  took  a  Greek  translation  of  the  Augsburg  Confession  with 
him ;  but  no  notice  was  taken  of  the  matter.  Twenty  years  later,  the 
other  theologians  opened  new  negotiations  with  the  patriarch  Jeremiah 
II.,  through  the  Lutheran  clergyman  Stephen  Gerlach,  who  visited 
Constantinople  on  an  embassy  of  Maximilian  II.  Thereupon,  the 
ministers  of  Tubingen  sent  the  patriarch  a  Greek  translation  of  the 
Augsburg  Confession,  prepared  by  Martin  Crusius,  and  requested  hia 
opinion  upon  it.  The  patriarch  candidly  pointed  out,  in  his  reply,  the 
errors  of  the  book.  The  Tubingen  clergy  vindicated  their  creed,  and 
in  a  second  reply  the  patriarch  reiterated  his  objections.  A  third  letter 
was  WTitten,  but  the  patriarch  refused  to  give  further  explanations ; 
and  to  a  fourth  he  made  no  reply.     (Cf.  {  32,  2.) 

-  V 


B.   INNER   HISTORY   OF   THE   CHURCHES   OP 

THE   REFORMATION. 

1 20.  THE  DISTINCTIVE  CHARACTER  OP  THE  LUTHERAN 

CHURCH. 

Cf.  Max  Gdbel  d.  rel.  EigenthUmlichk.  d.  luth.  u.  ref.  K.  1837.— /?u- 
delhachy  Ref.,  Luthersh.,  u.  Union.  Lpz.,  1839. —  Wiggers^  kirchl. 
Statistik.  I.  92,  etc. — K,  Sirobel,  d.  Unterschied  d.  luth  u.  ref.  K. ;  in 
the  luth.  Ztschr.  1842,  III.  —  [D'Anbif/ne,  Lutheranism  and  the  Re- 
form. ;  in  the  Bibl.  Repository  for  Jan.  1845. — Tr.] 

Western  Christianity  has  reached  its  purest,  richest,  and  most 
Tigoroas  form  in  the  Lutheran  Church.  In  it  the  Germanic 
Christian  spirit,  which  had  striven  after  independence  from  the 
time  of  Boniface  and  Charlemagne,  attained  to  Christian  matu- 
rity, and  emancipated  itself  from  its  Roman  tutor,  who  had  be- 
come a  selfish  tyrant.  It  appropriates  without  solicitude  the 
rich  treasures  of  true  catholicity  which  the  ancient  Church  had 
developed  in  the  form  of  Grieco-Romanic  culture,  enriched  by 
the  experiences  and  events  of  mediaeval  toils.  It  is  the  Church 
occupying  the  true  medium  between  all  sensualizing  and  spi- 
citaalising  forms  of  Religion,  between  a  slavish  objective  and  an 
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arbitrary  sabjective  ecclesiasticism,  as  the  former  has  more  of 
less  predominated  in  the  Roman  Catholic,  and  the  other  in  th« 
Helvetic  Reformed  Church.  This,  its  proper  mission,  to  repre- 
sent and  develop  the  true  harmonizing  medium  between  the  eccle- 
siastical extremes  of  the  West,  the  Lutheran  Church  has  accom* 
plished  primarily,  most  vigorously,  purely,  and  completely,  with 
reference  to  doctrine.  And  it  was  right  to  do  so.  For  the 
doctrine  of  the  Gospel  is  the  life-blood  of  the  Church,  the  pulsa- 
tions of  which  throb  through  her  entire  organism.  But  the 
Lutheran  Church  had  a  similar  vocation  in  regard  to  all  the 
other  forms  of  ecclesiasticism.  And  this  calling  it  endeavored 
from  the  start  to  fulfil.  It  must  indeed  be  admitted  that  in  its 
process  of  reformation  and  resuscitation,  it  may  not  have  at- 
tained to  that  complete  firmness  and  certainty,  clearness  and 
truth,  of  which  it  can  boast  in  regard  to  doctrine.  Nevertheless, 
it  cannot  be  denied,  that  even  its  otherwise  still  imperfect  or 
defective  forms  are  animated  by  a  powerful  impulse  to  harmonize 
extremes.  But  this  much  is  undeniable,  and  has  been  its  most 
distinctive  characteristic  ever  since  its  establishment  at  the 
Augsburg  diet,  in  opposition  to  the  Catholic  and  Reformed 
Churches :  it  is  the  Church  of  the  pure  doctrine^  a  doctrino 
which  truly  reconciles  and  unites  extremes,  equally  guarded 
against  heresy,  and  open  to  scientific  development.     [Cf.  §  21]. 

The  Lutheran  Church  maintains  a  genuine  conciliatory  character 
between  the  Catholic  and  Reformed  Churches,  even  in  its  fundamental 
view  of  Christianity.  The  essence  of  Christianity  consists  in  the  union 
of  the  divine  and  human  (in  the  person  of  Christ  as  the  prototype,  also 
in  the  Bible,  in  the  Church,  in  the  sacrament,  in  the  Christian  life, 
etc.)  The  ultimate  and  inmost  ground  of  diversity  between  the  three 
Western  Churches,  lies  in  their  different  manner  and  method  of  con- 
templatinj^  and  apprehending  this  union.  The  Catholic  Church  wishes 
to  see  it,  the  Lutheran  to  believe  it,  the  Reformed  to  understand  it.  The 
tendency  of  the  Catholic  Church  is  to  confound  the  divine  with  the 
human,  and  in  such  a  way  that  the  human  loses  its  character  as  human, 
and  the  union  with  the  divine  is  regarded  as  an  identification.  The 
Reformed  Church,  on  the  other  hand,  is  disposed  to  separate  the  two, 
contemplating  each  by  itself,  and  regarding  the  union  as  a  juxtaposi- 
tion, not  objectively  but  sulyectively,  not  really  but  ideally.  The  Lu- 
iheran  Church,  equally  avoiding  the  idea  of  a  confusion  and  a  separa* 
Cion  of  the  two  elements,  regards  the  union  as  a  most  vital,  intimate, 
and  efficient  communion,  penetration,  and  reciprocity,  thus  completely 
harmonizing  the  fundamental  principles  of  the  3d  and  4th  Qenend 
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Councils,  most  clearly  developing  them,  and  giving  them  their  most 
comprehensive  application.  In  the  view  of  the  Catholic  Church,  the 
human  and  earthly,  which  is  often  the  imperfect  bearer  of  the  divine, 
iu  which  the  divine  is  too  oflen  manifested  under  narrowing  limitations, 
are  often  taken  in  themselves  for  the  divine.  Thus  in  its  conception 
of  the  Church,  which  leads  to  the  doctrine  of  a  merely  external  Church, 
which  alone  can  give  salvation ;  its  idea  of  the  human  historical  deve- 
lopment of  the  Church,  leading  to  the  absolute  authority  of  tradition, 
and  the  perversion  of  the  true  relation  between  the  Scriptures  and 
tradition ;  its  view  of  the  sacraments,  hence  its  contemplation  of  them 
as  opus  operatum,  and  its  doctrine  of  transubstantiation  ;  its  theory 
of  the  priesthood,  leading  to  the  hierarchy ;  its  doctrine  of  sanctifica- 
tion,  favoring  semipelagianism,  and  righteousness  by  works,  etc.  The 
Reformed  Church  contemplated  truth  in  a  diametrically  opposite  way. 
It  isolated  the  divine  in  Christianity  from  its  earthly,  visible  bearer, 
sublimating  and  spiritualizing  the  former,  despising  the  other,  and  re- 
garding the  operation  of  the  divine  upon  the  human  as  purely  spiritual, 
and  conditioned  by  personal  faith.  In  the  Scriptures  it  largely  denies 
the  human  historical  element,  so  that  even  the  vowel  points  and  punc- 
tuations were  thought  to  be  inspired.  The  divinely  historical  in  the 
Church,  on  the  other  hand,  was  not  recognized  by  it,  but  all  tradition 
was  rejected,  and  with  it  all  historical  development,  normal  or  abnor^ 
mal,  was  cut  off.  In  its  apprehension  of  Scriptures,  the  literal  sense 
was  disregarded  in  favor  of  the  spiritual  import,  and  in  it^  conception 
of  the  Church,  the  significance  of  the  visible  was  disparaged  in  favor 
of  the  invisible  Church.  In  reference  to  the  person  of  Christ,  it  allowed 
itself,  in  Nestorian  style,  to  exclude  the  human  nature  of  the  exalted 
Redeemer  from  a  full  personal  participation  in  all  the  attributes  of  his 
Oodhead.  In  the  sacraments,  it  separated  the  supersensuous  grace 
from  the  material  elements ;  and  in  the  doctrine  of  predestination,  it 
isolated  the  divine  predetermination  from  human  self-determination, 
etc.  The  Lutheran  Church,  on  the  contrary,  shunned  both  these  ex- 
tremes, and  combined  the  truths  which  underlay  each,  into  a  living, 
connected  unity.  In  regard  to  the  Bible,  it  neither  holds  to  the  letter 
without  the  spirit,  nor  to  the  spirit  without  the  letter ;  in  history,  it 
recognises  the  presence  and  operation  of  the  Spirit  of  God  within  the 
sphere  of  the  human  development  of  the  Church,  and  only  rejects  a 
false  tradition,  which  does  not  proceed  organically  from  the  Scriptures, 
but  is  rather  contradictory  to  it.  In  regard  to  the  Church,  it  maintains 
the  significance  of  the  invisible  as  much  as  that  of  the  visible  Church. 
Touching  the  doctrine  of  the  person  of  Christ,  it  affirms  the  complete 
humanity  and  complete  divinity  of  both  natures,  in  their  living  union, 
and  most  intimate  reciprocal  relation.  In  regard  to  the  sacraments,  it 
concedes  the  reality  of  the  objective  act  of  God,  which  offers  heavenly 
grace  through  earthly  elements,  and  that  of  man's  subjective  position, 
by  which,  according  to  hii  faith  or  unbelief,  the  sacrament  ministers 
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to  his  salTation  or  condemnation.  And  in  regard  to  the  divine  decrees 
it  solves  tlie  seeming  contradiction  between  God's  predestination  and 
man's  self-determinationi  by  making  the  former  conditional  upon  Gkxi'i 
prescience  (not  reversely,  as  Calvin  declares). 


{  21.  DOCTRINAL  CONTROVERSIES  IN  THE  LUTHERAN 

CHURCH. 

Of.  0.  Wdlch,  Einleit.  in  d.  Religionstreitigk.  d.  luth.  K.  Jena,  1733, 
5  Bde. —  Thomasitis,  d.  Bokenntn.  d.  ev.-luth.  K.  in  d.  Consequ.  s. 
Princips.  Niiremb.  1848.  —  Planck,  Gesch.  d.  protest.  Theol.  bis  s. 
Concord ienform el.  Lpz.,  1796,  3  Bde.  —  H,  Heppe,  Gesch.  d.  deutsch. 
Protestant,  v.  J.  1551-81.    4  Bde.  1852,  etc. 

Even  during  Luther's  life,  and  still  more  after  his  death  (1546), 
various,  and,  in  part,  very  violei>t  doctrinal  controversies,  broke 
out  in  the  newly  established  Lutheran  Church.  The  same  ne« 
cessity  whicK  impelled  the  ancient  Church,  in  the  4th  and  5th 
centuries,  accurately  to  define  and  fix  Catholic  views  of  doctrine, 
prevailed  in  this  case  also ;  and  what  was  said,  in  the  history  of 
that  period,  of  the  importance  of  ecclesiastical  controversies  in 
general,  and  the  violence  which  often  attended  them,  applies  in 
part  to  the  present  instance.  The  Lutheran  Church,  moreover, 
was  driven  into  these  struggles  by  its  peculiar  character.  As 
the  Church  which  occupied  the  true  middle  ground,  it  had  to 
define  the  limits  which  separated  it  from  the  frontiers  of  the  two 
ecclesiastical  extremes,  strictly  and  sharply,  distinctly  and  truly ; 
and  as  the  Church  of  pure  doctrine,  it  was  necessary  for  it  to 
clear  up,  perfect,  and  definitely  settle  its  own  doctrinal  system. 
But  these  struggles,  notwithstanding  their  violence,  did  not  lead 
to  a  schism  in  the  communions,  because  the  Lutheran  Church 
was  so  firmly  and  securely  rooted,  from  the  start,  in  ancient, 
genuine  Catholicity. 

1.  Tlic  Philippists.  —  Soon  after  the  adoption  of  the  common  confes- 
sion at  Auj^sburp:,  two  tendencies,  which  gradually  separated  more 
widely,  began  to  develop  themselves  in  the  Lutheran  Church.  The  one 
party,  hea<led  by  Melanchthon  (Philippists),  endeavored  to  widen  the 
platform,  on  which  Catholics  on  the  one  hand,  and  Reformed  on  the 
other,  might  stand,  and  thus  effect  an  approximatitm  to  union  and 
harmony.  Tlie  other  party,  led  by  Amsdorf,  Flaciiis,  and  Wiqand, 
strove  rather  to  define  the  pure  Lutheran  system^with  all  possitle 
strictness,  so  as  to  guar!  it  against  any  admixture  with  Catholicising 
w  Oalvinistic  elements.    Luther  attached  himself  to  neither  party,  bnt 
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endeavored  to  keep  both  from  plunging  into  their  respective  extreme^ 
and,  as  far  as  possible,  to  maintain  peace  between  both.  In  a  new 
edition  of  the  Augsburg  Confession,  of  154(L  Melanchthon  modified  the 
statement  concerning  fajth  "^"^  yftrlf^t  to  conciliate  Catholics,  and  ihat 
touching  the  Lord's  Supper  to  accommodate  Calvinists.  The  unaltered 
confession  declared :  Docent,  quod  corpus  et  sanguis  Domini  vere  adsirU 
A  disiri^uatitur  vescentibus  in  coena  Domini,  et  improhant  secus  d(h 
eentes.  For  this  he  substituted :  Quod  cum  pane  et  vino  vere  exhiheantur 
corpus  et  sanguis  Christi  vescentibus  in  coena  Domini.  This  statement 
was,  indeed,  not  directly  and  exclusively  Calvinistic,  for  then  it  should 
have  used  credentibus  for  vescentibus.  Nevertheless,  this  arbitrary 
and  Calvinising  change  embittered  the  stringent  Lutherans,  and  even 
Luther  admonished  the  author  that  the  book  was  nothis,  but  was  the 
confession  of  the  entire  Church.  When  the  Phihppists,  therefore,  after 
Luther's  death,  made  many  other  concessions  to  the  Catholics,  in  the 
Leipsic  Interim  (1548),  the  Lutherans  pronounced  it  open  treachery  to 
the  Church.  MaQdebum  persistently  rejected  the  Interim,  and  became 
the  refuge  of  all  zealous  Lutherans ;  and  in  opposition  to  Philippist 
Wittenherg,  the  sons  of  the  ex-elector,  John  Frederick,  founded,  by  his 
direction,  the  university  of  /ena,  as  the  stronghold  of  rigid  Lutheranism. 
From  the  antagonisms  of  these  two  parties  sprang,  chiefly,  the  doctrinal 
controversies  of  the  Reformation  period. 

2.  The  Antinomian  Controversy  (1537-40)  was  about  the  authority  of 
the  law  in  Christianity,  J^h"-  ^ffrlmla  of  Eisleben  (from  1536  Prof,  in 
Wittenberg,  and  from  154U^oirft^feacher  in  Berlin,  aided  in  preparing 
the  Augsburg  Interim,  1548,  ob.  15G6),  took  offence,  as  early  as  1527, 
at  Melanchthon 's  urging  the  preacher,  in  the  visitation  circulars,  to  in- 
struct the  people  diligently  in  the  law.  From  1537,  he  disputed  with 
Luther  himself  about  it.  lie  did  not  contend  against  the  use  of  the 
law  outside  of  the  Qhurch  for  educational  and  ci^l  purposes ;  but  upon 
the  correct  principle  that  an  authontative  system  of  morality  could  not 
help  man,  he  erroneously  maintained  that  the  law  no  longer  concerned 
Christians,  and  that  only  the  Gospel  should  be  preached,  which  would 
lead  men  to  repentance  through  the  power  of  divine  love.  Melanch- 
thon and  Luther,  on  the  contrary,  regarded  sorrow  and  contrition  over 
sin  as  the  fruits  of  the  law,  but  the  saving  purpose  of  amendment  as 
the  effect  of  the  Gospel ;  and  they  required  the  law  to  be  continuously 
preached,  because,  in  the  imperfection  of  man's  present  holiness,  a  re- 
pentance d^^y  renewed  is  necessjiry.  The  deeper  ground  of  difference  in 
these  views  lay  in  Agricola's  over-estimate  of  human  nature,  which  he 
did  not  think  so  depraved  but  that,  without  being  smitten  by  the  ter- 
rors of  the  law  and  condemnation,  it  might  be  induced  to  hate  sin  and 
follow  righteousness.  In  antithesis  to  the  Catholic  "  Pelagianinm  of  the 
law,"  which  concedes  to  man  a  natural  ability  to  do  good  works,  and  coop- 
eration in  his  justification,  he  fell  into  a  **  Pelagianism  of  the  Gospel,'' 
which  ascribes  to«nan  a  natural  ability  to  accept  proffered  righteous* 
55 
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ness  for  its  own  sake.  After  carrying  on  the  controversy,  orallj  ana 
with  the  pen,  for  several  years,  Agricola  discovered  the  error  of  hit 
theory,  and  formally  renounced  it.     (Berlin,  1540.) 

3.  The  subject  of  the  Osiandrian  Controversy  (1549-67)  was  the  tuh 
ture  of  justification  and  its  relation  to  sanctification.  In  opposition  to 
the  Catholic  doctrine  of  justification  by  works  also,  Luther  regarded 
redemption  as  a  twofold  act  of  God,  bestowed  upon  man  only  through 
faith.  lie  distinguished  between  justification  as  a  divine  act  wrought 
for  man,  and  sanctification  as  a  divine  operation  in  man.  The  former 
consists  in  this,  that  Christ  made  atonement  on  the  cross,  once  for  all, 
for  the  sins  of  the  whole  world,  and  that  God  now  imputes  the  merits 
of  Christ's  atoning  death  to  every  single  believer,  as  his  own  (as  it 
were  forcnsically),  and  thus  declares  him  righteous,  but  does  not  make 
him  so.  The  believer  becomes  actually  righteous,  rather  on  the  ground 
and  as  a  consequence  of  his  being  declared  so,  through  a  growing 
sanctification,  extending  over  his  entire  earthly  life,  but  never  attainin^^ 
absolute  perfection  here,  by  virtue  of  the  communication  of  the  new 
life^  provided  aruTBrought  to  light  by  Christ.  Andrew  Osiatider  (from 
1522  preacher  in  Nuremberg,  and  in  1549  made  professor  at  the  newly 
founded  university  of  Konigsberg,  by  Duke  Albert  of  Prussia,  who 
had  been  converted  to  the  evangelical  faith  by  his  preaching.  He  died 
in  1552),  advocated,  in  Konigsberg,  a  view  varying  from  this,  and  ap- 
proximating the  Catholic  doctrine.  lie  confounded  sanctification  with 
justification,  and  regarded  the  latter  not  as  a  declaring  righteous,  but 
as  a  making  righteous,  not  as  a  judicial  but  a  sanitary  act,  effected 
by  an  infusion,  i.  «.,  a  constant  inflowing  of  the  rijghteousness  of 
Christ,  lie  considered  the  atoning  death  of  Christ  only  aaJthfiJUigSte 
^tire  condition  of  justification,  the  positive  condition  being  Christ's  in- 
carnation, and  justification  the  formation  of  Christ  in  the  believer. 
Osiandcr  objected  to  Luther's  iiir^iisic  view,  because  it  seemed  to  him 
to  exclude  the  subjective  element  in  justification  (which,  however,  is 
present  in  faith  as  the  subjective  condition  of  man's  being  declared 
righteous).  The  controversy  was  carried  on  by  the  Osiandrists  and 
their  Konigsberg  opponents  [MOrlin,  Staphylas,  Stancarus,  etc.)  with 
equal  vagueness  and  vehemence,  and  several  theologians  from  a  dis- 
tance failed,  by  written  opinions  sent  in  (among  them  one  from  Me^ 
lanchthoii,  and  another  from  Brenz),  to  settle  the  dispute.  After  Osian- 
der's  death,  his  son-in-law,  the  court-preacher  JohnFutik,  also  in  favor 
with  the  duke,  was  at  the  head  of  the  party,  and  filled  all  the  ofiices 
with  his  adherents,  lie  likewise  rashly  mixed  in  with  political  in- 
trigues, and«  in  execution  of  a  sentence  of  the  supreme  Pulish  commis- 
sion, was  beheaded  for  high  treason  in  1550.  The  other  Osiandrists 
were  deposed  and  banished.  Morlin,  previously  exiled,  returned,  and 
as  Bishop  of  Samland,  reorganized  the  Prussian  Church,  and  Martin 
Chemnitz  (previously  rector  in  Konigsberg,  tlien  superintendent  in 
Brunswick),  was  called  to  prepare  a  standard  »f  doQ4rin€  (Corpus  doo 
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krinsD  Pruthenicum). — The  preference  given  by  Osiander  to  the  divine 
psturt  in  the  work  of  redemption,  led  to  anoth>)r  controversy  about  the 
declaration  of  Stai^jyu*  (a  man  notorious  for  his  petty  disputes  —  hence 
the  expression :  ^it&nkereien),  that  man's  redemption^rests  wholly  upon 
the  hnman  nature  of  Christ.  (Cf.  H.  Wilkeiiy  Osiander's  Leben,  eta 
I.  Strals.,  1844.  —  Hdberle,  Osiander's  Lehre ;  in  the  Studd.  u.  Kritt., 
1844.  —  Ritschl,  d.  Rechtfertigungsl.  d.  A.  Os.  in  the  Jahrbb.  fUr 
deittsche  Theol.  von  Dorner  u.  Liebner.  11.  H.  4.) 

4.  The  Adiaphoristic  Controversy  (1548-55),  concerning  the  admissi- 
bility of  Catholic  forms  in  the  constitution  and  worship  of  the  Church, 
sprang  from  the  introduction  of  the  Catholicising  Leipsic  Interim.  This 
regarded  most  Catholic  forms  as  adiaphoray  or  neutral  matters,  which 
might  be  admitted  as  non-essential.  On  the  other  hand  the  Lutherans 
maint^ned  that  matters  in  themselves  indifferent,  ceased  to  be  so  under 
circumstances  like  the  present.  Of  course  the  cause  of  this  controversy 
was  removed  by  the  Augsburg  Peace. 

5.  The  MajorUtic  Controversy  (1551-62)  turned  upon  the  necessity 
af  good  works.  The  Interim  led  strict  Lutherans  to  regard  the  Philip- 
pists  with  boundless  mistrust.  When,  therefore,  in  1551,  George  Major 
Df  Wittenberg  affirmed,  in  essential  accordance  with  the  Interim  and 
Melanchthon's  theology,  that  good  works  were  necessary  to  salvation, 
and  refused  to  retract,  AmsdorfioQ)L  the  equally  objectionable  position 
that  good  works  were  detrimental  to  salvation.  Notwithstanding  the 
violence  of  this  controversy,  also,  more  reflecting  persons  saw  that  both 
parties  erred  by  using  vague  and  extreme  expressions,  and  acknow- 
ledged, on  the  one  hand,  that  not  good  works  in  themselves,  but  only 
faithf  was  necessary  to  salvation,  whilst  at  the  same  time,  good  works 
were  the  indispensable  fruit  of  genuine  saving  faith,  and  necessary  to 
its  maintenance  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  that  good  works  were  not  in 
themselves  perniciou^j  but  only  reliance  upon  them,  instead  of  upon 
the  merits  of  Christ  alone.  For  the  sake  of  peace.  Major  recalled  his 
assertion.     But  the  controversy  was  kept  up  for  years. 

6.  Th4  Synergistic  Controversy  (1555-G7)  was  about  the  coiiperation 
of  the  human  will  in  conversitm.  Luther^  in  his  controversy  with 
Erasmus,  in  accordance  with  the  first  edition  of  Melanchthon's  Loci, 
hftd  totally  denied  the  ability  of  human  nature  to  embrace  salvation 
by  its  own  power,  and  taught  the  absolute  and  exclusive  agency  of 
divine  grace  in  conversion.  In  later  editions  of  the  Loci  and  of  the 
Augsbnrg  Cimfession,  however,  Melanchthon  taught  a  certain  coopera- 
tion (synergism)  of  the  remains  of  free-will  in  man,  in  conversion; 
and  in  the  edition  of  1548,  he  defined  this  as  the  ability  of  man  to  era- 
birace  proffered  salvation  of  his  own  accord  (facultas  se  applicandi  ad 
gratiam).  In  the  Leipsic  Interim,  also,  he  avoided  the  Lutheran 
sbibboleth  sold  (by  faith  "  alone  ^'),  though  he  most  decidedly  dtmiod 
■li  merit  to  man  in  conversion      Luther  bore  Melanchthon *8  change 


136     SECTION  III  — FIB6T  PERIOD   (CENT.  II  A.  D.). 

of  opinion  with  uoble  toleration,  with  a  charity  that  hopeth  all  things 
and  endureth  all  things,  only  he  reproaclied  him  for  smuggling  hii 
views  into  the  confession  of  the  Church.     After  the  enactment  of  the 
Leipsic  Interim,  the  suspicion  and  dissatisfaction  of  the  rigid  Lutherans 
daily  increased,  and  it  burst  forth  in  a  most  violent  controversy,  when 
John  P/effinf/er,  superintendent  in  Leipsic,  who  had  participated  in  the 
odious  Interim,  issued  a  book  on  free-will  in  vindication  of  Mclanch- 
thon's  synergism  (1555).     The  leaders  of  rigid  Luthcranism,  Nicholas 
V,  AmsdorJ'y  Matthias  Flacius  of  Ulyria^  and  John  Wit/andy  colleagues 
at  the  university  of  Jena,  felt  that  they  dare  no  longer  keep  silence. 
At  the  request  of  the  Duke  of  Weimar,  they  prepared  a  confutation, 
designed  to  be  the  standard  of  restored  Lutheranism  ;  and  Victorin 
Strigely  a  professor  in  Jena,  who  was  appointed  to  assist  them,  had  to 
aRnio"  for  his  sympathy  with  synergistic  views,  by  a  severe  imprison- 
ment.    But  the  duke  soon  became  more  favorably  disposed  towards 
Strigel ;  and  the  rigid  Lutherans,  who  persistently  opposed  the  duke's 
injunctions,  were  expelled,  and  the  university  chairs  were  filled  with 
Melanchthonians.     A  change  in  the  government,  however,  restored 
the  Lutheran  party  to  power  in  the  duchy  of  Saxony  (15G7),  and  in 
electoral  Saxony,  also,  synergism  gradually  lost  its  supports  (Melanch- 
thon  died  in  1560).  —  In  a  colloquy  with  Strigel  at  Weimar  (1560), 
Flacius  allowed  himself  to  assert,  in  the  heat  of  controversy,  that 
original  sin  was  not  something  accidental,  in  man,  but  something  «?/6- 
staniial.    His  friends,   even,  urged   him   to  retract  this   manifestly 
Manichaean  statement,  which  sounded  worse  than  he  meant.     But  a 
man  of  Flacius'  character  could  not  easilv  be  induced  to  do  this.     In 
15G2  he  was  banished,  with  the  other  Lutherans,  and  in  1507  he  was 
not  recalled  with  them.     He  now  roamed  restlessly  about,  driven  frr>m 
every  place,  and  only  a  short  time  before  his  death  (1575),  recalled  his 
hasty  expression. — Thus,  a  man  of  strong  character  and  astonishing 
erudition,  was  destroyed  V>y  unpropitious  circumstances,  for  which  he 
was  partly  innocent  and  partly  to  bliirne.     (Cf.  E.  Schmidt,  d.  Flacius 
ErbsUndenstreit ;  in  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1840,  I.  II.  —  A,  TtresteHf 
Mattii.  Fl.     Illyr.,  Berl.,  1844.— JF.  Preger,  M.  Fl.  111.  u.  s.  Zeit.  Lpz. 
1859.     Bd.  I.) 

7.  In  the  Crypto-Cahinistic  Controversy  (1552-74),  the  doctrine  of 
the  TAjrd's  Supper  was  the  subject  of  dispute.  The  union  effected  with 
tlie  Zwinglian  cities  of  southern  Germany,  by  the  Wittenberg  Concord 
(looO),  had  since  then  been  shaken  in  many  ways,  and  the  attacks  of 
the  Zurichers  compelled  Luther  (1544)  to  draw  up  a  final  *'C(mfessioa 
f)i  the  Holy  Sacrament,  against  the  fanatics."  If  this  demonstrated  an 
incurable  rupture  with  the  Zwinglians,  it  also  showed  that  a  union  with 
the  incomparably  more  profound  doctrines  of  Calvin  was  possible.  It 
was  Mclanchthon* s  most  ardent  dosire  to  effect  such  a  union.  He  be- 
came convinced,  not  indeed  that  the  Lutheran  doctrine  of  the  real 
presence  of  the  body  and  blood  in  the  bread  and  wine  was  erroneous. 
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but  that  Calvia'a  doctrine  of  a  spiritual  participation  of  the  body  and 
blood  of  Christ  (through  faith)  in  the  Supper,  did  violence  to  no  essen- 
tial religious  point ;  therefore  he  sought  to  avoid  what  seemed  to  him 
an  unessential  difference  in  confession  and  doctrine.  But  the  rigid 
Lutherans  were  by  no  means  agreed  to  this ;  and  tedious,  violent  con- 
troversies sprang  up  in  various  Lutheran  countries  (especially  in  lower 
Saxony,  in  the  Palatinate,  and  in  electoral  Saxony),  concerning  it.  The 
dispute  vas  not  confined,  however,  to  the  doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper, 
but  was  extended  to  its  deepest  basis.  Luther,  carrying  out  the  princi- 
ples of  the  third  and  fourth  General  Councils,  had  taught  that  the  per- 
sonal union  of  both  natures  in  Christ  rested  upon  a  communication  of 
the  attributes  of  the  one  to  the  other  (communicatio  idiomatum),  so  that 
Christ,  having  resumed,  since  his  ascension  to  heaven,  the  full  exercise 
of  his  divine  attributes,  as  God-man,  is  also  corporeally  omnipresent 
(ubiquitas  corporis  Christi),  and  ho  could  not  be  shaken  in  his  opinion 
by  the  assertion  that  a  corporeal  omnipresence  was  incomprehensible 
by  the  natural  understanding.  In  this  way  he  answered  the  main 
objection  of  Zwingli  and  Calvin  to  Luther's  doctrine  of  the  Lord's 
Supper,  that  the  body  of  Christ  could  not  be  simultaneously  in  heaven 
at  the  right  hand  of  God,  and  in  the  bread  and  wine  on  earth.  But  the 
entire  spirit,  both  of  Calvin  and  Zwingli,  led  them  to  regard  the  doc- 
trine of  the  ubiquity  of  the  glorified  body  of  Christ  as  wholly  absurd, 
and,  by  an  openly  Xestorian  rejection  of  the  communicatio  idiomatum, 
to  teach  that  the  glorification  of  the  body  of  Christ  was  confined  to  its 
transfiguration,  and  that  in  heaven,  as  formerly  upon  earth,  it  could  be 
only  in  one  place.  A  necessary  consequence  of  this  view  was  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  corporeal  presence  in  the  Lord's  Supper,  and,  even  when 
high  ground  was  taken,  the  admisi'ion  that  a  communication  of  power 
from  the  exalted  body  of  Christ  was  granted  to  holievers  through  the 
sacrament.  The  struggle  was  begun  by  Joachim  Westphal,  a  preacher 
in  Hamburg,  who  openly  assailed  Calvin's  doctrine,  and  its  secret  ac- 
ceptance by  many  Lutheran  theologians  (1552).  The  controversy  became 
most  violent  in  Bremen,  where  the  catlie<lral  preacher  Hardenherg  pub- 
licly assailed  the  article  in  the  Aujjsburg  Confession  concerning  the 
Lord's  Supper,  and  in  JTeidelberr/,  whore  Deacon  Kichitz  maintained 
Calvinistic  theses  concerning  the  Lord's  Supper.  In  both  cities  the 
struggle  ended  with  the  expulsion  of  Lutheranism  (^  24,  1,  2).  In 
Wittenberg,  also,  the  Philippists  G.  Major,  Paul  Ebor,  Paul  Croll,  etc., 
uided  by  Caspar  Peucer,  the  elector's  physician,  and  Melanchthon's 
Bon-in-law,  who  had  great  influence,  labored  from  1559  to  introduce 
Calvinism.  Melanchthon  himself  did  not  live  to  see  the  distractions 
resulting  from  this  movement,  the  Lord  having  mercifully  released  ihe 
deeply  humbled,  desponding  man.  who  had  long  prayed  to  be  delivered 
a  rahie.  (pMJngpnim.  He  died  April  10,  1500. —  Whilst  the  Elector 
Augustus  (1553-86)  still  considered  his  Wittenberg  the  chief  bulwark 
9f  genuine  Lutheranism,  the  Philippists  carried  forward  their  plant 
65* 
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with  increasing  loldness,  and  endoavored  to  have  every  post  filled  hj 
persons  of  their  own  views,  and  to  secure  tlie  field  by  anonymous  Cal- 
vinistic  books.  At  length,  however,  the  elector  was  convinced  of  the 
dangers  which  threatened  Lutheranism.  The  Philippists  were  all  ex- 
pelled, and  their  leaders  imprisoned  fPeucer  for  twelve  years).  The 
final  complete  victory  of  Lutheranism  was  celebrated  by  thanksgivings 
in  all  the  churches,  and  by  having  a  commemorative  medal  struck 
(1674).     (Cf.  the  literature  under  J  11.) 

8.  Of  fiir  less  importance  were:  (1.)  The  Karg  Controvtrsy  (1563) 
about  the  imputation  of  the  active  obedience  of  Christ,  which  Georris 
Kav'j  (Parsimonius)  a  minister  of  Anspach,  controverted  for  a  seastm ; 
afterwards  he  retracted,  having  been  convinced  of  his  error  by  the 
"Wittenberg  theologians.  (2.)  The  controversy  with  John  jEpinus, 
minister  in  Hamburg,  who,  in  a  commentary  on  the  16th  Psalm, 
adopted  the  Reformed  view  of  Christ's  descent  into  hell,  that  it  belonged 
to  his  state  of  humiliation,  and  completed  the  passive  obedience  of 
Christ  by  his  endurance  of  hell-punishment,  whilst  the  current  Lutheran 
regarded  it  as  a  triumphant  proof  of  his  victory  over  hell  and  death, 
and  as  belonging  to  his  state  of  exaltation.  A  Wittenberg  opinion 
(1550)  on  the  subject  left  the  point  undecided,  and  the  Form  of  Con« 
cord,  also,  rested  with  the  assertion  that  Christ,  in  his  entire  person, 
descended  into  hell,  to  deliver  man  from  death  and  from  the  power  of 
the  devil. 

9.  The  Form  of  Concord  (1577).  (Cf.  /.  N.  Anton,  Gesch.  d.  Concor- 
dienf.  Lpz.,  1779,  2  Bde. — J,  C.  G.  Johannsen,  Jac.  Andrea's  concor- 
dist.  Thiitigk. ;  in  d.  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1853,  III.  —  //.  Hejipe,  I.e. 
Bd.  III.  IV.  Gesch.  d.  luth.  Concordienf.  u.  Concordie.  Marb.  1857-58. 
— K.  F.  Goschely  d.  C.  F.  nach  ihrer  Gesch.  Lehre,  u.  Bdtg.  Lpx.,  1858. 
—F.  H.  R.  Frank,  d.  Theol.  d.  C.  F.  Erlg.  1858.)--/(icf?/>  Andrea,  the 
learned  chancellor  of  Tubingen,  had  been  laboring  indefati^^abl}'  ft.r 
some  time,  to  restore  peace  among  the  theologians  of  the  Lutheran 
Church.  In  connection  with  Martin  Chemnitz,  a  prudent  and  nunlerate 
admirer  of  Mclanchthon,  and  after  consultation  with  manv  other  theo- 
lt>gians,  Andrea  prepared  2^  form  of  union  (1574),  which  was  thoroughly 
revised  at  a  theological  convention  in  the  Wiirtemberg  monastery  of 
Manlhronn^  This  Maidhronn  Form  was  submitted  to  the  judgment  of  a 
numbeFof  theologians,  after  which  a  second  convention  of  theologians 
was  held  at  Torgau  (1576),  which  took  into  consideration  the  opinions 
received,  and  prepared  the  Torgau  Book,  Upon  this  production,  also, 
the  evangelical  princes  soliciTed  numerous  opinions ;  and  then,  by  their 
direction,  Jaco6  ^nxi/*««»  Chemriifz,  SelneckeVf  Cht/trjsjjts,  And.  MusruluA, 
etc.,  met  in  the  monastery  of  Bergen^  near  Magdeburg,  to  prepare  a 
final  plan.  Thus  the  Bergic  Book,  or  Form  of  Concord,  originated. 
Besides  setting  forth  views  upon  pr-.viously  controverted  doctrines 
(especially  that  oonceming  the  person  ^f  Christ,  as  the  basis  of  thf 
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doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper),  the  decision  regarding  the  gynergistie 
question,  rendered  it  necessary  to  refer  to  the  subject  op  i'redestina- 
TiON,  in  the  Form  of  Concord,  although  there  had  not  been  any  actual 
dispute  about  it  in  the  Lutheran  Church.    Luther  at  first  spoke  in  favor 
of  a  particular  election,  but  gradually  receded  from  the  doctrine.     3f«- 
lanchthon  had  done  the  same,  only  with  the  important  difference,  that 
whilst  Luther  denied  to  the  last  all  human  cooperation  in  conversion, 
Melanchthon  felt  constrained  to  admit  a  certain  measure  of  cooperation, 
and  even  Calvin*s  reproof  could  not  dissuade  him  from  it.     The  Form 
of  Concord  most  decidedly  rejected  synergism,  and  affirmed  that  since 
the  Fall  man  had  not  a  spark  (no  scintilla  quidem)  of  spiritual  power 
remaining,  to  embrace,  of  his  own  accord,  pronered  grace.    It  assumed, 
therefore,  in  opposition  to  Melanchthon,  the  same  ground  which  had 
forced  Calvin,  by  rigid  logical  consequences,  to  adopt  the  theory  of 
absolute  predestination,  and  it  could  not  avoid  explaining  its  relation 
to  that  theory.     It  escapes  Calvinistic  conclusions  by  admitting  that, 
although  man  has  no  power  in  himself  to  reach  after  or  coooperate 
with  divine  grace,  he  can  resist  and  reject  it.    In  accordance  with  this 
it  can  affirm  the  explicit  doctrine  of  the  Scriptures,  which  teaches  that 
it  is  the  will  of  God  that  all  men  be  saved,  and  regard  salvation  as  an 
absolute  work  of  grace,  but  man's  d^nnnation  as  the  consequence  of  hia 
own  fpiilt.     It  considers  man's  salvation,  only,  as  an  object  of  divine 
predestination,  whilst  his  damnation  is  an  object  of  divine  prescience. — 
The  character  of  this  new  confession  was  not  so  much  popular  as,  in 
accordance  with  its  purpose  and  aim,  scientific  and  theological  ;  and 
its  wisdom,  moderation,  and   cautiousness,  as  well   us  its  precision, 
clearness,  and   depth,  are  really  great   and  admirable.     The   signa- 
tures of-flQQOjOhurch   teachers  testified   that   it  answered  its  pur- 
poee.     Denmark,  Sweden,  Ilolstein,  Pomerania,  Ilessen,  Anhalt,  and 
eight  cities  (Magdeburg,  Nuremberg,  Strassburg,  etc.),  without  show- 
ing hostility  to  it,  refused  their  subscriptions ;  but  it  was  subseijuently 
recognized  in  many  of  those  countries  (Sweden,  Ilolstein,  Pomerania, 
etc.)     The  Elector  Augustus  of  Saxony  caused  a  collection  of  all  the 
Lutheran  Confessions  to  be  printed  with  the  Book  of  Concord,  and, 
signed  by  51  princes  and  35  cities,  to  be  promulgated  on  June  25,  1580, 
the  anniversary  of  the  Augsburg  Confession. 

10.  The  Articles  of  Visitation  of  Electoral  Saxonj/  (1502).  — The 
Calvinisltc  efforts  of  the  Philippists  were  once  more  revived  under  the 
successor  of  Augustus,  CJiristian  I.  (from  158G),  who  was  gained  for 
this  object  through  his  relationship  with  the  princely  house  of  the 
Palatinate.  His  chancellor,  Nicholas  Crell,  filled  all  the  ecclesiastical 
offices  with  persons  holding  his  own  views,  abolished  exorcism  at  bap- 
tism, and  had  begun  to  publish  an  edition  of  the  Bible  with  Calvinistic 
notes,  when  Christian  died  (1591).  Altenburg,  the  regent  during  Duke 
Frederick  William's  minority ,  immediately  restored  rigid  Lutheranism; 
and  having  ordered  a  Church  visitation,  inserted  in  the  Articles  of 
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VUUaiion  a  new  unti-CalviniRtic  rule  of  faith,  which  all  the  ecclesia» 
tical  and  civil  officials  of  Saxonj  had  thenceforth  to  swear  to  maintain 
(1592).  In  these  articles  the  doctrinal  diversities  concerning  the  Lord's 
Supper,  the  person  of  Christ,  baptism,  and  election,  were  set  forth  in 
brief,  lucid,  and  exact  theses  and  anti-theses.  (In  regard  to  bapiUm, 
the  anti-Oalvinistic  doctrine  is  affirmed,  that  regeneration  is  effected 
through  baptism,  and  that  therefore  all  who  are  baptized  are  regene- 
rated.) Crelif  who  had  violently  supplanted  the  nobility  during  his 
regency,  was  beheaded  for  high  treason  after  ten  years'  imprisouuient. 
'-^^tjidius  Uunnius  had  taken  the  most  active  part  in  preparing  the 
Articles  of  Visitation.  From  1570-92,  he  had  been  professi)r  in  Mar* 
burg,  and  opposed  with  all  his  might  the  attempt  to  make  Hesse 
Calvinistic,  and  had  shown  himself  a  most  zealous  advocate  of  rigid 
Lutheranism,  by  his  defence  of  ubiquitarianism  (**  Bckenntniss  von  der 
Person  Christi,  1577;"  "  Libelli  IV.  de  persona  Christi  ejusque  ad 
dexteram  Dei  sedentis  divina  majestate,  1585").  From  Marburg  he 
was  called  to  Wittenberg.     ( Ob.  1G03.) 

11.  The  Huber  Controversy  ( 1 505 ) .  —  ^m^f^l  ffuber^  a  Reformed 
preacher  in  the  canton  of  Berne,  became  involved  in  a  controversy  with 
Wolfg.  Muscuhis  about  election,  by  transcending  the  Lutheran  doctrine, 
and  affirming  that  all  men  are  predestinated  unto  salvation,  though, 
through  their  own  fault,  all  will  not  be  saved.  Banished  from  Berne, 
he  joined  the  Lutheran  Church,  and  was  appointed  a  preacher  in  Wlir- 
tembcrg.  There  he  accused  Prof.  Gerlach  of  Crypto-Calvinism,  because 
he  taught  that  only  believers  were  predestinated  to  salvation.  The 
controversy  was  stopped  by  his  boinj^  called  to  Wittenberg.  But  ho 
thought  he  discovered  similar  Crypto-Calvinism  in  his  colleagues  there 
(Poii/c.  Ln/scr  and  ^ijitUuslIunnius),  and  opj)Osed  it.  All  the  dispu- 
tations and  conferencos  upon  the  subject  failed  to  change  his  views ; 
and  as  parties  arose  among  the  students,  he  was  dismissed  from  Wit" 
tenberg.  lie  continued  the  controversy  with  increasing  virulence,  and 
wandered  about  in  Germany  many  yoars,  endeavoring  to  propagate  his 
views,  but  without  success.     [Ob.  1024.) 

J  22.  CONSTITUTION,  CULTUS,  LIFE,  AND  LITERATURE  OF 

THE  LUTHERAN  CHURCH. 

In  regard  to  its  constitufion,  the  Lutheran  Church  aimed  to 
maintain  its  character  as  a  mediator  between  extremes,  although, 
amidst  the  external  and  internal  agitations  which  disturbed  it,  it 
was  least  successful  in  securing  the  same  degree  of  stability  and 
completeness,  which  shone  forth  so  brilliantly  in  its  doctrinal 
>ystem.  In  regard  to  Church  cidfus,  it  was  more  fortunate.  The 
Reformation  finally  annulled  the  hierarchical  ban,  which  had  for 
teoturies  excluded  congregational  singing  and  the   rernacular 
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tongue  from  public  worship ;  and  during  the  period  ol  the  Re- 
formation, already  (but  only  in  the  Lutheran  Church),  German 
Church  hymnology  flourished  amazingly,  and  furnished  the  most 
brilliant  example  of  the  fullness,  strength,  and  fervor  of  the  lofty 
strain  and  freshness  of  the  religious  life  of  that  age.  Church 
hymns  are  the  Confession  of  the  Lutheran  laity,  and  have  done 
more  than  preaching  to  spread  and  inculcate  evangelical  truth. 
A  hymn  had  scarcely  gushed  from  the  heart  of  a  poet  l)efore  it 
spread  everywhere  among  the  people,  penetrated  families  and 
churches,  was  sung  before  every  door,  in  workshops,  market- 
places, streets  and  fields,  and  with  a  single  stroke  won  whole 
cities  to  the  evangelical  faith.  *'  No  subsequent  period  was,  or 
ever  will  be,  able  to  produce  anything  equally  genuine,  effectual, 
popular,  original,  or  edifying  for  the  people."  The  religious  life 
of  the  people  in  the  Lutheran  Church  combined  deep,  earnest 
penitence,  and  a  joyful  assured  confidence  of  justification  by 
faith,  with  the  cheerful  integrity  and  cordiality  of  the  Gorman 
citizen.  Pastoral  fidelity,  earnest  preaching,  and  the  zealous 
instruction  of  youth,  even  without  rigidly  practised  discipline, 
begat  in  the  people  a  hearty  fear  of  God,  sincere  attachment  to 
the  Church,  strict  family  diseij)line,  and  true  submission  to  civil 
authority.  Theological  learning  flourished  especially  at  the 
universities  of  Wittenberg,  Tubingen,  Strassburg,  Marburg,  and 
Jena.  But  there  were  also  many  who  cultivated  it,  among  those 
engaged  in  more  practical  spheres. 

1.  The  Constitution  of  the  Church.  (Cf.  L.  Richter^  Gesch.  d.  ev. 
K.-verf.  in  Deutschl.  Lpz.  1851.) — Between  hierarchy  and  Caesar- 
ism,  between  the  absorption  of  the  State  by  the  Church,  and  of  the 
Church  by  the  State,  the  Lutheran  Church  occupied  a  medium  which 
was  in  the  main  correct,  although  somewhat  vacillating  in  theory  and 
practice.  It  decidedly  protested  both  against  every  admixture  and 
Fupprcssion  of  the  two  spheres.  In  the  exigency  of  the  Church,  the 
princes  and  magistrates  assumed  unavoidable  episcopal  power,  managed 
tlie  affairs  of  the  Church,  and  appointed  consistories  composed  of  lay- 
men and  clergy,  to  execute  their  orders  and  plans,  and  take  special 
charge  of  the  clergy,  Church  discipline,  and  matrimonial  questions. 
This  gradually  led  to  the  permanent  institution  of  the  episcopal  system 
(the  chief  civil  ruler  holding  the  position  of  summus  episcopus.  Cf. 
?  46,  3).  The  canon  law,  after  a  careful  modification  of  what  was  most 
indispensable,  became  the  basis  of  ecclesiastical  jurispntdence.  The 
restoration  of  the  biblical  idea  of  a  universal  priesthood  of  all  lolievers, 
woa*  1  not  endure  the  opinion  of  an  essential  distinction  betM  een  tha 
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clergy  and  laity.  The  clergy  were  the  regularly  called  servanti 
(ministri,  miniBterium)  of  the  Church,  of  the  Word,  of  the  altar,  enjoy- 
ing equal  rights  in  spiritual  things.  Lay-baptism  was  allowed  in  ex* 
treme  cases.  Hierarchical  grades  among  the  clergy  were  considered 
antagonistic  to  the  spirit  of  Christianity,  although  offices  of  authority 
(such  as  superintendants,  provosts,  but  only  jure  humano),  were  thought 
allowable  and  advantageous.  The  property  of  Uie  Church  was  frequently 
seized  and  secularized  by  the  arbitrary  avarice  of  princes  and  nobles, 
though  the  greater  part  of  it,  especially  in  Germany,  either  remained 
in  the  Church,  or  was  used  in  founding  schools,  universities,  and  chari- 
table institutions.  The  monasteries  met  with  the  richly  merited  reward 
of  their  degeneracy.  Unhappily,  their  reorganization  upon  evangelical 
principles  was  not  thought  of  amidst  the  pressure  and  agitation  of  the 
times. 

2.  Public  Worship  and  Art,  (Cf.  Th,  Kliefoth,  d.  urspr.  Gottesdienst- 
ordnungen  in  d.  luth.  K.  Rost.  1847. — Ibid.  Liturg.  Abhandle.  Schwer. 
1854.  Bd.  1-3.— if.  Alt,  d.  chr.  Cultus.  2  A.  Berl.  1851.— A'.  Barthel, 
d.  Verb.  d.  Protstsm.  zur  Kunst;  in  d.  hist.  th.  Ztschr.  1840.  III.)  — 
Catholic  worship  appeals  only  to  the  imagination  and  feelings ;  the  wor- 
ship of  the  Reformed  Church  satisfies  merely  the  understanding ;  but 
Lutheran  worship,  combining  both  these  elements,  appeals  to  the  heart. 
The  first  sensualizes  everything,  the  second  spiritualizes  everything, 
whilst  in  the  last  all  is  harmonized  in  a  well-balanced,  vital  manner. 
The  unity  of  the  Church  is  not  made  to  consist  in  identifying  forms 
of  worship,  but  in  oneness  of  faith ;  hence  the  forms  of  worship  are 
nowhere  imposed  by  law.  Altars  ornamented  with  candles  and  cruci- 
fixes, as  well  as  images,  were  retained  in  the  churches,  not  for  adora- 
tion, but  to  excite  and  elevate  doyotion.  Its  Liturfiy  was  based  upon 
the  Roman  missal,  only  unevungelical  elements  being  excluded.  The 
preaching  of  the  word  was  the  centre  of  public  worship.  Luther's 
manner  of  preaching,  the  noble,  vigorous  popularity  of  which  was 
never  equalled  afterwards,  still  less  surpassed,  was  the  exemplar  and 
type  for  other  Lutheran  preachers,  am(mg  whom  Ant.  Corvin,  Just. 
Jonas,  Ge.  Sfxilntin,  J.  B(t</en?iaf/enj  Jerome  Welter,  J.  Bretiz^  Veit 
Dietrich.,  J.  Mathesius,  and  M.  ChcirtnitZy  were  most  noteworthy.  The 
essential  rc(iuisition  of  all  public  worship  was  the  personal  participa- 
tion of  the  congregation,  and,  as  indispensable  to  this,  the  exclusive  use 
of  the  native  language.  Festivals  were  limited  to  the  leading  facts  in 
the  history  of  redemption,  and  only  such  saints*  days  were  retained  as 
were  authorized  by  the  Gospel  (Apostles'  days,  the  Annunciation, 
Michaelmas,  John  the  Baptist's  day,  etc.)  Luther  held  art  in  high 
esteem,  especially  music.  Lucas  Cranach,  Ilans  Holbein,  and  Albert 
D'drer,  employed  their  art  (painting)  in  the  service  of  the  Gospel,  and 
ornamented  Lutheran  churches  with  elegant  and  significant  paintings. 

3.  Hifmnoloffi/.  (Cf.  E.  E.  Ko,.^h,  Gesch.  d.  K.  L.  u.  K.  Ges.  2.  A. 
Stuttg.  1853.  4  Bde.—i^.  A.  Cunz,  Gesch.  d.  K.  L.     Lpz.  1855.  2  Bde 
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—  PA.  Wackernagel,  d  deuteche  K.-L.  von  Luther  bis  nermann  a. 
Blaurer.  Stuitg.  1841.—/.  Miifzell,  Geistl.  Lieder  d.  ev.  K.  d.  16. 
Jahrh.  Berl.  1855.  3  Bde.)  —  The  general  character  of  Lutheran 
hymnologj  in  the  16th  century  is  its  true  churchliness  and  popular 
style.  It  is  doctrinal,  devotional,  and  bears  the  impress  of  objective- 
ness.  The  poet  does  not  give  vent  to  his  own  frame  of  mind,  his  indi- 
vidual feelings,  but  the  Church  itself,  through  his  lips,  confesses,  be- 
lieves, comforts,  praises,  and  adores.  At  the  same  time  it  is  truly 
popular;  truthful,  natural,  cordial,  bold  and  fearless  in  expression, 
moving  with  rapid  steps ;  no  pausing,  no  retrospect,  no  minute  deli- 
neations or  extended  descriptions,  no  didactic  demonstrations.  In  its 
outward  form  it  followed  the  old  German  epos,  and  popular  narrative 
poetry,  and  aimed  above  all  at  being  not  only  read  but  sung,  and  sung 
by  the  congregation.  The  psalmody  of  the  Reformation  exhibits,  of 
eourse,  all  these  characteristics  in  their  fullest  original  vigor.  lAither 
ranks  first.  His  37  hymns  are  in  p"^*  ^*'fifl  tranRlntinnf!  ^^  Latin  hymns 
("Gelobet  seist  du  Jesu  Christ,"  "Der  du  bist  drei  in  Einigkeit," 
**  Der  Tag  der  ist  so  freudenreich,"  *'  Wir  glauben  all  an  einen  Gott," 
"IlerrGott,  dich  loben  wir,"  "Mitten  wir  im  Leben  sind,"  "Komm 
Gbtt  Schiipfer,  heiliger  Geist,"  etc.) ;  partly  rAYJainnt^  o^  Qi^iginal  Ger- 
man  hymns:  ("Christ  lag  in  Todesbanden,"  "Nun  bitten  wir  den 
heilgen  Geist,"  "  Gott  der  Vater  wohn  uns  bei,"  "  Gott  sei  gelobet") ; 
partly  versions  of  Psalms:  ("Ach  Gott  vom  Himmel  sieh  darein," 
Ps.  12,  "  Eine  feste  Burg  ist  unser  Gott,"  Ps.  46,  "  Es  woU  uns  Gott 
gnadig  sein,"  Ps.  67,  "  War  Gott  nicht  mit  uns  diese  Zeit,"  Ps.  124, 


Froplieten  das  geschah, 
her,"  Luke  2,  "  Christ  unser  Ilerr  zum  Jordan  kam,"  etc.),  and  wholly 
original  hymns,  both  as  to  form  and  contents  ("  Nun  freut  euch  Hebe 
Christen  gemein,"  "Jesus  Christus  unser  Ileiland  der  den  Tod," 
"Erfaalt  uns  Ilerr  bei  deinem  Wort,"  etc.)  Prominent  next  to  Luther, 
were:  Paul  SperatuSy  reformer  in  Prussia  (ob,  1554),  author  of  the  in- 
comparable "  Es  ist  das  Ileil  uns  kommen  her ;"  —  Nicholas  Decius,  a 
monk  who  became  an  evangelical  preacher  in  Stettin,  about  1524. 
("  AUein  Gott  in  der  Hob  sei  Ehr,"  "0  Lamm  Gottes  unschuldig") ; 
—  Pavl  Eber,  professor  and  superintendent  in  Wittenberg,  oh.  156\1 
(the  Michaelmas  hymn  "  Ilerr  Gott,  dich  loben  Alle  wir,"  "  Wcnn  wir 
in  hiJchsten  Nothen  sein,"  "  Ilerr  Jesu  Christ,  wahr'r  Mensch  und 
Gott,"  "In  Christi  Wunden  schlaf  ich  ein."  etc.); — Lazarus  Spenf/ler^ 
clerk  of  the  council  in  Nuremberg,  ob.  1534  ("Durch  Adams'  Fall  ist 
ganz  verderbt"):  —  Hans  Sachs,  a  shoemaker  in  Nuremberg,  ob.  1576 
("  Warura  betrlibst  du  dich,  mein  Ilerz,"  etc.) ; — /.  Graumann  (Polian- 
der),  Eck's  amanuensis,  afterwards  an  evangelical  preacher  in  Konigs- 
berg,  ob.  1541  ("Nun  lob  meine  Seele  den  Herrn"); — /.  Schneesing 
(Chiomusus),  minister  in  Gothachsen,  ob.  1567  ("  AUein  eu  dir  Herr 
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Jesu  Christ") ;  Ad^m  Reuasner^  a  lawyer  in  Frankfurt,  oh.  1574  (''Aaf 
dich  hab  ich  gehoffet");  —  John  MathesiuSf  rector  and  d(aeon  in  Joa* 
chimsthal  (who  also  preached  some  sermons  on  Luthers  life),  oh,  1565 
(the  morning-hymn,  **Aus  meines  Ilerzon's  Grunde,"  also  the  sweet 
evangelical  cradle-hymn,  "Nun  schlaf  mein  liebes  Kindelein");  — 
Nicholas  Herrmann^  the  fiiend  of  Mathesius,  and  cantor  in  Joaohims- 
thal,  oh,  1561  ("Die  helle  Sonn  leucht  jetzt  herfiir,"  "Ilinunter  ist 
der  Sonnenschein,"  **Wenn  mein  Stuudlein  vorhanden  ist,"  etc.);  — 
Erasmus  Alherus,  superintendent  at  Brandenburg,  oh.  1553  ("Nun 
freut  cuch,  Gotteskinder  all "). — To  these  must  be  added  Michael  Weisse, 
a  German  minister  in  Bohemia,  the  translator  and  author  of  the  hymns 
of  the  Bohemian  Hussites  (Cf.  §  42),  oh.  1540  ("Christ  ist  erstanden 
von  der  Marter  alle,"  "Gottes  Sohn  ist  kommen,"  *' Christus  der  una 
selig  macht"),  above  all,  that  precious  funeral  hymn,  "Nun  lasst  una 
den  Leib  begraben,"  to  which  Luther  added  a  verse. 

In  the  next  succeeding  period,  however  (1500-1618),  many  without 
a  poet's  call  volunteered  worthless  religious  rhymes.  Even  those 
divinely  gifted  for  the  work  were  altogether  too  prolific,  but  still  they 
contributed  a  large  number  of  genuine  Church  hymns,  true  to  the 
character  of  higher  objectiveness,  childlike  simplicity,  and  true  fitness 
for  general  use.  Wo  may,  of  course,  observe  a  transition  to  the  subjeo- 
tive  style  of  the  following  period,  didactic  matter  is  occasionally  intro- 
duced, and  some  hymns  refer  to  special  personal  circumstances ;  but 
the  idea  of  an  objective  faith  still  predominates.  Among  the  sacred 
poets  of  this  period,  the  most  noted  are :  Rarih.  Ringwally  a  preacher 
in  Mark  Brandenburg,  oh.  1597  ("  Es  ist  gewisslich  an  der  Zcit,"  etc.) ; 
Nich.  Selnecker,  during  his  last  years  superintendent  in  Leipsic  (oh, 
1592).  As  a  pupil  of  Melanchthon  he  was  at  first  suspected  of  Crypto- 
Calvinism,  but  after  his  participation  in  drawing  up  the  Form  of  Con- 
cord he  became  an  object  of  bitter  hatred  and  continued  persecutions 
to  the  Crypto-Calvinists.  (lie  composed:  "  Aoh  bleib  bei  uns  Herr 
Jesu  Christ").  Ludwig  Ildmbold,  superintendent  in  Muhlhausen,  oh. 
1598  (''  Von  Gott  will  ich  nicht  hissen") ; — Martin  Schallin(/,  preacher 
in  Regcnsburg  and  Nuremberg,  oh.  1008  ("  Ilerzlich  lieb  hab  ich 
dich"):  —  Caspar  Biencmann  (Melis-sander)  superintendent  in  Alten- 
burg,  oh.  1501  ("Herr,  wie  du  wilt  so  schicks  mit  mir'');  —  Martin 
Molhir^  preacher  in  Gorlitz,  oh.  IGOO  (♦*  Xinim  von  uns,  Ilerr,  du  treuer 
Gott") ; — Martin  Bohme  (B  iliemb)  preacher  in  Lausitz,  oh.  1021  ("Herr 
Jesu  Christ,  meins  Lcbens  Licht"); — Valeritis  flcrherf/erj  preacher  in 
Fraustadt,  Poland,  oh.  1027  ("  Valot  will  ich  dir  geben,"  written  during 
a  plague  in  1013);  — Philip  Kicolaij  preacher  in  Hamburg  {oh.  1008), 
whose  soaring  poetry,  pervaded  by  a  spirit  of  profound  love,  affiliates 
it  with  the  Canticles  ('*  Wie  schou  leucht  uns  der  Morgenstern,""Wa- 
chet  auf,  ruft  uns  die  Stimme").     (Cf.  i  39,  3.) 

4,  Psalmody.  (Cf.  A.  J.  Ramhach^  Luther's  Verd.  um  den  K.-ges. 
Hamb.  1813. — P.  Mortimer  d.  Choral ges.  zur  Zeit  d.  Ref.     Borl.  1820; 
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4lo.-  L.  Kraussold,  d.  altprot.  Choral    Fllrth,  1851. — E.  E.  Koch,  1.  o. 
/.  E,  Hduser,  Gesch.  d.  chr.  K.-ges.     Lpz.  1834.  —  C  t?.  Winierftldf 
d.  ev.  K.-ges.     Lpz.  1843,  2  Bde.)  —  Congregational  singing,  as  incor- 
porated by  the  Reformation  in  the  worship  of  the  Church,  was  substan- 
tially a  revival  of  the  Ambrosian  psalmody,  in  a  purified  and  richer 
form.     It  was  distinguished,  at  the  start,  from  the  Gy^gorian  style,  by 
being  national  and  congregational,  and  not  performed  by  a  choir  of 
priests  (although  the  name  Choralyesang  was  retained,  and  even  be- 
came the  technical  designation  of  the  new  style  of  singing),  —  further 
by  substituting  for  solo  monotonous  singing,  in  uniform  loud  notes  of 
equal  value,  a  copious  rhythm  with  lively  modulations,  —  and,  finally, 
by  the  introduction  of  several  parts  instead  of  the  original  solo  unison. 
On  the  other  hand,  this  choral  music  restored  the  ancient  cantus  firmus, 
by  abolishing  the  secular  keys,  the  counterpointing  and  other  artificial 
ornaments  with  which  music  had  been  garnished  during  the  middle 
ages.     The  cantus  firmus  (or  air)  was  sung  by  the  congregation,  and 
the  singers  in  the  choir  (not  the  organ,  which  was  used  during  the 
Reformation  period  only  to  support  and  accompany  the  choir)  accom- 
panied the  congregation  in  the  several  parts.     The  melody  was  set  to 
what  was  called  tenor^  because  it  led  the  parts.     The  tunes  for  the 
new  hymns  were  obtained  in  part,  by  modifying  the  old  tunes  of 
Latin  hymns  and  sequences,  partly  by  employing  national  religious 
airs  of  the  middle  ages,  especially  such  as  were  preserved  among  the 
Bohemian  brethren,  but  mainly  by  appropriating  without  reserve  the 
rich  treasure  of  song-tunes  in  popular  use — many  hymns  being  them- 
selves parodies  of  secular  songs.     The  few  original  tunes  of  this  period 
were  composed  mostly  by  the  authors  of  the  hymns,  or  at  least  by  lay 
musicians,  and  were  the  utterance  of  the  same  inspiration  which  pro- 
duced the  hymns ;  hence  they  are  rarely  equalled  by  subsequent  more 
artistic  compositions,  in  unction,  spirit,  and  power.     This  is  especially 
true  of  Luther's  melodies.     The  people  were  taught  these  tunes  by 
travelling  musicians,  singing  processions  of  school-boys,  and  city  cor- 
netters.     Those  who  arranged  the  music  differed  from  vocalists  or  the 
authors  of  the  tunes,  and,  as  the  proper  composers,  wrote  out  the  several 
parts  for  public  use,  according  to  the  laws  of  harmony.     Especially 
distinguished  among  these  were  the  two  intimate  friends  of  Luther, 
GfMrge  Rhaw  (cantor  in  Leipsic,  afterwards  a  printer  in  Witton])erg)  and 
Hans  WaUher  (conductor  of  the  elector's  band).    Next  to  these  we  must 
name:   Jjetcis  Senfl,  Martin  Af/ricola^  Sixt.  Dieterich,  John  Kmjelmanny 
Nich.  Hermann^  Hans  Leo  Ilasslery  and  near  the  close  of  the  century, 
the  four  Hamburg  organists,  Jacob  and  Jerome  Prdtorius  (father  and 
ion),  David  SeheidemanUf  and  Joachim  Decker ^  who,  in  1004,  issued  a 
volume   of   eighty-eight  new  and   admirably   harmonized    melodies. 
The  close  of  the  16th  century  was  the  most  flourishing  period  of  evan- 
gelical psalmody.     The  great  composer,  John  Eccart  (during  his  last 
years  organist  in  Berlin,  oh.  1611),  was  most  active  in  impoitant 
56 
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Improvements  in  it.  In  order  to  give  more  prominence  to  the  tune,  it 
was  transferred  from  the  tenor  to  the  treble.  The  other  parts  wer« 
idded  as  simple  chords  to  the  tune,  and  the  organ  (which  had  under- 
gone the  most  important  mechanical  improvements),  with  its  pure,  rich, 
copious  harmony,  was  more  generally  used  to  support  and  accompany 
the  congregational  singing.  The  distinction  between  singers  and  com 
posers,  also,  gradually  disappeared,  the  more  artistic  parts  of  the  sing- 
ing were  more  intimately  conformed  to  that  of  the  congregation,  and 
the  inventive  talent,  which  produced  an  abundance  of  original  tunes, 
with  suitable  chords,  increased  from  year  to  year.  Next  to  Eccart,  the 
most  noted  masters  of  this  new  school  are :  Joachim  v.  Burgk^  the  teacher 
and  friend  of  Eccart,  cantor  in  Miihlhausen  [oh,  1596) ;  Martin  Zcuner ; 
Melch.  Vulpius,  cantor  in  Weimar  (oh.  1616) ;  Michael  Prdtorius,  con- 
ductor of  the  elector's  band  (oh.  1621) ;  Jo?ui  Stohdus,  a  pupil  of  Eccart, 
leader  of  a  band  in  Konigsberg,  who  chiefly  sang  tunes  to  the  hymns 
of  the  Konigsberg  poets  Thilo,  Weissel,  and  Dach ;  and,  finally,  those 
who  led  in  the  tunes  of  their  own  hymns,  Nich.  Selnecker  and  Philip 
Nicolai.     (Cf.  J  39,  4.) 

5.  Theoloyy.  (Cf.  G.  W.  Meyer,  Gesch.  d.  Schrifterkl.  Bd.  II.  Gottg. 
1803,  and  Fr.  Stdudlin,  Gesch.  d.  theol.  Wisch.  Gottg.  1810,  2  Bde.— 
W,  Gassy  Gesch.  d.  prot.  Dogm.  Bd.  I.  Berl.  1854.) — As  the  Reforma- 
tion proceeded  from  the  Word  of  God,  and  was  based  on  it  alone,  that 
Word  claimed  the  chief  and  diligent  study  of  its  theology.  John  Forster 
[oh.  1556)  and  John  Acenarius  (oh.  1576),  both  of  Wittenberg,  published 
Hebrew  lexicons,  the  result  of  original  investigations  (not  borrowed 
from  the  Rabbins),  and  Matthew  Flacius,  in  his  Clavis  Scripturaj  saorne, 
furnished  a  most  valuable  aid,  for  that  period,  in  the  study  of  the  Bible. 
The  first  part  contains  an  explanation  of  Scripture  terms  and  phrases 
in  alphabetical  order ;  the  second  an  excellent  outline  of  hermeneutics. 
There  were  numerous  exegctical  works ;  among  these  Luther^s  are  un- 
surpassed, and,  in  their  kind,  unsurpassa])le.  Next  to  him  the  most 
prominent  Lutheran  exegctes  of  that  period  arc,  for  the  New  Testament, 
Mehinchthoiif  Victor  Sfriyel  (llypomn.  in  omnes  LI.  N.  T.),  Flaciui 
(Glossa  compendiaria  in  N.  T.),  Joachim  Camerarivs  (Notationes  in 
N.  T.),  Martin  Chemnitz  (Ilarmonia  IV.  Evangir.,  subsequently  con 
tinued  by  Polyc.  Jjcyser,  and  completed  by  John  Gerhard) :  for  the  Old 
Testament,  John  Brenz,  whose  excellent  comniontary  still  possesses 
great  merit.  Of  less  value  are  the  numerous  and  comprehensive  com- 
mentaries on  the  0.  and  N.  T.,  by  David  Chytrdua  in  Rostock.  At  the 
head  of  the  list  of  Lutheran  theologians  stands  Melanchthon  ( Ll>ci_ coin- 
munes,  1521).  (Cf.  Schwarz,  Mel.'s  loci  nach  ihror  weitern  Eutw.,  in 
the  Studd.  u.  Kritt.  1S57,  II.)  Martin  Chemnitz,  in  his  Locis  theol., 
furnished  an  excellent  commentary  upon  it,  which  is  still  regarded  ai 
one  of  the  principal  works  on  theology  in  the  Lutheran  Church ;  and 
his  Exameu  Concilii  Tridentini  (1562)  is  not  only  a  learned,  profound, 
and  thorough  refutation  of  Catholic  doctrines,  but  h  equally  discreet, 
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kind,  and  moderate.  Vict  Strigel  and  Nich,  Selnecker,  also,  wroU 
raluable  text-books  of  theology.  Controversy  was  actively  maintained, 
and  was  often  conducted  with  great  violence.  In  Church  history^  the 
Magdeburg  Centuries  were  produced  by  the  colossal  spirit  of  J^aiih, 
Flacius.  He  had  previously  demonstrated,  by  his  Gatalogus  testium 
veritatis,  that  the  Church  of  Christ  never  lacked  intelligent,  pious,  and 
heroic  defenders  of  the  faith,  to  preserve  unbroken  the  chain  of  histo* 
rical  connection  between  the  primitive  Apostolic  Church,  and  the  evan- 
gelical Church  of  the  IGth  century.     {Cf.  ?  38,  4.) 

6.  National  Literature  of  Germany. — The  Reformation  occurred  in  a 
period  of  the  deepest  decline  of  poetry  and  general  literature  in  Ger- 
many. But  it  awakened  new  creative  energies  in  the  secular  and  reli- 
gions life  of  the  nation.  Luther's  pioneer  example  opened  the  way  for 
the  introduction  of  **  a  new  all-conquering  prose,  as  a  form  of  utterance 
for  a  new  world-consciousness,"  which  impelled  Germans  to  think  and 
teach  in  German.  Especially  did  the  contact  of  spirits  caused  by  re- 
formatory movements  call  satire  into  being,  in  a  blooming,  vigorous, 
and  popular  form  and  degree  unknown  to  German  literature  before, 
and  not  equalled  since.  Countless  fugitive  productions,  of  the  most 
diversified  imagery  and  style,  in  verse  and  prose,  in  Latin  and  German, 
written  by  Catholics  and  Protestants  (those  of  the  latter  being  vastly 
more  rich,  vigorous,  and  witty),  assailed  or  vindicated  the  Reformation, 
with  satire,  ridicule,  and  contempt.  (Cf.  0.  Schade,  Satyren  u.  Pasquille 
ausd.  Keformationszeit.  Bd.  I.  II.  Hannover,  1856,  etc.)  Most  promi- 
nent among  these  well-nigh  countless,  and  for  the  most  part  anonymous 
satirical  writers  of  the  16th  century,  are  the  Catholic  Thos,  Mumer 
({  5,  2),  the  Reformed  Nich.  Manuel  (J  10,  4),  and  the  Lutheran  John 
FiscHART,  who  far  excels  the  other  two,  and  is  unquestionably  the 
greatest  satirist  Germany  ever  produced.  Like  Seb.  Brant  and  Mumer, 
he  was  a  native  of  Strassburg,  for  some  time  was  advocate  at  the  im- 
perial chamber,  and  died  in  1589.  His  satiric  vein  first  opened  with 
Church  matters:  ** Der  Nachtrabe  und  die  NebelkrUhe"  (against  one 
J.  Rabe,  who  turned  Catholic);  "Dor  Barfdsser  Secten-und  Kutten- 
streit,"  and  **Von  St.  Dominici  und  St.  Francisci  artlichem  Lcben" 
(a  satire  upon  the  Franciscans  and  Dominicans) ;  **  Biencnkorbdesj. 
tpmischen  Immenschwarms "  (the  best  known  of  his  productions); 
"lias  vierliornige  JesuHenhlitlein"  (in  verse,  the  most  biting,  witty, 
and  striking  satire,  ever  written  against  the  Jesuit).  He  next  took  hold 
of  secular  subjects:  "Aller  Praktik  Grossmutter ; "  " Gargantua  oder 
affentheuerliche,  naupengeheuerliche  Geschichsklitterung ; "  "  Floh- 
hatz,  Weibertratz,"  etc.  His  Bee-hive  may  be  regarded  as  an  offset  to 
Murner's  Lutheran  fools,  in  spirit,  wit,  and  cheerful,  merry  ridicule, 
with  a  consciousness  of  triumph,  but  far  surpasses  that  rough  produo- 
ti'^n,  dealing  such  passionate  blows  as  to  endanger  itself.  (Cf.  Vofmar, 
u  Ersch  and  Gruber's  Encycl.  I.  Bd.  61.)  —  Among  the  secular  poets 
if  this  ceAtiupy,  Hant  Sac?is  {ob.  1576)>  a  Nuremberg  cobbler,  holds  the 
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first  place.  lie  was  a  genuine  type  of  a  Lutheran  citizen,  and  altfaougk 
OS  a  minstrel  scarcely  of  more  repute  than  his  associates  in  poetic  jovial 
tales,  legends,  and  stories,  he  excelled  by  waggish  simplicity,  honest 
cordiality,  freshness,  vivacity,  and  rapid  delineation.  He  produced  208 
comedies  and  tragedies,  1700  humorous  pieces,  and  4200  songs.  As 
early  as  1523,  he  gave  the  Reformation  a  joyful  greeting  in  his  poem: 
"  Die  Wittenbergisch  NachtifflU  ; "  and  did  much  to  secure  a  welcome 
for  it  among  his  fellow-citizens. 

For  3fi8sions  among  the  Heathen  little  was  done  during  this  period, 
and  for  obvious  reasons.  First  of  all,  the  Lutheran  Church  was  too 
much  occupied  with  internal  matters.  It  had  neither  the  same  call  to 
engage  in  the  work,  by  which  the  Catholic  Church  was  led  to  lay  hold 
of  it  through  the  political  and  commercial  relations  of  its  countries  with 
distant  pagan  lands,  nor  those  means  of  doing  so,  which  the  monastic 
orders  afforded,  etc.  And  yet  we  meet  with  beginnings  of  a  Lutheran 
mission  even  in  this  period ;  for  Gusiavus  Va-aa  of  Sweden  established 
one  (1559)  among  the  neglected  Laplanders.     (Cf.  J  39,  6.) 


{23.  INTERNAL  CHARACTER  OF  THE  REFORMED 

CHURCH. 

Cf.  .V.  Gobd  u.  Jul.  Wiggers  11.  cc.  J  20.—/.  P.  Txinge,  die  Eigenthlk. 
d.  ref.  K.  Zurich.  1841.  —  K.  li,  Hagenhach^  d.  ref.  K.  in  Bczieh.  auf 
Verf.  u.  Cult.  Schaf  h.  1842.  —  A'.  Ullmann,  zur  Charaktrst.  d.  ref.  K., 
in  the  Studd.  u.  Kritt.  1843.  III. 

As  the  birth-place  of  the  Reformed  Church  was  free  Switzerland, 
its  constitution  bears,  to  some  extent,  the  imj)ress  of  a  democratic 
character;  and  as  it  strove  to  imitate  the  theocratic  constitution 
of  the  Old  Testament,  it  felt  justified  in  claiming  for  the  Church 
a  decided  voice  in  purely  political  matters.  Instead  of  the  Lu- 
theran ej)isc()pacy  under  tlie  chief  civil  magistrate  (as  siimraus 
episcopus),  it  adopted  a  presbyterial  constitution,  with  its  eman- 
cipation of  individual  congregations  from  the  idea  of  a  united 
Cinircli.  Tlie  firm  consolidation  of  all  the  Lutheran  State  Churches 
under  one  confession,  is  lacking  in  the  Reformed  Church  ;  for 
the  Church  of  each  country  adopted  its  own  confession.  The 
ministers  of  the  Church  are  only  preachers,  even  the  name  pastor 
was  avoided.  Presbyteries  exercised  a  more  rigid  external  dis- 
cipline. Civil  and  domestic  life  assumed  a  strictly  legal,  often  a 
gloomy  rigorous  character  (especially  in  the  Scotch  Church  and 
among  the  English  Puritans)  ;  but,  along  with  this,  developed  a 
wonderful  degree  of  moral  energy,  which,  however,  too  often 
ran  into  extremes,  and  an  unjustifiable  application  of  Old  Tea- 
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tament  principles  and  examples.  In  regard  to  its  cultus,  the 
Reformed  Church  exhibits  the  extreme  reverse  of  that  of  the 
Catholic  Church,  with  its  abundant  sensuous  ceivmonies.  Zwingli 
wished  to  abolish  the  ringing  of  bells  [durivg  thunder'Stomm, 
etc.yfor  Huperstiiious  purposes — Tr.]  ;  organ-playing,  and  sing- 
ing in  Churches  [by  priests,  as  was  then  the  exclusive  custom, 
in  the  Romish  Church  —  Tr.],  and  he  approved  of  the  removal 
of  altars  [as  used  for  crucifixes,  etc.,  and  for  the  sacrifice  of 
the  mass  —  Tr.],  and  the  destruction  of  images.  The  more 
prudent  Calvinists,  even,  would  not  tolerate  altars  [as  used  by 
Romanists  —  Tr.];  crucifixes,  images,  candles,  etc.,  in  the 
Churches,  because  they  were  thought  absolutely  incompatible 
with  the  prohibitions  of  the  decalogue.  The  Churches  were 
converted  into  naked  prayer-halls  and  auditories,  altars  into 
simple  communion-tables  ;  kneeling  was  discarded  as  an  outward 
ceremony,  in  the  Lord's  Supper  (at  which  the  symbolical  element 
predominated,  if  it  was  not  the  only  one)  ;  the  breaking  of  bread 
was  introduced  as  essential,  private  confession  was  rejected,  the 
baptism  of  dying  persons  prohibited,  and  the  liturgy  changed 
into  simple  spoken  (not  sung)  prayers.  In  France,  however, 
the  singing  of  Psalms  was  introduced,  and  their  use  spread  from 
France  to  other  countries ;  there  were  no  j)roper  hymns.  The 
number  of  festivals  was  reduced  as  much  as  possible,  and  only 
the  principal  Christian  festivals  were  tolerated.  On  the  other 
hand,  Sunday  was  observed  with  well-nigh  Old  Testament  strict- 
ness. In  regard  to  the  exceptions  to  all  this,  in  the  theory  and 
practice  of  the  Anglican  Church,  cf.  §  19,  4. 

1.  The  adoption  of  psalmody  into  the  worship  of  the  Reformed  Church 
was  effected  es[)ecially  by  the  efforts  of  John  Zwick  (a  clergyman  in 
Constance,  ob.  1542).  In  153G,  he  published  a  small  hymn-book,  with 
versions  of  some  Psalms,  adapted  to  Lutheran  tunes.  At  Calvin's  re- 
quest, Clement  Marot  prepared  versions  of  most  of  the  Psalms,  in  the 
measure  of  popular  French  8onf!;s  and  tunes.  Th.  Jieza  completed 
them,  and  Calvin  introduced  this  French  Psalter  into  the  Genevan 
Churches  (1555).  In  1502,  Claude  Goudimel  pul)Ii8hed  10  of  these 
Psalms,  with  music  for  four  parts.  (He  was  murdered  in  Lyons  (1572), 
in  connection  with  the  St.  Bartholomew's  massacre.)  Ambrose  Lob' 
wasseVf  Prof,  of  Jurisprudence  in  Konigsberg,  in  imitation  of  Marot, 
prepared  the  Psalter  in  German  (1573).  Notwithstanding  its  total  lack 
of  poetic  merit,  this  Psalter  was,  for  a  long  time,  exclusively  used  in 
the  German  churches.  The  few,  and  for  the  most  part,  unimportant 
aothort)  of  hymns  (the  chief  of  whom  were  Zwick  and  Ambr,  Blaurer-^ 
56* 
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who  subsequently  embraced  Zwinglianism),  failed  to  have  them  adopted 
in  the  churches.  The  Reformed  Church  continued  to  denounce  the  UM 
of  organs.     (Cf  {  41,  1.) 

2.  Theological  Studies  flourished  in  the  Reformed  Church,  also,  espe- 
-jially  in  Basel  and  Geiteva,  in  the  French  Church  at  the  theol.  semina- 
ries in  Montauhany  Sedan^  and  MontpeJlier.  Biblical  studies  were  pro- 
secuted with  special  interest.  Sebastian  Miinsier,  then  at  Heidelberg, 
afterwards  at  Basel,  published  a  Hebrew  lexicon  as  early  as  1523. 
Zurich  theologians  (I^o  Juda^  etc.),  published  Luther's  translation  of 
the  Bible,  in  the  Swiss  dialect,  revised,  however,  according  to  thd 
original  text.  At  the  suggestion  of  the  Waldenses,  Robert  Olivetanu$ 
undertook  the  difficult  task  of  a  translation  of  the  Holy  Scriptures 
into  the  French  language,  and  with  the  assistance  of  eminent  co- 
workers completed  it  in  less  than  ten  years  (1535).  Tk^  Beza  published 
improved  recensipn  of  the  New  Testament  text,  with  a  new  Latin 
version.  Seb,  MUnster  edited  the  Old  Testament  text,  with  an  inde- 
pendent Latin  version.  Leo  Jiida^  in  Zurich,  an  able  linguist,  also 
undertook  one.  Seb.  Castellio,  in  Geneva,  devoted  himself  to  a  trans- 
lation of  the  Prophets  and  Apostles'  writings  in  elegant  Ciceronian 
Latin.  The  ablest  was  the  Latin  version  of  the  Old  Testament,  made 
by  Imanud  Tremellius  of  Heidelberg,  and  his  son-in-law  Francis 
Junius.  The  number  of  commentators,  also,  was  large.  Besides  Col- 
viHf  who  excelled  all  the  rest  ({  18,  5),  distinguished  exegetical  con- 
tributions were  furnished  by  Zwingli  [Annot.  in  Qen.,  Exod.,  Isaiam, 
Jerem.,  Evangg.  In  hist.  Dom.  pass.,  Rom.,  Corinth.,  Philip.,  Colos., 
Thessal.,  Jac,  Hebr.  1  Joann. —  Tr.],  (Ecolampadius  [Conciones  XXL 
in  Ep.  Joh.  L,  1524;  Comment,  in  Proph.  Es.,  11.  V.,  Annot.  in  Ep. 
ad  Rom.,  1525. —  Tr.],  Conr.  Pellicanus  [of  Zurich,  Comm.  on  the  0. 
T.,  in  which  special  use  was  made  of  the  Rabbins,  on  Paul's  Epp.,  and 
the  Cath.  Epp.— Tr.],  Th.  Beza  (Annot.  on  the  N.  T.,  1527.— Tr.], 
Francis  Junius  [prof,  of  theol.  in  Leyden.  Praelect.  in  tria  prima  cap. 
Gen.;  Exposit.  Dan.;  Analys.  Apocal. —  Tr.],  John  Afercerus,  and  the 
Frenchman  Marlaratus. —  As  a  theologian,  also,  Calvin  indisputably 
occupied  the  first  place  in  the  Reformed  Church.  In  speculative 
power,  and  a  masterly  use  of  his  material,  he  excelled  all  his  cotem- 
poraries.  Andrew  Ilyperius,  of  Marburg,  held  an  honorable  position 
as  a  theologian,  in  the  Reformed  Church  of  Germany.  But  little  was 
done,  during  this  period,  in  ecclesiastical  history,  by  Reformed  theo- 
logians. Th.  Beza,  however,  wrote  an  excellent  history  of  the  French 
Church.     Cf.  I  40,  4. 

3.  The  Genevan  Church  engaged  in  a  Missionary  enterprise  as  early 
as  1557.  A  French  adventurer,  Villegagnony  submitted  a  plan  to  Ad- 
miral Coligny  for  the  colonization  of  persecuted  Huguenots  in  Brazil, 
who  should  found  a  mission  among  the  native  heathen.     Sustained  by 
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ColigDj,  he  sailed  in  1555  with  a  number  of  Huguenot  mechanics,  and 
established  Fort  Coliguy  near  Rio  de  Janeiro.  At  his  request  Calvin 
sent  out  two  Genevan  clergymen  (1557).  The  intolerable  tyranny  exer- 
cised by  Villegagnon  over  the  defenceless  colonists,  their  failure  to  effect 
anything  amongst  the  natives,  together  with  their  destitution  and  va- 
rious sufferings,  compelled  them  to  return  in  1558,  on  a  very  frail  vessel. 
It  could  not  hold  all,  and  many  of  those  admitted  perished  of  hunger 
on  the  voyage.     (Cf.  J  41,  2.) 

J  24.    CALVINISING  OF  GERMAN  LUTHERAN   STATE 

CHURCHES. 

The  crypto-Calvinistic  controversies  were  conducted  with  so 
much  violence,  that  they  frustrated  the  scheme  of  the  Philippists 
to  effect  an  imperceptible  transition  of  the  entire  Lutheran  Church 
to  Calvinism  (§  21,  1) ;  but  they  could  not  prevent  several  na- 
tional Lutheran  Churches  in  Germany  from  adopting,  or  being 
compelled  to  adopt,  the  Reformed  Confession.  The  Palatinate 
was  the  first  to  pass  over ;  its  example  was  soon  followed  by 
Bremen,  Anhalt,  and,  at  the  commencement  of  the  following 
century,  Hesse  -  Casself  Lippe^  Viudi  Electoral  Brandenburg, — 
(Cf.  §  34,  1-3.) 

1.  The  Palatinate  (1560).  (Cf.  D.  Seisen,  Gesch.  d.  Rcf.  in  Hcidelb. 
Heidelb.  1846.— F.  Blaul,  d.  Ref.  Werk  in  d.  Pfalz.  Speier,  1846.)— 
Tilemann  Hesshus,  a  violent  a<.lvocate  of  pure  Lutheranism,  had  been 
driven  from  Goalar  and  from  Rostock,  as  a  disturber  of  the  poace.  At 
Melanchthon's  recommendation,  the  Elector  Otho  Uennj  of  the  Palatinate 
appointed  him  professor  and  general  superintendent  at  Heidelberg 
(1558).  There  he  soon  disputed  with  his  deacon,  William  Klebitz, 
During  a  brief  absence  of  Ilesshua,  Klebitz,  by  vindicating  Calvinistic 
views  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  secured  his  own  promotion  as  bacealaureus. 
Hesshus  disciplined  and  suspended  him.  But  Klebitz  would  not  leave. 
The  violence  of  both  exceeded  all  bounds ;  they  even  seized  each  other 
by  the  hair  at  the  altar.  The  new  elector,  Frederick  III.,  drove  off 
both  (1559),  obtained  Mclanchthon's  opinion  on  the  subject,  and  joined 
the  Reformed  Church  (1560).  He  then  appointed  Calvinistic  teachers 
throughout  his  country,  and  directed  two  Heidelberg  professors,  ^- 
eharias  Ursinus  and  Caspar  Olevianus  to  prepare  the  Ileidelberf/  Cate- 
ckism,  i'or  tte  use  of  Ihe  schools  ot  the  Palatinate.  (In  popular  simpli- 
city, power,  and  depth,  it  is  far  inferior  to  Luther's  smaller  catechism  ; 
but  in  other  respects  it  is  distinguished  by  its  method  of  instruction, 
theological  skill.  Christian  fervor,  and  conciliatory  mildness,  and  richly 
merits  the  favor  with  which  it  has  ever  been  received,  not  only  by  the 
Reformed  of  Germany,  but  of  other  countries.     It  avoids  Calvin's  doo 
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trinp  of  [iredestination,  and  makes  the  nearest  possible  approach  to  the 
Lutheran  dogma  concerning;  the  Lord's  Supper.  The  Catholic  mass  it 
denounces  as  an  accursed  idolatry.)  [Cf.  Sudhoff,  Olevianus  u.  Ursinus. 
Elberf.  1857. —  Van  Aipen,  Gesch.  etc.,  d.  Ileid.  Cat.  The  highest  com- 
mendation of  the  Heidelberg  Catechism,  as  a  systematic  exhibition  of 
evangelical  doctrines,  is  found  in  the  fact  that  it  was  at  once  cordially 
welcomed  by  all  but  Romanists  and  extreme  Lutherans ;  that  it  was 
speedily  translated  into  many  different  languages ;  and  that  it  is,  vir^ 
tually,  the  doctrinal  platform  occupied  at  the  present  day,  by  the  largest 
portion  of  the  Protestant  Church,  especially  in  regard  to  its  moderate 
Calvinistic  and  sacramental  doctrines.  —  Tr.]  The  government  of 
Lewis  VI.  (157G-83),  a  zealous  friend  of  the  Form.  Concord.,  was  of 
too  short  duration  fully  to  check  the  transition  of  the  Palatinate  to 
Calvinism.  The  Elector  John  Casimir^  whilst  exercising  the  regency, 
banished  all  the  Lutheran  preachers,  and  had  his  ward,  Frederick  IV., 
educated  in  the  strictest  Calvinism. 

2.  Bremen  (1562).  (Cf.  //.  W,  Roiermundy  Gesch.  d.  Domkirche 
zu  Bremen.  Brem.,  1829.) — In  Bremen,  Albert  Bizaus  v,  Hardenbcrg, 
cathedral  preacher,  publicly  assailed  the  10th  art.  of  the  Augsb.  Conf., 
and  became  involved  in  a  controversy  respecting  it  with  his  colleague, 
John  Timann,  All  the  clergy  sustained  Timann,  but  Ilardenberg  was 
powerfully  supported  by  the  burgomaster.  Buren^  and  ho  was  favored 
by  an  opinion  of  Melanchthon  (1557),  counselling  them  to  hush  up  the 
matter.  As  he  also  refused  to  take  oath  in  support  of  the  Augsb.  Conf., 
the  disturbance  daily  increased.  Timann  died  in  1550.  Hesshxis^  who 
had  been  driven  from  Heidelberg,  was  called  U)  take  his  place.  He  at 
once  put  Ilardenberg  under  the  ban,  and  accused  him  before  the  League 
of  the  cities  of  lower  Saxony.  It  held  a  martini  diet  at  Brunswick 
(1501)  which  deposed  Ilardenberg,  yet  without  depriving  him  of  his 
office.  He  went  to  Oldenberg,  and  became  preacher  at  Kinden,  where 
he  died  in  1574.  Ilosshus,  also,  soon  left  Bremen  ;  and  after  having 
been  expelled  from  eight  other  posts,  as  an  agitator,  became  prof,  in 
IlehnstUdt,  where  he  died  in  1588.  His  successor  at  Bremen,  Simon 
Musacu.Hy  no  less  violent  than  himself,  insisted  upon  the  banishment 
of  all  Ilurdenberg's  adherents,  and  the  council  had  actually  consented 
to  this,  when  affairs  took  a  sudden  change.  In  spite  of  all  opposition, 
Biiren  was  chosen  chief  burgomaster  in  1562.  Musaeus  and  13  other 
preachers  were  driven  off,  and  even  the  Lutheran  members  of  the 
council  had  to  leave  the  city.  Foreign  mediation  effected  a  compromise, 
however,  in  1568,  by  which  those  who  had  been  expelled  were  allowed 
to  return  to  the  citv,  but  not  to  resume  their  offices.  All  the  churches 
of  Bremen,  ths  cathedral  excepted,  remained  Reformed. 

3.  Anhalt  (1597).  (Cf.  G.  Schuhring,  Gesch.  d.  Einfilhr.  d.  ref.  Conf. 
•n  Anh.  Lpz.  1848.] — After  the  death  of  Prince  Joachim  Ernest,  his 
sons  founded  four  Anhalt  lines  (Dessau,  Bernburg,  Kothen,  Zerbst). 
John  George   founder  of  the  house  of  Anhalt-Dessau,  reigned  for  hii 
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minor  brothers  from  1587-1603.  Subscription  to  the  Form  of  Concord 
had  been  previously  declined,  and  in  1589  Calvinism  began  to  be  in 
troduced  into  the  country,  by  the  abrogation  of  exorcism.  This  was 
followed  by  substituting  a  Reformed  for  the  old  Lutheran  directory.  Not 
long  aftervrards,  Luther's  catechism  was  also  laid  aside,  and  in  1597  a 
copy  of  28  Calvinistic  articles  was  laid  before  the  clergy,  which  they 
were  required  to  subscribe  on  pain  of  banishment.  The  prime  movers 
in  this  were  Caspar  Patcer  (J  21,  7),  who  had  been  expelled  from  Wit- 
tenberg, and  Wolff/.  Amiing,  the  superintendent  at  Zerbst.  In  1644, 
Anhalt-Zerbst  was  restored  to  the  old  confession  by  Prince  Johrif  who 
had  been  reared  by  his  mother  in  the  Lutheran  faith. 


II.   THE  DEF0R3IATI0N. 

i  25.  CHARACTER  OF  THE  DEFORMATION. 

Cf.  JI.  W.  Erbkam,  Gesch.  d.  protestant,  Secten  in  Zeitalt.  d.  Ref. 
Hamb.,  1848. 

That  fanatics  and  ultraists  of  various  jrrades  would  endeavor 
to  produce  a  sensation  during  a  period  of  such  agitation  as  cha- 
racterized the  Reformation,  will  be  readily  conceived  ;  but  that 
the  Reformation  itself  is  not  chargeable  with  such  excrescences, 
is  proven  by  the  excluding  opposition  in  which  it  ever  stood  to 
those  deformities.  Both  have,  indeed,  the  same  starting-point, 
opposition  to  the  degenerate  churchism  of  that  period.  But  the 
Reformation  at  once  wholly  renounced  the  Deformation,  and 
often  even  joined  Catholicism  in  efforts  to  suppress  it;  whereas 
the  Deformation  vented  its  bitterest  hatred  upon  the  former. 
The  origin  of  the  Deformation  may  be  traced,  on  the  one  hand, 
to  the  tendency  of  human  nature,  when  once  aroused  to  opposi- 
tion, to  run  into  radicalism,  partly  in  the  form  of  rationalism, 
partly  that  of  mysticism.  If  the  Reformation  recognizes  the 
Bible  as  the  sole  norm  and  rule  of  religious  faith  and  practice; 
and  as  the  judge  of  tradition,  deformatory  rationalism  subjects 
the  Bible  to  the  authority  of  the  reason,  and  regulates  revealed 
truth  by  the  demands  of  logical  thinking.  If  the  former  opposes 
the  deification  of  the  Church,  the  latter  even  disputes  the  divinity 
of  Christ.  On  the  other  hand,  deformatory  3ffjsfieism  carried 
the  evangelical  demand  for  inward  religious  experience  to  the 
extreme  opposite  of  the  externalizing  formalism  of  the  Romish 
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Church,  aud  bj  the  side  of  the  inspiration  of  the  Word  of  God 
Bet  up  an  assumed  illumination  by  the  Holy  Spirit,  as  a  higher 
revelation,  despised  the  sacraments,  and  aimed  at  forming  a  visi- 
ble communion  of  saints.  The  denial  of  the  doctrine  of  the 
Trinity  became  the  shibboleth  of  the  former  (Anti- Triniiarians, 
Unitarians),  the  rejection  of  infant  baptism,  that  of  the  latter 
(Anahaptids).  It  cannot  seem  surprising,  however,  that  both 
tend»Micies  often  commingled,  since  the  so-called  inner  light  is, 
after  ull,  nothing  else  than  a  fanatical  excited  reason.  As  a 
third  deformatory  tendency,  the  HberaliHi,  revolutionary,  and 
antinomian  movements  of  this  period  might  be  named,  the  com- 
mon character  of  wliich  consists  in  the  transfer  of  the  Reforma- 
tory demand  for  the  freedom  of  the  Christian  from  the  spiritual 
thraldom  of  the  hierarchy,  to  political,  civil,  social,  and  moral 
spheres.  But  these  movements  partly  lacked  independency,  be- 
ing merely  offshoots  of  some  other  tendency,  or  they  were  so 
speedily  suppressed,  that  they  were  but  of  temporary  import- 
ance, and  have  already  been  noticed.    (Cf.  §  4,  2,  5 ;  §  18,  3.) 

As  to  the  way  in  which  Protestantism  should  dispose  of  heretics, 
mediaeval  principles  still  so  far  prevailed,  that  a  Calvin  could  urge  the 
burning  of  a  man  who  denied  the  Trinity,  and  even  the  mild  Melanch- 
thon  approve  of  his  execution  (J  28,  2).  [Sercetns  perished  at  the  stake, 
not  for  denying  the  Trinity,  but  for  the  scandalous  blasphemies  he 
uttered  apjainst  the  Godhead  in  this  form,  and  for  political  machina- 
tions. See  Henri/ 8  Life  of  Calvin,  and  Calvin  and  Scrretus,  mainly 
from  the  French  of  M.  A.  lUUief,  by  W.  K.  Twcedic,  Edinb.  1848.— Tr.] 
But  in  both  theory  and  practice  the  view  prevailed  that  heretics  should 
not  be  forced,  or  punished  with  death,  th'^.'srh  they  might  be  impri- 
soned to  bring  them  to  reflection,  or  prv.v^i  .  their  doing  harm,  or  be 
banished. 

i  26.  MYSTICISM. 

Cf.  M.  Carn'^re,  d.  philosoph.  AVeltanschauung  d.  Reformationazeit, 
Stuttpr.  1847. 

Beside  the  truly  evangelical  and  churchly  mysticism,  which,  as 
a  sincere  apprehension  of  the  Christian  life,  Luther  ever  highly 
esteemed,  and  which  the  Lutheran  Church  never  wholly  excluded, 
an  unevangelical  and  unchurchly  mysticism  early  manifested 
itself  in  various  forms.  To  the  intoxicated  fanaticism,  and 
tumultuous  revolutionary  agitations  of  the  Anabaptists  (§  27), 
8chwenk/eld^8  mysticism  presents  a  favorable  contrast,  distin- 
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gaished  by  its  theological  moderation,  and  quiet  efforts  to  extend 
its  influence.  Agrippa  and  Paracelsus  advocated  a  mysticism 
constructed  upon  a  basis  of  natura*  philosophy,  and  their  phan- 
tasies were  adopted  by  Val.  Weigel  in  his  theosophy.  Seb.  Frank 
derived  nourishment  for  his  pantheistic  mysticism  from  the  writ- 
ings of  Eccart  and  Tauler.  Jordanus  Bruno  was  rewarded  with 
the  stake  for  his  fanatical  bacchanalian  mysticism,  supported  by 
the  boldest  pantheism  ;  whilst  the  Familiats  were  united  toge- 
ther as  members  of  a  family,  in  the  service  of  a  deified  love.  — 
(Cf.  §  36,  1  ;  39,  2.) 

1.  Among  the  mystics  of  the  age  of  the  Reformation  who  were  hos- 
tile to  the  Church,  Caspar  Schwenkfeld  of  Ossigk,  in  SUfiajju  was 
distinguished  for  his  sincere  piety.  At  first  he  ardently  eni])raced  the 
Wittenberg  Reformation ;  in  its  progress,  however,  it  wholly  failed  to 
satisfy  his  spirit,  which  was  exclusively  bent  upon  an  inward  mystical 
Christianity.  In  1525  he  personally  met  Luther  in  Wittenberg.  The 
friendly  relation  there  maintained  between  them,  notwithstanding 
fundamental  differences  in  the  tendency  of  their  views,  soon  yielded 
to  open  opposition  on  Schwenkfeld's  part.  In  his  dissatisfaction  with 
the  Wittenberg  Reformers,  he  even  declared  that  he  would  rather  join 
the  Papists  than  the  Lutherans.  As  early  as  1528,  he  was  banished 
from  his  native  country,  and  commenced  laboring  in  Swabia  and  along 
the  Rhine,  in  the  face  of  constant  opposition,  against  both  the  (lerman 
and  Swiss  Reformation,  seeking  quietly  to  carry  on  a  reformation  ac- 
cording to  his  own  views.  lie  died  in  1501.  leavinji;  behind  a  small 
company  of  adherents.  The  party  has  perpetuated  itself  to  the  ]>resent 
day.  [A  colony  settled  in  Pennsylvania,  N.  A.,  in  1734.  They  have  5 
churches  and  about  800  members.  —  Tr.]  Srhtrenl'felrl^s  main  dislike 
of  the  LuthCTan  Reformation  was  its  scriptural  churchly  objectiveness. 
He  called  Luther's  insistin*;  upon  the  unconditional  authority  of  the 
Word  of  God  a  bondage  to  the  letter,  and  exalted  the  inner  word  of  the 
Spirit  above  the  written  Word  of  the  Scriptures.  Tie  was  wholly  op- 
posed to  all  outward  church  forms.  lie  confounded  justification  with 
sanctification,  similarly  with  Osiander,  and  declared  it  to  be  an  incar- 
oation  of  Christ  in  the  believer.  Resides,  he  taupht  (Eutichianistically) 
that  Christ  was  born  of  God  even  according  to  the  flesh,  and  that  his 
human  nature  was  absorbed  by  the  divine.  He  disapproved  of  infant 
baptism,  and  affirmed  that  a  regenerated  person  mipht  live  without 
gin.  In  the  Lord's  Supper  he  made  everythinj:^  rest  upon  the  inner 
operation  of  the  spirit;  the  bread  was  merely  a  symbol  of  Christ  as  the 
food  of  the  soul  (he  considered  rovto  the  predicate:  My  body  is  this, 
BC.  the  bread  of  life).  His  "Christlich  orthodoxischen  Btlcher  u, 
Schriften,"  were  published  in  4  vols.  (1564),  by  JJarts  Ossf(/k. 

2   Agrippa  of  Neiieslieim  (ob.  1535),  a  man  of  extensive  learning 
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^lid  an  ostentatious  dealer  in  mysteries,  led  a  most  unsettled,  adveii 
turou8  life,  was  a  politician  and  a  soldier,  taught  medicine,  theology^ 
and  law,  with  cutting  satires  fla^^ellated  the  monks,  who  persecuted 
him  as  a  heretic,  and  developed  his  magniloquent  wisdom  in  his  de 
occuUa  philosophia.  Of  the  same  cast  was  the  learned  Swiss  physician 
Theophra^luit  Bombasius  Paracelsus  ah  HohenJieim  [oh.  1541),  a  man 
as  genial  and  profound  as  he  was  fantastic  and  conceited,  a  man  who 
solved  all  the  mysteries  of  the  Godhead,  as  well  as  of  things  natural 
and  supornatural,  and  who  affirmed  that  he  had  found  the  philosopher's 
stone.  (Of.  H.  A.  IWii,  d.  Theul.  des  Th.  Parac.  Berl.  1830.)  They  both 
remained  in  the  Catholic  Churnh.  Valentine  Weigel  was  a  Lutheran 
preacher  in  Saxony,  universally  esteemed  for  his  piety  and  edifying 
labors  (oh.  1588).  His  mystic  theosophy,  which  led  him  to  reject  all 
external  Church  forms,  and  to  regard  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  aa 
merely  an  allegorical  veil  of  deeper  knowledge,  first  became  fully 
known  by  the  publication  of  his  works  after  his  death.  lie  had  many 
admirers  among  **  the  quiet  in  the  land"  until  the  present  century. 

3.  Sehaatian  Frank  at  first  devoted  himself  zealously  to  the  cause  of 
the  Reformation,  but  afterwards  opposed  it,  denounced  and  ridiculed 
all  the  theological  views  of  his  times,  took  refuge  in  a  pantheistic, 
dualistic  mysticism,  demanded  unlimited  religious  liberty,  defended 
the  Anabaptists  against  the  intolerance  of  theologians,  and  died  in 
Ulm  (1543),  at  enmity  with  all  the  world.  lie  deserves  great  praise, 
however,  as  the  author  of  the  first  history  of  the  world  in  the  German 
language.  (Cf.  H.  BifchoJ]  Seb.  Fr.  u.d.  deutsche  Geschichtschreibung. 
Tubg.  1857.)  —  Giordano  Bruno,  a  Dominican  of  Nola  near  Naples, 
was  a  man  of  much  more  vigorous  mind.  Ilis  ridicule  of  the  mcrnks 
ami  of  ecclesiastical  doctrines  compelled  him  to  flee  to  Geneva.  Sub- 
sequently he  lived  and  taught  in  London,  Paris,  AVittenberg,  and 
Ilelmstadt,  then  returned  to  Italy,  and  was  burned  at  Rome  in  1600. 
He  never  left  the  Catholic  Church. 

4.  The  Familisis  (familia  charitatis)  were  a  mystic  sect  founded  ir 
England  under  FlizaJ>cf7i\~l}y  Jtcurn  Nicolai  of  Monster,  who  w»s 
previously  associated  with  David  J  oris  (^  27,  1) ;  the  queen  instituted 
an  investigiUion  against  them  (1580).  They  difiered  from  the  Anabap- 
tists by  indifferently  allowing  infant  baptism.  Nicolai  professed  to  be 
an  apostle  of  love,  by  and  through  which  the  mystical  deification  of 
man  was  to  ])e  effected.  Alth«)ugh  an  illiterate  man,  he  wrote  several 
works,  and  in  one  of  them  claimed  to  be  "  deified  with  God  in  the  spirit 
of  his  love."  His  adherents  were  accused  of  mystical  licentiousness, 
and  he  was  said  to  teach  that  Christ  was  only  a  divine  "condition," 
which  was  communicated  to  all  the  pious.  In  a  confession  of  faith  and 
m  apology  (1575),  however,  they  acknowledge  the  three  oecumenical 
symbols,  and  sought  to  prove  their  affinity  to  the  evangelical  Church. 
Ja)nes  I.  still  speaks  of  the  infamis  Anabaptistarum  secta,  quj©  familia 
4m oris  vocatur.     After  that  they  disappear. 
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J  27.  ANABAPTISM. 

Cf.  /.  A,  Starkt  Gesch.  d.  Taufe  u.  d.  Taufgesinnten.     Lps.  1789.^ 
/. Hcui,  1.  c.  (J  24, 1) ;  Erbkam,  1. c.  ({  25).  /.  M.  Cramp,  Bap.  Hist.  Phila. 

The  Anabaptist  movement,  the  operations  of  which,  so  far  as 
they  immediately  entered  into  the  history  of  the  Reformation, 
were  meniioned  in  §  4,  1,  3,  4.  5 ;  §  10,  5 ;  §  13,  16,  everywhere 
followed  upon  its  heels,  in  Germany,  Switzerland,  the  Nether- 
lands, England,  Sweden,  Denmark,  Livonia,  etc.  In  spite  of 
numerous  defeats,  it  pushed  itself  most  audaciously  forward, 
when  John  of  Leyden  established  his  splendid  kingdom  in 
Miinster,  and  sent  out  his  apostles  into  all  the  world,  to  gather 
the  people  of  God  into  the  new  Zion.  But  the  unhappy  issue 
of  this  transient  glory  spoiled  all  its  high  hopes.  Its  scattered 
remnants  were  everywhere  imprisoned,  banished,  or  executed. 
Moreover,  it  was  rent  with  internal  factions.  Two  men,  of  a 
wholly  different  character,  labored  indefatigably,  from  1536,  to 
gather  and  reorganize  these  fragments ;  they  were  David  Juris 
and  Menno  Simons.  The  latter,  by  adopting  prudent  measu"^8 
of  reform,  managed  to  perpetuate  his  party. 

1.  David  Joris,  a  glass-painter  of  Delft,  was  a  fanatic  of  the  worst 
stamp.  With  Anabaptist  revelations,  by  which  he  claimed  t<>  be  th« 
true  Christ  according  to  the  Spirit,  he  combined  sabellian,  anti-trini 
tarian,  and  antinomian  doctrines.  lie  travelled  over  Germany,  disse- 
minating his  views  by  his  writings,  and  orally.  At  last  a  reward  was 
offered  for  his  apprehension.  Assuming  another  name,  he  went  to 
Basel,  and  remained  there  undisturbed  until  his  death  (155G).  AVhen, 
subsequently,  his  true  name  was  discovered,  the  city  authorities  had 
his  body  dug  up  and  burned. 

2.  Menno  Simons,  a  Catholic  priest  in  Wittmarsum,  Ilolstein,  gave 
himself  to  the  diligent  study  of  the  Scriptures,  and  soon  was  troubled 
with  many  doubts  concerning  Catholic  doctrines.  The  martyr-like 
eourage  of  an  Anabaptist  directed  his  attention  to  that  subject,  and  he 
Boon  was  induced  to  believe  in  the  correctness  of  the  views  of  th^ 
Anabaptists.  In  1536  he  resigned  his  priesthood,  and  was  baptized. 
With  indescribable  toils  and  untiring  patience,  he  labored  to  reorganize 
the  sect.  He  drew  up  a  distinct  form  of  doctrine,  related  to  that  of  the 
Reformed  Church,  differing  from  it  only  in  rejecting  infant  baptism, 
and  in  an  unqualified  spiritualization  of  the  idea  of  the  Church  as  a 
communion  of  such  only  as  were  true  saints.  He  also  forbade  military 
and  civil  service,  and  the  oath,  and  in  addition  to  baptism  ftnd  the 
Lord'8  Supper,  introduced  feet- washing  (John  13).     By  means  of  ii 
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rigid  ecclesiastical  discipline,  he  maintained  a  simple  mode  of  living 
and  strict  morality.  The  quiet,  pious  disposition  of  the  Mennoniits^ 
Boon  secured  religious  toleration  for  them  in  Holland ;  afterwards,  also, 
in  German  J  and  England.  Men  no  died  in  15G1.  £ven  during  his  life 
his  sect  in  Holland  divided  into  two  parlies,  thejj?M€jind  the  (jiMirse,  the 
latter  disregarding  Menno's  severe  discipline.     (Cf.  2  42,  I.) 

i  28.  ANTI-TRINITARIANS  AND  UNITARIANS. 

Cf.  F.  Trechsel,  d.  prot.  Antitrin.  vor  Fauat.  &>cin.  Ileidelb.  1839 
44.  2  Bdc— a  Fock,  d.  Socinianism.     Kiel,  1847.  2  Bde. 

The  first  opponents  of  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  were  German 
Anabaptists  [John  Campaiius,  LewU  Hetzer,  and  John  Denck). 
The  Spaniard,  Michael  Servelus,  reduced  his  Unitarianisra  to" 
organic  connection  with  a  complete  pantheistic,  philosophical 
system.  But  Italy  was  the  proper  home  of  the  rationalistic  de- 
nial of  the  doctrine  ;  it  was  the  fruit  of  the  half  pagan  humanism 
which  flourished  there.  Its  advocates,  compelled  to  flee,  took 
refuge  in  Svvitzerhind,  but  being  persecuted  there,  and  banished, 
they  went  to  Poland,  Hungary,  and  Transylvania,  where  princes 
or  nobles  protected  them.  The  several  scattered  Unitarians 
were  furnished  with  a  complete  doctrinal  system  by  the  two 
Sozinni  (uncle  and  nephew),  and  thus,  also,  secured  an  eccle- 
siastical organization. 

1.  Fanatical  Anabaptist  Anti-Trinitarians. — The  most  notable  of 
these  are:  (1.)  John  Dunck,  of  the  Upper  Palatinate.  In  1524,  ho  be- 
came roetnr  in  Nurembor^j;;  after  that  ho  wandered  about  until  (Eco- 
lampadias  gave  him  shelter  in  Rasol,  where  he  died  of  the  plague  in 
1528.  IIo  rojcotod  the  written  Word  and  infant  bastism,  resolved  the 
doctrine  of  the  Trinity  into  a  pantheistic  speculation,  and  tauglit  an 
aponatastasis,  but  recanted  shortly  before  his  death.  (2.)  Lewis  Helzery 
of  Switzerland,  was  a  priest  in  Zurich,  and  at  first  a  zealous  adherent 
and  fellow-laborer  of  Zwingli.  Subsequently  he  was  converted  by 
Denck,  joined  the  Anabaptists,  published  (even  before  Luther)  a  Oer- 
man  translation  of  the  Prophets,  and  by  means  of  hymns  spread  his 
monarchianistio  views,  until  he  was  behoaded  for  polygamy  at  Con- 
stance in  1521).  (Cf.  Kaim,  L.  Iletzor.  In  the  Jahrbb.  fiir  deutsche 
Theol.,  by  Dorner  u.  Liebner,  I.  2.)  (3.)  John  Campaniis  of  JUlich. 
Driven  from  C(dogne,  where  he  studied,  he"went  to  "Wittenberg  (1528), 
accompanied  the  Reformers  to  Marburg,  where  be  endeavored  to  har- 
monize the  disputants  by  interpreting:  This  i«  my  body,  to  mean: 
This  is  a  body  made  by  me^  Returning  to  Wittenberg,  he  began  tc 
cTYCylTiTfe  Ariabi'plist  and  An  an  views,  and  to  vilify  the  Reformers  in 
his  pr3aching  and  writings  ("  Wider  die  game  Welt  nach  den  Apo6- 
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tcln"  "Giittlicher  u.  heiliger  Schrift  Restitution  u.  Besscrung"),  h€ 
was  expelled  from  Saxony  (1532).  Imprisoned  for  preaching  Chiliastic 
sermons,  he  died,  after  twenty  years'  confinement,  in  Cleve,  (1574). 

2,  Michael  Sercetus,  of  Spain,  was  a  man  endowed  with  speculative 
talents,  but  of  restive  mind.  Driven  from  Spain,  he  wandered  about 
through  Franco  and  Switzerland.  Luckily  escaping  the  stake  in 
Vienne  (though  burnt  in  effigy),  he  was  imprisoned  in  Geneva  (1563), 
at  Calvin's  instigation,  and  having  refused  to  recant,  was  burnt  there 
as  a  disturber  of  the  peace  and  a  blasphemer.  [Cf.  J  25,  1. — Tr.]  His 
pantheistic  monarchianism  was  fully  developed  in  his  works:  de  trini- 
tatis  erroribus  LI.  VII.,  and  Dialogorum  de  trinitate  LI.  II.  lie  taught 
that  the  Logos  was  an  emanation  of  the  divine  light,  which  became 
personal  at  the  incarnation.  The  grosser  materials  of  his  body  he 
received  from  his  mother,  the  substance  of  the  divine  light  taking  the 
place  of  the  male  seed.  By  both  he  is  God  o/aoou<jm)j,  for  even  the 
earthly  matter  of  his  body  is  only  a  grosser  form  of  the  primal  light. 
The  Holy  Spirit,  from  which  the  Logos  differed  in  being  a  more  corpo- 
real manifestation  of  God,  was  the  soul  of  Christ.  Servetus  also  denied 
original  sin,  controverted  justification  by  faith,  disapproved  of  infant 
baptism,  advocated  a  spiritualistic  view  of  the  Lord's  Supper,  and 
cherished  Chiliastic  expectations.  (Cf.  L.  Mosheim,  Unparth.  Ketzer- 
gesch.  Bd.  II.  Helmst.  1750.  Trechsel,^\.  c.  Bd.  I.  Heberle,  Servet's 
Trinitatsl.  u.  Christol.,  in  the  Tlibg.  Ztschr.  1840.  II.) 

3.  Italia n  Unitarians  before  Socinus. — The  most  noted  are:  (1.) 
Ctandius  of  Savoy.  In  1584,  in  Berne,  he  contended  that  Christ  should 
be  called  God  only  because  the  fulness  of  the  divine  Spirit  was  com- 
municated to  him.  Driven  thence,  and  soon  afterwards  from  Basel 
also,  he  went  to  Wittenberg,  whore  he  was  likewise  badly  received. 
In  1537  he  recanted  at  a  synod  in  Lausanne.  Then  he  went  to  Augs- 
burg, and  operated  as  a  popular  agitator.  In  1550  ho  still  appeared 
as  a  prophet  in  Memmingen.  After  that,  we  lose  sight  of  him.  (2.) 
Valentine  Gentilis,  of  Calabria,  driven  from  Berne,  went  to  Poland 
(1552).  In  1556,  having  ventured  back  to  Berne,  ho  was  beheaded. 
(3.)  Oeorge  Blandrata,  a  physician  of  Saluzzo,  in  Piedmont,  fled  from 
his  native  country  to  Switzerland,  and  thence  to  Poland.  In  1553  he 
was  appointed  private  physician  to  the  prince,  in  Transylvania.  There 
he  spread  anti-trinitarian  doctrines,  and  was  murdered  (1590)  by  his 
nephew,  whose  avarice  could  not  wait  for  his  death. 

To  the  Italian  infidelity  of  this  period  probably  belongs,  also,  the 
authorship  of  the  book  de  tribvs  impost oribus  (Moses,  Jesus,  Moham- 
med), even  though  the  conception  is  mediaeval  (Vol.  I.,  §  96,  8).  The 
work  is  first  mentioned  in' the  16th  cent.  (Editions  by  Genthe^  Lpz., 
1833;  WelleVy  Lpz.  1846;  Rosenkranz,  d.  Zweifel  am  Glauben,  Kritik 
d  Schrift  de  trib.  impost.  Halle,  1830).  Of  similar  tendency  is  the 
work  of  the  French  jurist  Jean  Bodin  (ob.  1597) :  Heptaplomeres,  a 
lialogue  upon  Religion  between  seven  learned  free-thinkers  of  Yenicei 
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in  which  all  positive  religions  are  set  forth  as  possessing  the  saoM 
merits  and  defects.  Ideal  deism  is  commended,  however,  as  the  true 
religion.  Edidit  L.  Noack,  Schwerin.  1857.  (Cf.  G,  E,  Guhrauer, 
d.  Heptapl.  v.  J.  Bodin.     Berl.  1844.) 

4.  Lcelius  SocinuSt  sprung  from  a  celebrated  family  of  jurists  in 
Siena,  himself  a  jurist,  was  early  led  to  the  conviction  that  Romish 
theology  did  not  accord  with  the  Bible.  To  acquire  more  certain  know- 
ledge of  the  matter,  he  learned  the  original  languages  of  the  Scriptures; 
on  a  journey  he  became  acquainted  with  the  most  prominent  theologians 
of  Switzerland,  Germany,  and  Poland ;  and  constructed  a  complete, 
consistent  system  of  Unitarianism.  lie  died  in  Zurich  (15G2),  and  hie 
nephew  Faustus  Socinus,  whom  he  had  indoctrinated  into  his  own 
views,  set  himself  about  forming  a  Unitarian  society  from  the  anti- 
Trinitarians  of  Transylvania,  who  were  in  a  very  distracted  state.  His 
untiring  efforts  were  successful.  Rakov  became  the  chief  seat  of 
Sociniaiis,  and  the  Ilakovian  Catechism  (1602)  their  confession  of  faith. 
Faustus  died  (1G04),  and  soon  after  his  death  the  Socinian  congrega> 
tions  in  Poland  and  Transylvania  flouriahed  beyond  all  expectation. 
Learned  men,  like  John  Crell,  Schlichting^  Wolzogeiiy  WissowatiuSy  etc., 
advocated  and  defended  Socinianism  in  numerous  works.  This  pros- 
perity lasted  a  half  century.  But  in  consequence  of  a  premeditated 
insult  offered  to  the  crucifix  l)y  some  Rakov  students,  their  church  in 
that  place  was  closed  (1638),  and  their  flourishing  school  broken  up; 
and  in  1658  they  were  excluded,  in  Poland,  from  the  Religious  Peaxje, 
and  ordered  to  leave  the  country.  In  Transylvania,  however,  some 
Socinian  congregations  are  still  found  at  the  present  day. 

The  Socinian  System  is,  substantially,  the  following:  The  Bible  is 
the  sole  source  of  our  knowledge  of  the  plan  of  salvation,  but  it  con- 
tains nothing  contrary  to  reason.  The  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  conflicts 
with  the  Bible  and  with  reason  ;  God  is  only  one  person.  Jesus  was  a 
mere  man,  who,  however,  was  endowed  with  divine  power  to  accom- 
plish man's  salvation,  and  was  rewarded  for  his  perfect  obedience  by 
being  exalted  to  divine  majesty,  and  invested  with  authority  to  judge 
the  quick  and  the  dead  ;  hence  divine  honors  are  due  him.  The  Holy 
Spirit  is  only  a  power  of  God.  Man's  original  likeness  to  God  con- 
sisted in  his  dominion  over  all  creatures.  Man  was  mortal  by  nature, 
though  if  he  had  not  sinned,  God  might,  by  a  supernatural  operation, 
have  caused  him  to  pass  into  eternal  life  without  first  dying.  There  is 
no  original  sin,  but  original  evil,  and  a  hereditary  inclination  to  sin, 
which,  however,  involves  no  personal  culpability.  God's  foreknowledge 
of  human  actions  must  be  disclaimed,  because  it  would  lead  to  the  doc- 
trine of  absolute  predestination.  Redemption  consists  in  Christ's 
having,  by  his  doctrine  and  life,  pointed  out  the  way  of  moral  improve- 
ment. God  bestows  upon  all  who  choose  this  way  the  pardon  of  sin  and 
sternal  life.  The  death  of  Christ  was  not  an  atonement,  but  simply 
Bealed  his  doctrine,  and  opened  to  him  the  way  to  divine  nonors.    Con* 
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veraicn  must  be  begun  by  personal  effort,  but  it  cannot  be  completed 
without  the  aid  of  the  Holj  Spirit.  The  sacraments  are  mere  ceremo- 
nies, which  might  be  dispensed  with,  though  it  is  better  to  retain  them 
as  ancient  and  beautiful  customs,  etc. 


III.  THE  COUNTER-REFORMATION. 

i  29.  EFFORTS  TO  STRENGTHEN  AND  RENOVATE  THE 

CATHOLIC  CHURCH.^T 

The  exertions  of  the  Catholic  Church  to  confine  the  triumphg 
of  the  Reformation  to  the  narrowest  possible  limits,  and  to  con- 
quer as  much  as  possible  of  their  lost  territory,  are  so  promi- 
nent, so  absorbing,  and  predominant,  that  we  may  exhibit  its 
whole  history  during  this  period  under  the  aspect  of  a  count'ir* 
refomxaiion.  These  efforts  aimed  partly  at  strengthening  and 
rcTiving  the  Church  inwardly^  partly  at  securing  its  outward 
extension  and  increase  —  and  this  both  by  missions*  among  the 
heathen,  and  by  a  violent  suppression  of  Protestantism.  The 
Council  of  Trent  was  designed  to  inclose  mediaeval,  scholastic 
Catholicism  with  a  brazen  wall,  which  should  forever  secure  it 
against  reformatory  measures,  whilst,  at  the  same  time,  man} 
abuses  were  either  corrected  or  curtailed.  The  old  degenerate 
monastic  orders,  once  so  mighty  a  support  of  the  papacy,  were 
unable  to  resist  the  violence  of  the  Reformation.  A  new  order 
took  their  place,  the  Jesuits,  which  propped  up  the  tottering 
hierarchy  for  some  centuries,  and  sought  in  every  way  to  hinder 
the  spread  of  the  Reformation.  There  also  arose  a  number  of 
other  orders,  partly  new,  partly  reformed,  mostly  having  a  prac- 
tical Christian  tendency,  none  of  which  acquired  the  importance 
of  the  Jesuits,  or  even  of  many  earlier  orders,  but  which  labored 
all  the  more  beneficially  in  narrower  spheres.  Conflicts  and 
rivalry  with  Protestantism  likewise  excited  theological  science  to 
fresh  and  more  profitable  activity. 

1.  The  Corincil  and  the  Popes.  —  (Cf.  /.  /.  Jlamhach,  Gesch.  d.  rUm. 
Pp.  seit  d.  Ref.  Magd.  1779,  2  Bde.  4to. — L.  Hanke,  d.  rcim.  P.,  ihre  K. 
u.  ihr  Staat,  3  A.  Berl.  1844.  —  Paolo  Sarpi  (Petro  Soave  Solano). 
Istoria  del  cone.  Trident.,  ed.  M.  A.  de  Dominis.  Lond.  1G19.  Fol. 
In  French,  by  P.  Fr,  le  Courayer,  with  valuable  notes.  Lond.  1736. 
^  vols.  fol.  German,  by  F,  E.  Bambach,  Halle,  1761,  6  vols.  Contra; 
67* 
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Sforza  PcdlavicinOy  Ist.  del  cone,  di  Trento.  Rom.  165b.  —  C,  A,  Salig 
follst.  Hist.  d.  trid.  Cone.  Halle,  1741,  3  Bd.  4to. — J.  H,  ».  Wesseiibergt 
d.  gr.  K.-verfass  d.  15.  u.  16.  Jahrh.  Konst.  1844.  Bd.  III.  IV.  — j^. 
Kdllner,  Symbolik.  Ilamb.  1844.  Bd.  II.)  —  Pope  Paul  III.,  at  the 
earnest  and  repeated  solicitations  of  princes  and  people,  opened  the 
general  Ccuncil  of  Trent  in  15.H7.  Its  continuance,  however,  in  a  Ger- 
man city,  seemed  to  him  unadvisable,  in  view  of  the  emperor's  power 
and  influence.  On  pretence  of  avoiding  the  plague,  therefore,  he  re- 
moved it  to  Bologne  in  1547,  and  in  1549  wholly  dissolved  it.  Julixis 
III.  was  constrained  to  reopen  it  (1551)  in  Trent,  but  the  terror  which 
preceded  the  army  of  Maurice  scattered  it  so  early  as  1552.  (Cf.  {  14, 
1 ;  15,  10 ;  16,  4,  8  ;  17,  2.)  It  was  not  reopened  again  until  Piiis  IV. 
(1559-65)  convoked  it  in  January,  1562,  at  Trent,  where  it  adjourned 
after  the  25th  solemn  plenary  session  in  December,  1563.  Some 
French  and  Spanish  bishops  plead  for  a  thorough  reformation,  but 
they  were  voted  down.  Of  255  persons  who  participated  in  its  busi- 
ness, more  than  two-thirds  were  Italians.  The  papal  legates  had  un- 
limited sway,  and  it  was  an  open  secret  that  the  Holy  Spirit  had 
been  brought  from  Rome  to  Trent  in  a  portmanteau.  In  the  doctrinal 
decrees,  modiaaval  dogmas  were  confirmed  (only  shunning  points  of 
diversity  between  the  Franciscans  and  Dominicans),  all  Protestant 
departures  therefrom  condemned.  The  decrees  touching  a  reformation 
ordered  various  improvements,  so  far  as  they  could  bo  introduced  with- 
out infraction  upon  hierarchical  interests.  Pius  IV.  confirmed  all  the 
decrees,  but  strictly  forbade,  on  pain  of  the  ban,  all  explanations  and 
expositions  of  them,  as  all  such  belonged  solely  to  the  apostolic  chair. 
Gregory  XIII.  (1572-85)  completed  the  Reformed  Cakndar  (15S2)  or- 
dered by  the  Council  of  Trent.  The  Gregorian  Calendar,  which  obvi- 
ated the  diversity  between  the  civil  and  solar  year  V)y  suppressing  ten 
days  in  the  civil  calendar,  was  received  with  oj)position  even  by  the 
Catholic  States.  The  Evangelical  States  of  Germany  did  not  accept  it 
until  1700,  and  it  was  not  introduced  into  England  until  1752.  Russia, 
and  the  entire  Greek  Church,  still  retains  the  old  Julian  Calendar 
Among  the  succeeding  popes,  Sixins  V.  (1585-90),  who  rose,  from  be- 
ing a  shepherd's  boy  (Felix  Peretti),  thrmigh  all  the  grades  of  the 
hierarachy  (Cardinal  Montalio)  to  the  papacy,  distinguished  himself 
by  his  vigorous  reign  and  far-reaching  plans.** 

Addend.  About  the  close  of  this  century  aro«»e  the  celebrated  prO' 
phectj,  ascribed  to  St.  Mala<jhi\  archb.  of  Armagh  {ob.  1148),  which 
describes  the  popes,  111  in  all,  from  Coclestin  II.  (1143)  to  Sixtus  V. 
(1590),  in  brief  sketches,  which,  though  spiritless,  are  very  accurate, 
and  mainly  derived  from  the  papal  coats  of  arms.  The  succeeding  popes, 
to  the  last  (who  is  represented  as  guarding  the  Church  amid  great  tri- 
bulations, and  as  surviving  the  downfall  of  the  city  of  seven  hills,  and 
the  coming  of  the  day  of  judgment),  are  characterized  by  similar  deli- 
ueations,  for  the  most  part,  however,  indefinite  and  inapposite,  thongh 
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in  a  few  cases  remarkably  striking  (ex.  gr.  Pius  VI. :  peregrinu©  apo» 
lolicus,  {  44,  8,  9 ;  Pius  IX. :  crux  de  cruce,  J  57,  1).  There  are  to  bo 
still  eleven  popes. — The  re&l  author  of  this  prophecy  is  most  probably 
the  Benedictine  Wion,  in  whose  Lignum  Titse  (1595),  it  was  first  made 
known,  lie  probably  ascribed  it  to  St.  Malachi,  because  St.  Barnard, 
Malachi's  friend  and  biographer,  praises  his  gift  of  prophecy,  or  be- 
cause he  bears  the  name  of  the  last  prophet  of  the  Old  Testament.  The 
aim  of  the  prophecy  was  apologetic,  by  showing,  in  opposition  to  Pro- 
testantism, that  the  Papacy  would  maintain  the  Church  to  the  coming 
of  Christ.  The  author  may  possibly,  also,  have  desired  to  influence 
the  choice  of  the  conclave  of  1590,  by  directing  special  attention  to 
that  cardinal,  as  divinely  indicated,  whom  he  wished  to  see  elected. 
(Cf.  H,  WeingarieUy  in  the  theol.  Studd.  u.  Kritt.  1857.  III.) 

2.  The  Society  of  Jestis  (1540).  —  (Cf.  Rihadaneiray  Vita  Ign.  Loy. 
Neap.  i57fc^^^  (r.  v.(himpach,  Ign.  Loy.  u.  s.  Gefilhrten.  Darmst. 
1845. —  Hospiniani  hist.  Jesuitar.  Ztirich,  1619,  fol. — /.  C  ffarenberg, 
pragm.  Gesch.  d.  Ord.  d.  Jes.  Halle,  1700,  2  Bde.,  4to.  [Adehing)  Verf. 
e,  neuen  Gesch.  d.  Jesuitenord.  Berl.  1769,  2  Bde.  —  P.  P.  Wolf,  allg. 
Gesch.  d.  Jes.  2.  A.  Lpz.  1803,  4  Bde.—F.  KortUm,  d.  Entsth.-Gesch.  d, 
Jes.  Ord.  Mannheim,  1843. — S.  Sugenheim,  Gesch.  d.  Jes.  in  Deutschl. 
Frkf.  1842,  2  Bde.— (?.  JitUits,  d.  Jes.  Gesch.  d.  Grllnd.,  Ausbr.  u.  Entw. 
Lpz.  1845.  —  Catholic  authors:  /.  B.  Leu,  Beitr.  zur  WUrdigung  d. 
Jesuitenord.  nebst.  e.  Gesch.  d.  Ord.  v.  J.  A,  Mdhler,  Luzern,  1840. — 
/.  Cretineaux-Jolg,  Gesch.  d.  Gesellsch.  Jesu.  From  the  French.  Wien, 
1845,  etc.,  5  Bde.  —  F.  J.  Buss,  d.  Gesellsch.  Jesu.  Mainz  (1853.)  — 
Ignatius  op  Loyola,  descended  from  a  notable  family  of  Spanish 
knights,  was  severely  wounded  at  the  siege  of  Pampelona  bv  the 
French.  During  his  long  and  painful  confinement  he  amused  himself 
by  reading  romances  of  knight-errantry,  and,  after  completing  those, 
saints'  legends.  The  latter  made  a  deep  impression  upon  him,  and 
kindled  in  his  breast  a  burning  desire  to  imitate  the  saints  in  their 
renunciation  of  and  victory  over  the  world.  Religious  ecstacies  and 
apparitions  of  the  queen  of  heaven,  invested  this  tendency  with  a  celes- 
tial sanction.  After  his  convalescence  he  gave  all  his  possessions  to 
the  poor,  and  assuming  the  garb  of  a  mendicant,  practised  the  severest 
asceticism.  At  the  age  of  33  years  he  joined  a  class  of  boys,  and 
studied  the  elements  of  Latin  (1524),  then  philosophy  at  Complu- 
tum,  and  theology  at  Paris.  With  an  iron  will  he  surmounted  all 
hindrances.  In  Paris,  six  men  of  like  mind  associated  themselves  with 
him :  Peter  Faher  (Le  Ffevre)  of  Savoy,  (then  already  a  priest),  Francis 
Javier,  of  a  family  of  Spanish  grandees,  James  Lainez,  a  Castilian, 
Simon  Rodriguez,  a  Portuguese,  Alfonso  Salmeron,  and  Alfonso  Boha- 
dUla,  both  Spaniards.  With  glowiMg  zeal  they  prepared  a  plan  for  a 
new  order,  bound  themselves  by  a  solemn  oath  to  entire  poverty  and 
ohastitj,  and  to  serve  the  Catholic  faith  in  accordance  with  the  pleasure 
of  the  pope  (1534).    They  completed  their  studies  under  the  mcst  rigid 
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iisceticism,  ana  were  consecrated  priests.  Then  they  went  to  Rome, 
and  after  some  hesitation  Paul  III.  confirmed  their  association  as  ihi 
Order  of  the  Society  of  Jesus  (1540).  Ignatius  was  chosen  their  first 
general.  In  this  capacity,  also,  he  continued,  with  energetic  power  of 
will,  to  devote  himself  to  religious  discipline,  the  service  of  the  sick, 
and  the  care  of  souls.  It  was  not  until  after  his  death  (1556)  that  the 
Order  acquired  great  historical  import4ince,  under  his  successors,  the 
skillful  Lainez  and  vigorous  Francis  Borgia  (a  Spanish  grandee),  whc 
far  surpassed  him  in  intellect,  sagacity,  and  their  far-reaching  mea- 
sures. The  popes,  also,  bestowed  a  number  of  privileges  upon  the 
Order,  and  it  rapidly  grew  in  power  and  energy. 

Subject  and  responsible  only  to  the  pope,  exempted  from  all  other 
jurisdiction,  the  Order  constituted  a  close  organization,  with  the  most 
perfect  unity  of  membership  ever  possessed  by  any  of  the  large  societies 
of  any  age.  The  circle  nearest  the  general,  who  resided  in  Rome,  con- 
sisted of  the  Professi,  the  choicest  members  of  the  Order.  The  chief 
oflScers  of  the  Order  (procurators,  superiors,  and  rectors),  were  selected 
from  their  number.  In  addition  to  the  three  usual  monastic  vows,  they 
took  a  fourth,  by  which  they  bound  themselves  to  unconditional  obe- 
dience to  the  pope.  They  were  supported  in  their  houses  by  charity. 
The  coadjutors  formed  the  second  grade,  who  were  either  ecct^ajttics, 
having  charge  of  the  course  of  studies,  of  instruction,  and  of  spiritual 
matters,  or  seculars,  who  attended  to  all  other  interests.  That  these 
might  follow  their  vocation  without  hindrance,  they  were  excused  from 
the  fourth  vow,  and  also  from  that  of  living  by  alms.  The  scholastics 
formed  the  third  class,  and  the  novices  the  fourth,  who  became  scholas- 
tics, as  soon  as  they  had  passed  through  their  studies  an<l  ascetic  exer- 
cises. Only  such  as  enjoyed  good  bodily  health,  and  were  talented, 
were  admitted  to  the  novitiate.  The  general  had  monarchial  authority, 
but,  as  a  restraint  upon  violations  of  the  rules  of  the  Order,  he  was 
under  the  supervision  of  five  assistants.  Everything  otherwise  dear 
and  sacred  to  man  was  sacrificed  to  the  interests  of  the  Order,  and  un- 
conditional submission  to  its  superiors.  Country,  friends,  personal  in- 
clinatit)ns  and  aversions,  even  private  opinions  and  the  conscience,  were 
to  be  as  nothing,  the  Order  everything.  No  government  ever  better 
understood  each  member's  talents,  or  where  to  place  him,  and  how  to 
use  him  for  its  own  ends ;  and  none  ever  devised  and  employed  so 
thorough  and  universal  a  system  of  mutual  espionage.  The  Order 
made  all  conceivable  means,  science,  learning,  art,  cultivation,  politics, 
even  commerce  and  trade,  subservient  to  its  purposes.  It  seized  the 
management  of  the  education  of  youth  of  the  higher  classes  of  society, 
and  thus  trained  devoted  and  powerful  friends ;  by  preaching  and  pri- 
vate counsel,  it  operated  upon  the  people,  and  in  the  confessional  secured 
control  over  princes,  and  penetrated  into  all  the  relationships  of  life, 
ftnd  obtained  possession  of  all  secrets.  And  all  these  thousands  of 
means,  these  eminent  powers  apd  talents,  were  united  under  one  will. 
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serve^l  one  purpose:  positively,  the  furtherance  of  Cat lolieism,  nega* 
tively,  the  suppression  of  Protestantism.  Assuredly,  the  fact  thai 
Protestantism  was  not  wholly  vanquished  by  this  stupendous  agency, 
proves  incontrovertibly,  that  it  was  animated  by  a  higher  than  human 
spirit. 

A  system  of  casuistry  threatening  all  morality  was  involved  in  the 
fundamental  principle  of  all  the  efforts  of  the  Order,  and  was  not 
merely  suggested  by  the  private  opinion  of  some  inconsiderate  moralists ; 
and  this  does  not  require  us  to  deny  that  the  Order  had,  at  all  times, 
many  members  eminent  for  piety  and  strict  morality.  Primarily,  and 
in  a  general  way,  the  ethics  of  the  Order  showed  a  most  decided  ten- 
dency to  Pelagianism^  and  the  most  distinctly  avowed  opposition  to 
Augustinianism.  But  Jesuit  ethics  became  especially  notorious  for 
the  following  principles:  (1.)  The  end  sanctifies  the  means.  (2.)  An 
action  is  justifiable,  or  at  least  cxcusabTeTwhen  tlierVls  a  probability 
of  its  goodness,  or  when  approved  by  some  respectable  theologian  (pro- 
babilismus).  (3.)  Mental  reservations  are  allowable  in  making  oaths  or 
promises,  the  person  so  obligating  himself  being  bound  only  by  his 
intention.  (4.)  Philosophically,  every  violation  of  a  divine  command- 
ment is  a  sin  ;  theologically,  only  such  violations  as  are  perpetrated 
with  full  consciousness  of  the  wrong,  and  a  set  purpose  to  break  God's 
law.  The  most  celebrated  Jesuit  moralists  who  contended  for  these 
principles  were :  Fraticis  Tohtns  [oh.  1500),  Gabriel  Vasquez  (oh.  1004), 
Thomas  Sanchez  (oh.  1010),  Francis  Sqiiarez  (oh.  1017),  Ilerm.  Busen- 
haum  (ob.  1009).  In  politics,  the  Order  for  the  benefit  of  the  papacy 
maintained  the  principle  of  the  sovereignty  of  the  people.  Only  the 
pope  derives  his  authority  from  God  (Matth.  10  :  18,  etc.),  that  of 
princes  is  derived  from  the  people.  Hence,  if  a  king  becomes  a  tyrant 
or  a  heretic,  the  people  may  depose  him ;  or,  if  he  refuses  to  submit  tc- 
this,  kill  him.  Thus  Bellarmine  (de  potestite  pontificis  in  temporali- 
bus),  and  still  more  openly  and  decidedly,  Mariana^  in  the  work  ascribed 
to  him,  de  rege  et  regis  institutione  LI.  III.  (Tolet.  1598,  4to.) — In  the 
nature  of  the  case,  the  operations  of  the  Order  in  their  heathen  mis- 
sions, were  of  a  less  exceptionable  character  (J  30).     (Cf.  ?  44,  7.)"   t^l'^J;    ' 

3.  New  Orders  for  Inner  Missions.  —  To  these  belong:  (1.)  The 
Theatines.  They  originated  iji  an  association  of  pious  clergymen  of 
Thiene  or  Theate,  formed  by  Gcetano  da  Thiene,  with  the  advice  of 
Bishop  John  Peter  Carajfa  of  Theate  (afterwards  Pope  Paul  IV.)  In 
1524  they  were  confirmed  as  Clerici  regulares.  They  desired  to  depend 
for  support,  not  upon  begging,  but  upon  divine  providence  furnishing 
them  with  means  not  solicited  from  any  person,  and  acquired  import- 
ance as  a  nursery  for  the  higher  clergy.  Their  regulations  required 
them,  moreover,  to  operate  upon  the  people  by  frequent  preaching,  to 
give  temporal  and  spiritual  aid  to  the  sick,  to  labcr  for  the  salvation 
of  criminals,  and  oppose  the  rise  of  heresies.  (2  '»  The  BamabiteSf 
likewise  an  association  of  regular  clergy,  founded  by  Antonio  Maria 
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Zaccaria,  in  Milan,  confirmed  by  Clement  VII.  (1532).   They  obligated 
themselves  to  devote  their  whole  life  to  works  of  mercy,  the  care  of 
Bouls,  the  instruction  of  youth,  preaching,  confession,  and  missions. 
Their  great  patron  was  St.  Bor^omeo^  Archb.  of  Milan.    They  derived 
their  name  from  the  Church  of  St.  Barnabas,  which  was  assigned  to 
their  use.     The  Society  of  Angelicas^  founded  by  Ijouisa  Torelli,  Cwinr 
ies8  Guastalla  (a  wealthy  lady,  who  had  been  twice  widowed  by  the 
25th  year  of  her  age),  was  attached  to  the  Barnabites,  and  confirmed 
by  Paul  III.  (1534).   At  first  they  accompanied  the  Barnabites  on  their 
missions,  and  labored  for  the  conversion  of  women.     But  subsequently 
they  were  required  to  remain  in  a  convent.     £ach  member  adds  the 
name  of  the  Order,  Angelica,  to  her  own,  to  be  admonished  thereby  to 
be  pure  as  the  angels.     (3.)  Brothers  of  Mercy  (1550),  a  society  for  the 
care  of  the  sick,  irrespective  of  their  religion,  founded  by  the  friends 
of  a  poor,  but  excellent  Portuguese,  whom  his  bishop  honored  with  the 
name  John  de  Dio.     (4.)  The  Ursulines,  founded  by  a  pious  young  wo- 
man, Angela  of  Brescia,  for  the  succor  of  all  classes  of  sufferers,  but 
especially  for  the  education  of  young  women  (1537).     (5.)  Priests  of 
the  Oratory,  or  Order  of  the  Holy  Trinity,  founded  by  St.  Philip  de  Neri 
of  Florence  (1548).    They  united  works  of  mercy  with  devotional  exer- 
cises and  biblical  studies,   attended  to  in  the  Oratory  of  a  hospital 
erected  by  them.     A  branch,  or  rather  imitation  of  this  society,  arose 
in  France  (1611),  under  the  name  of  Fathers  of  the  Oratory  of  Jesus, 
(Cf.  i  35,  2.) 

4.  Reformation  of  the  Old  Orders.  —  (1.)  An  independent  divis- 
ion of  the  Franciscans  was  affected  by  the  Capuchins,  whose  fouunder, 
Matthew  de  Bassi,  was  a  monk  in  the  monastery  of  the  Obscrvantes  at 
Montefalco,  in  the  duchy  of  Urbino.  Having  incidentally  discovered  that 
St.  Francis  wore  a  cloak  with  a  long  pointeil  cowl,  and,  soon  af\or,  having 
had  a  vision  of  the  saint  in  such  a  garb,  ho  fled  from  his  monastery, 
went  to  Rome,  and  besought  the  pope  to  allow  him  to  restore  the  cowl 
(1525).  His  request  was  granted,  and  thus  he  formed  a  new  congrega- 
tion of  the  Hermits  of  the  Minorite  Brethren.  'The  unusual  dress  at- 
tracted universal  attention.  Whenever  one  of  the  brethren  appeared 
on  tlie  street,  boys  ran  after  him  crying:  Capucino.  They  adopted  the 
name  as  that  of  their  Order.  Their  self-denying  philanthn^py  during  a 
plague  in  Italy  won  general  esteem  for  the  Or<ler,  so  tliat  in  a  short 
time  it  spread  over  all  Italy.  The  conversion  of  its  third  vicar-general, 
Brrnhard  Ochino,  to  the  Reformed  faith,  brought  it,  however,  into  bad 
repute  f(T  a  time.  The  members  were  characterized  by  a  total  want 
of  scientific  training,  which  often  sank  into  low  rudeness.  (2.)  Theresa, 
the  daughter  of  a  Spanish  grandee,  effected  a  reformation  of  the  Car^ 
indites  (1562).  The  revived  Order  (monks  and  nuns)  assumed  the  name 
of  Barefooted  Carmelites,  and  was  devoted  to  the  instruction  of  vouth, 

ft  V  " 

and  to  works  of  mercy.  In  the  reorganization  of  the  male  Carmelites 
she  WPS  assisted  by  the  acute  and  pious  mystic  John  of  the  Cross. 
(3.)  A  reformation  of  the  Cistercians  was  finally  effected  by  Jean  de  la 
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Barriire,  abbot  of  the  monastery  of  Feuillans,  whence  the  congregation 
acquired  the  name  of  Feuillantes  (Fuliensians).  The  manner  of  life 
he  introdu-ced  was  so  rigid,  that  fourteen  members  died  under  it  in  the 
coarse  of  a  few  years;  this  led  to  a  moderation  of  their  rule  (1595). 
Henry  III.  called  its  founder  to  Paris  to  establish  a  monastery  there. 
He  remained  true  to  the  king,  even  after  he  had  renounced  the  league, 
and  thus  incurred  the  hatred  of  the  fanatically  Catholic  brethren  of 
his  Order,  so  that,  in  1592,  they  deposed  and  banished  him.  A  subse- 
quent committee  of  investigation  under  Cardinal  Baronius,  however, 
pronounced  him  innocent. 

5.  TJie  Struggle  against  Augustinianism. — The  Council  of  Trent  had 
prudently  guarded  against  giving  a  decision  in  the  old  dispute  between 
the  Thomists  and  Scotists,  concerning  grace.  The  Jesuits  now  joined 
the  Scotists.  Michael  Baius,  the  learned  and  pious  professor  at  Lou- 
vain,  and  his  colleague  John  HesselSy  defended  the  Augustinian  doc- 
trine ;  but  the  Franciscans  gathered  76  propositions  from  the  writings 
of  Baius,  which,  through  the  aid  of  the  Jesuits,  they  induced  Pius  V. 
to  condemn  (1567).  Baius  had  to  abjure  them.  The  controversy  was 
renewed  in  1588,  when  the  Jesuit  Lonis  Molina^  in  Portugal,  published 
some  semi-pelagian  views  upon  the  doctrine  in  question  (Liberi  arbitrii 
cum  gratise  donis  concordia).  The  Dominicans,  with  the  learned  D(h 
minicus  Banez  at  their  head,  made  a  violent  attack  upcm  him,  but  the 
entire  Order  of  the  Jesuits,  to  a  man,  defended  Molina.  Such  was  the 
violence  of  the  controversy,  that  it  had  to  be  settled  by  a  papal  deci- 
sion. Clement  VIII.  appointed  a  special  congregation  (congregatio  de 
aaxiliis)  to  examine  the  siibject  of  dispute  (1597),  which  labored  in 
vain  for  ten  years  to  frame  a  formula  which  would  satisfy  both  the 
powerful  parties.  At  length  Paul  V.  dismissed  them  (1607),  promised 
to  give  a  decision  at  a  convenient  time,and  forbade  all  controversy  upon 
the  subject.  The  prohibition  availed  but  little.  Soon  the  controversy 
broke  out  afresh,  in  a  very  threatening  form.     (Cf.  J  44,  6.) 

6.  Theology.  —  Various  measures  were  adopted  to  establish  the  doc- 
trines of  Trent.  Even  at  Trent  already,  Indices  libroruni  prohibitorum 
and  expurgandorum  were  instituted,  which  were  afterwards  con- 
tinued. The  Professio  fidei  tridentinse  (1564)  and  the  catcchismus 
romanus  (1566)  were  prepared  as  authentic  exhibitions  of  the  doctrinal 
system  of  Trent;  and  in  1588  a  permanent  congregation,  even,  was  ap- 
pointed to  interpret  its  meaning  upon  any  point  which  mifrht  come  up. 
The  Breviarium  romanum  (1568),  Missale  romanum  (1570).  and  Cle- 
mentine edition  of  the  Vulgate  (1592)  served  the  same  purposes.  Mean- 
while Catholic  scholars,  in  spite  of  the  decree  of  Trent,  began  to  examine 
into  the  authenticity  of  the  Vulgate,  and  earnestly  to  study  the  original 
text  of  the  Scriptures.  The  Dominican  Sanies  Pagnintis  of  Lucca  {oh. 
1541),  a  pupil  of  Savonarola,  published  a  Hebrew  lexicon  (1529), 
(closely  following  rabbinical  helps),  a  Hebrew  grammar  (1528),  a 
literal  faithful  translation  of  the  Old  and  New  Testament  from  the 
originaL  at  which  he  labored  thirty  year^,  an  isagogic  (with  extended 
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explanations  of  Biblical  tropes),  and  wrote  commentaries  upon  tl>6 
Pentateuch  and  the  Psalms.  He  regarded  the  literal  sense  as  palea^ 
folium,  cortex ;  the  mystical  as  triticum,  fructus,  nucleus  suavissimus 
The  Dominican  Sixtus  of  Siena  (ob,  15G9),  laid  more  stress  upon  th' 
historical  sense.  Ilis  Bibliotheca  sancta,  in  8  vols.,  was  for  that  perioi* 
an  important  introduction  to  the  Bible.  The  Jesuit  Cardinal  Roben 
Bellarmiiie  [ob,  1621),  in  his  LI.  IV.  de  verbo  Dei,  controverted  the 
Protestant  rule :  Scriptura  scripturac  interpres.  Jerome  Eniser  violently 
abused  Luther's  version  of  the  Bible,  and  in  opposition  to  it  issued  a 
translation  of  the  New  Testament  (1527)  claimed  as  his  own,  but  which 
is  no  more  than  a  copy  of  Luther's,  with  some  unimportant  verbal 
alterati()n8.  John  Deiienberyer^  of  Mayence,  perpetrated  the  same  bare- 
faced decei)tii)n  in  regard  to  the  Old  Testament.  Luther  and  Leo  Juda 
are  literally  copied  (1534).  John  Eck,  also,  of  Ingolstadt,  published  a 
translation  of  the  Bible  from  the  Vulgate,  into  the  most  wretched  Ger- 
man, without  any  reference  to  the  original  text  (1537).  The  learned 
Spaniard  Arias  MontanuSy  aided  by  King  Philip  II.,  furnished  the 
Antwerp  Polyglotty  in  8  vols.,  with  a  large  number  of  learned  additions 
(1509,  etc.)  Towards  tlie  close  of  the  century,  the  number  of  exegetes 
who  began  to  give  decided  prominence  to  the  literal  sense,  greatly  in- 
creased. The  most  notable  are :  Arias  Montanus  (ob.  1598,  upon  nearly 
the  whole  Bible) ;  tlie  Jesuit  John  Maldonaius  (ob.  1583,  upon  the  four 
Gospels) ;  John  Mariana  (ob.  1624,  Scholia  in  V.  et  N.  T.) ;  Nich.  Serr<i- 
rius  (ob.  1609,  on  the  0.  and  N.  T.) ;  and  William  Estius  of  Douay 
(ob.  1613,  on  the  Epistles).  In  the  sphere  of  dogmatics,  the  old  method 
of  commenting  upon  the  Lombards  was  continued.  But  as  early  as 
152S,  Berlhold  Pirsliuyer,  Bishop  of  Chiemsce,  published  a  complete 
text-book  of  dogmatics,  in  the  upper  German  dialect,  entitled  **  Tewtsche 
Theolugey,"  which  was  wholly  emancipated  from  the  scholastic  form 
(of.  i  5,  3),  and  John  Eck  published  a  counterpart  to  Melanchthon's  locis 
(Eut.'hiridion  locorum  coniniuuium),  whicli  passed  through  30  editions. 
Of  far  greater  importance  were  the  Loci  theologici  of  the  Spanish 
Dominicaii  Melchior  Canus  (ob.  1560),  which  appeared  in  Salamanca 
(15()3).  The  work  is  not  so  much  a  system  of  dogmatics  as  a  thorough 
and  learned  introductory  investigation  of  the  sources,  principles,  me- 
thod, and  fundamental  idea  of  dogmatics.  He  controverts  the  absurdi- 
ties of  the  scholastic  method,  but  instead  of  wholly  discarding  it,  de- 
sires that  it  should  be  pruned,  and  rescued  from  its  errors.  The  Jesuit 
Pcfer  Canisius  acquired  a  high  reputation  in  the  Church  for  his  two 
Caf^chi^ins  (Cat.  major  1554,  and  Cat.  minor  1566),  which  for  two  cen- 
turies were  used  in  all  the  Catholic  schools  of  Germanv,  and  are  still 
considered  unsurpassed.  Am(mg  Catholic  controrersial istSy  Cardinal 
Bellarinine  holds  indisputably  the  first  place.  His  Disputationes  de 
controversils  chr.  fidei  adv.  hujus  temp,  hacreticos  (1581-93)  have,  in 
many  respects,  not  been  surpassed  even  to  this  day.  Previously,  WiU 
Ham  Limlanxis,  Bishop  of  Ghent  (Panoplia  evangelica,  Colon.  1563), 
tnd  the  Jet$uit  Francis  Coster^  of  Mecheln  (Enchiridion  controyersia- 
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rum.  Ccl.  1585),  had  acquired  great  celebrity  among  Catholics,  as 
assailants  of  Protestantism.  The  merits  of  Cardinal  BaroniuSy  as  an 
eccl.  historian,  have  already  been  acknowledged  (Vol.  I.,  J  4,  2). 

7.  MtisiCy  Arty  and  Poetry. — Musical  taste  had  been  completely  spoiled 
in  the  second  Netherland  school  (Vol.  I.,  J  113,  3),  and  Church  music, 
especially,  had  become  so  artificial,  fanciful,  and  secular,  that  some 
fathers  at  the  Council  of  Trent  earnestly  proposed  that  music  should 
be  wholly  excluded  from  Church  service  (at  the  mass).  Then  Pales' 
trina  (ob.  1594)  saved  and  improved  it.  He  was  a  pupil  of  Goudimel 
(J  23,  1),  and  by  direction  of  the  Council  composed  three  masses,  of 
which  the  Missa  Marcelli  is  the  most  celebrated,  in  a  grand,  churchly 
style ;  artistic  and  yet  not  artificial,  lofty  and  fervent,  but  not  secular 
or  sentimental,  they  mark  a  new  epoch  in  the  Romish. Church  music. 
In  poetry^  Torquato  Tasso  (ob.  1595)  celebrated  the  Christian  heroism 
of  mediasval  Catholicism  in  his  Gerusalemme  liberata. — Painting  still 
made  important  contributions  to  the  service  of  the  Catholic  Church. 
Besides,  and  tLfteVyCorreggio  and  TitiaUy  the  noble  masters  Caracci,  Do- 
menichino,  and  Guido  7?C7ti,were  distinguished.  Michael  Agnolo  (not  An- 
gdo)  (6b.  1564,  in  his  90th  year)  developed  the  most  profound  Christian 
ideas  in  the  most  lofty  productions  of  painting  and  sculpture,  was  like- 
wise distinguished  as  an  architect,  and  ranks  among  the  greatest  poets 
of  Italy.  Not  only  as  painter  and  sculptor,  but  also  as  poet,  he  was 
far  from  doing  slavish  homage  to  the  worship  of  Mary  and  the  saints ; 
he  rather  gave  utterance,  in  glowing  sonnets,  to  his  poignant  sense  of 
sin,  and  his  strong  faith  in  the  crucified  destroyer  of  sin.  (Cf.  J  37, 
2,3.) 

8.  The  new  efforts  which  Catholicism  was  driven  to  make  for  its  self- 
preservation,  by  the  progress  of  the  Reformation,  produced  some  happy 
results  in  the  practical  life  of  the  Church.  The  awakened  zeal  for 
inner  missions  furnishes  a  bright  proof  of  this,  and  the  Catholic  Church 
could  once  more  produce  saints  worthy  of  being  placed  beside  those  of 
the  middle  ages.  In  addition  to  those  already  named,  we  meet  with 
ane  especially  distinguished  by  his  elevated  and  noble  character, 
Charles  BoiTomeo  [ob.  1587),  who,  as  a  nephew  of  the  pope,  and  a  high 
dignitary  of  the  Church  (Archb.  of  Milan),  exerted  considerable  influ 
euce  upon  the  Council  of  Trent  and  the  Curia,  and  succeeded  in  having 
many  abuses  corrected.  His  life  furnislics  a  perfect  ideal  of  a  Catholic 
pastor ;  and  to  this  day  his  lofty  form  looks  down  from  a  colossal  statue 
upon  the  streets  of  Milan,  as  the  revered  patron  of  the  land.* 

?30.  TRANSMARINE  MISSIONS. 

Cf.  H.  Brotpn,  Hist,  of  the  propag.  of  Christianity  among  the  heathen 
since  the  Ref.     Lond.  1814,  2  vols.  —  P.  IVifimanny  d.  Ilcrrlichk.  d.  K. 
in  ihr.  Miss,  seit  d.  Glaubcnsspalt.     Augsb.  1841,  2  Bde. — Paron  Hen- 
riony  allg.  Gesch.  d.  kath.  Miss.  f«eit  d.  13.  Jahrh.     From  the  French 
8chiiffh.  1845,  etc.  3  Bde.  —  M,  MuUbauery  Gesch.  d.  kath.  Miss,  ii: 
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Ostind.  Freib.   1852.  —  W.  Hoffmann,  d.  Epochen  d.  K.  G.  Indlenai 
Berl.  1855.     Gesch.  d.  kath.  Miss,  in  China.     Wien,  1845,  2  Ble. 

The  extensive  geographical  discoveries  which  immediately 
preceded  the  Reformation  period,  and  the  serious  losses  of  eccle- 
siastical territory  in  Europe,  resuscitated  the  missionary  zeal  of 
the  Catholic  Church.  Opportunity  and  incitement  to  transma- 
rine missions  were  aCForded  by  the  commerce  and  conquests  which 
were  still  almost  exclusively  carried  forward  by  the  Catholic  na- 
tions; and  abundant  means  were  furnished,  to  sustain  them  by 
the  numerous  old  and  new  monastic  Orders.  The  missionary 
eflForts  of  the  Jesuits  were  especially  brilliant.  But  the  mutual 
jealousies  an.d  animosities  of  some  of  the  Orders  soon  caused 
many  interruptions.     (Cf.  §  35,  3.) 

1.  East  India  and  Japan.  —  The  Portuguese  had  established  bishop- 
rics in  their  possessions  in  East  India  as  early  as  1510,  though  there  were 
no  churches  there.  Then  Fraw.U  XacieVy  Loyola's  companion,  the 
Apostle  of  India,  fired  with  glowing  zeal  for  the  salvation  of  men,  im- 
bued with  apostolic  simplicity,  and  filled  with  love  and  a  spirit  of  self- 
denial,  entered  that  field  in  1542,  and  baptized  many  thousands,  mostly 
belonging  to  the  despised  caste  of  Pariahs  ;  but  he  progressed  so  rapidly 
that  he  nowhere  took  time  to  secure  an  inward  basis  for  this  external 
success.  His  unrestrained  missionary  zeal  impelled  him  still  onward. 
From  East  India  he  went  to  Japan,  and  only  his  death  prevented  hia 
entering  China  {ob.  1552). — An  inquisition  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Catholic  faith  was  instituted  in  East  India  in  15G0,  which  destroyed 
the  remnants  of  the  ancient  Thomas  Christians.  Among  {he  lirahmins 
the  Jesuit  Xobili  labored  witli  some 'success,  by  accommodating  him- 
self to  their  prejudices,  and  avoiding  all  intercourse  with  the  Pariahs. 
In  Japan  the  Jesuits  carried  forward  Xavicr's  work  with  brilliant  suc- 
cess ;  even  some  princes  embraced  Christianity.  But  in  1587  a  violent 
persecution  broke  out,  and  the  Jesuits  held  their  position  in  the  country 
with  jrreat  difficultv.  The  envious  devices  of  the  Franciscans  against 
the  Jesuits,  and  the  political  rivalries  which  arose  between  the  Hol- 
landers and  Portuguese,  increased  the  trouble :  persecutions  were  re- 
newed, and  resulted  in  the  utter  extermination  of  the  Church  (1637). 

2.  China.  —  Commerce  also  opened  the  way  for  missions  to  China, 
whore  a  ])roud  contempt  of  all  foreigners  was  the  chief  ohstiicle.  But 
the  Jesuits,  with  Matthetc  I^icci  at  their  head,  contrived  (1582)  to  gain 
entrance  to  the  imperial  court,  by  their  mathematical,  mechanical,  and 
architectural  knowledge.  Ricci  first  nationalized  himself,  and  then 
bejran  to  preach  Christianity.  He  died  in  1610,  but  his  work  was  car- 
ried on  by  his  Order,  and  hundreds  of  churches  had  spread  like  a  net- 
work over  a  large  portion  of  the  country. " 

3.  America,  —  Zeal  for  the  spread  of  the  kingdom  of  Christ  was  not 
>nt  of  the  least  impulses  which  influenced  Christopher  Columbus  in  his 
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ical  for  geograpbicbl  discoveries.  But  the  avari  ;e,  cruelty,  and  immo- 
rality of  the  Spanish  invaders,  who  were  less  concerned  to  make  the 
natives  Christians  than  slaves,  proved  a  mip^hty  hindrance  to  the  suc- 
cessful Christianization  of  the  country.  The  missionaries,  especially 
the  Dominicans  and  Franciscans,  earnestly,  but  unavailingly,  vindi* 
cated  the  human  rights  of  the  abused  Indians.  The  noble  Spanish 
Bishop  BarUiolomew  de  las  Casus,  devoting  his  whole  life  (1474-1566) 
to  the  sacred  work,  labored  untiringly  not  only  for  the  conversion  of 
the  Indians,  but  also  for  their  deliverance  from  the  hands  of  his  avari- 
cious and  blood-thirsty  countrymen.  lie  visited  Spain  six  times,  to 
intercede  personally  with  the  highest  auth(»rities  for  the  amelioration 
of  the  lot  of  the  poor  natives,  and  he  had  to  go  the  seventh  time  to 
defend  himself  against  the  complaints  of  his  bitter  foes.  As  early  as 
1517,  Charles  V.,  at  his  entreaty,  had  granted  the  Indians  personal 
liberty,  but  simultaneously  allowed  the  colonists  to  introduce  Negro 
slavery  for  the  severe  labors  of  the  mines  and  plantations,  and  Las 
Casas  was  compelled  to  assent.  But  Indian  slavery  was  still  continued, 
and  not  until  1547  were  earnest  measures  adopted  for  its  abolition, 
after  many  millions  of  Indians  had  been  sacrificed.  Christianity  had 
then  already  spread  as  far  as  Spanish  rule  reached,  and  was  pUced 
under  the  care  of  the  Inquisition.  In  South  America  the  Portuguese 
held  dominion  over  Brazil,  a  rich  but  little  known  country.  In  1549 
King  John  III.  sent  a  Jesuit  mission  thither,  with  Emanuel  Nohreya  at 
its  head.  Amid  indescribable  toils  they  prevailed  upon  the  native 
cannibals  to  embrace  Christianity  and  civilization. 

4.  Abyssinia  and  Eyt/pt. — The  revived  missionary  zeal  also  directed 
its  efforts  towards  the  schismatic  Churches  of  the  East.  Early  in  the 
16th  century  it  was  ascertained  through  Portuguese  merchants  that  an 
independent  Jacobite  Christian  empire  still  existed  in  Abyssinia.  The 
Abyssinian  sultan,  David,  willingly  received  a  Catholic  patriarch  (Her- 
mudez),  upon  assurances  of  Portuguese  aid  against  the  oncroachmcnts 
of  neighboring  Mahommedan  States.  But  his  successor  Claudius  drove 
the  patriarch  off.  From  1540  Jesuit  missionaries  went  thither,  but 
Claudius  denounced  them  as  Arians,  and  the  people  refused  to  listen  to 
them.  Paul  V.,  at  the  commencement  of  the  17th  centurv,  encouragred 
by  a  friendly  letter  of  the  Coptic  patriarch,  sent  the  Jesuit  Ckristopher 
Bodrufuez  to  Egypt.  The  patriarch  took  the  rich  presents  he  brought 
Along,  and  then  let  him  return  home  without  having  effected  anything, 

J  31.  CATHOLIC  RESTORATIOX  EFFORTS. 

Cf.  L.  Ranke,  d.  ri)m.  PUpste.  Bd.  II. — TL  Heppe,  d.  Restaur,  d. 
Ratholicism.  in  Fulda,  auf  d.  Eichsfelde  u.  in  WUrzb.  Marb.  1850.  -^ 
Ch,  A.  Pescheck,  Gesch.  d.  Gegenref.  in  Bohmen.     Lpz.  1844.  2  Bde. 

No  sooner  had  the  Catholic  Church  settled  and  secured  matters 
At  home,  by  the  happy  termination  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  than 
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It  put  forth  all  its  strength  to  recover  as  much  as  possible  of  th« 
territory  it  had  lost.  It  can,  at  least,  not  be  denied,  that  the 
efforts  made  for  this  purpose  were  extensive,  perseveiing,  bold, 
and  successful.  Two  things  favored  the  scheme,  one  was  the 
territorial  system  (§  17,  5),  legalized  by  the  enactments  of  the 
empire,  which  was  originally  devised  for  the  rescue  of  Protest- 
antism (§  6,  7),  but  now  operated  to  its  destruction  ;  the  other 
was  the  policy  of  the  Jesuits^  who  spread  over  Europe,  and,  ac- 
cording to  circumstances,  openly  or  under  close  concealment, 
combined  with,  or  intrigued  against  State  authorities,  for  the 
overthrow  of  Protestantism,  wherever  it  had  taken  root.  Their 
craftiness,  boldness,  skill,  their  diplomatic  arts,  machinations, 
and  practice  in  controversy,  succeeded  in  one  place  in  fanning 
the  scarcely  glimmering  spark  of  Catholicism  into  a  bright  flLme; 
in  another,  either  in  exterminating  Protestantism  root  and  branch, 
or  reducing  it  to  the  limits  of  a  scarcely  tolerated  sect.  Above 
all,  they  aimed  to  secure  the  management  of  the  seminaries  -And 
schools,  in  order  to  plant  hatred  of  Protestantism  in  the  breasts 
of  the  rising  generation.  The  other  monastic  Orders,  also,  were 
not  idle ;  but  in  extensive  plans,  thorough  system,  and  strict 
unity,  they  fell  far  short  of  the  vast  and  comprehensive  energy 
of  the  Jesuits.  The  efforts  at  restoration,  however,  were  most 
stupeuiiuns,  comprehensive,  and  general,  during  their  first  epoch, 
which  were  begun,  reached  their  climax,  and  achieved  their  last 
renowned  feat,  for  the  time,  in  the  sixty  years  intervening  be- 
tween the  death  of  Maximilian  II.  (1576),  and  the  restoration 
edict  (1629)  of  Ferdinand  II.     (Cf.  §  33,  1.) 

1.  T/ie  Vinrs  of  the  German  Emperors,  —  Ferdinand  J.  (1556-64), 
moro  patient  than  his  brother  even  as  archduke  and  Roman  king,  and 
often  the  mediator  between  Charles  and  the  Evangelicals,  displayed  a 
still  more  c()uciliat^)ry  aiul  gentle  disposition  towards  Protestantism 
durinir  thei  last  years  of  his  own  government.  He  was  greatly  dissatis- 
fied with  the  Council  of  Trent.  Indeed,  he  tried  anew  the  old  ineffectual 
plan  of  a  union  by  mutual  concessions,  and  had  union  schemes  pre- 
pared (1504)  by  the  theologians  near  him,  Oconee  Cnssander^  Fred, 
Sf(tphi/hi'<,  and  Geo.  Wizrl  (the  last  two  had  been  Protestants).  Cas- 
sanilor's  opinion,  the  only  one  entertained,  proposed  the  abandonment, 
tor  tlio  sake  of  peace,  of  all  doctrines  ard  customs  not  founded  upon 
the  Scriptures.  But  ho  supposed  many  tilings  supported  by  the  Scrip- 
tures which  Protestants  could  not  tind  there,  and  the  Catholics  would 
liot  admit  the  principle.  Hence  the  negotiations  failed  (cf.  J  33,  5). 
Ferdinand's  son  M(iximilian  II.  (1504-70)  had  been  educated  well-nigh 
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in  an  evangelical  spirit  by  his  instructor  WoJfg,  Severius.  He  gave  full 
liberty  to  the  Protestants  in  his  country,  conferred  many  high  and  in- 
ferior State  offices  upon  them,  had  little  to  do  with  the  Jesuits,  and  waa 
kept  from  embracing  Protestantism  only  by  political  considerations 
regarding  Spain  and  his  Catholic  princes.  But  these  considerations 
crippled  his  good  intentions,  and  his  half-way  measures  caused  compli- 
cations which  subsequently  led  to  the  30  years'  wai.  His  son,  Rudolf 
II.,  educated  by  Jesuits  at  the  Spanish  court,  gave  them  free  scope  for 
their  operations  everywhere,  inflicted  injuries  on  Protestantism,  and 
,^'as  restrained  from  attempting  totally  to  suppress  it,  only  by  his  inde- 
"fision  and  timidity. 

2.  Restoration  Attempts  in  Germany.  —  After  the  treaty  of  Passau, 
political  disorders  and  the  exhaustion  of  the  princes  operated  very 
favorably  for  Pnjtestantism.  It  ha<l  spread  mightily  in  the  Catholic 
States ;  the  States,  ami  especially  the  nobility,  did  not  conceal  their 
sympathy  for  it,  and  demanded  a  religious  concession  of  tlic  prince  for 
every  grant  made.  Many  spiritual  princes  had  almost  more  Protestant 
than  Catholic  councillors ;  at  their  courts  the  Protestant  nobility  had 
unrestrained  intercourse  ;  Protestant  cities  were  partly  their  residences, 
and  the  benefices  were  often  held  l)y  evangelical  canons.  But  for  the 
Jesuits  all  Germany  would,  in  a  few  years,  have  come  under  the  Evan- 
gelical Church,  in  spite  of  territorial  authority  and  ecclesiastical  reser- 
vations. The  first  Jesuits,  thirteen  in  number,  came  as  Spjinish  priests 
to  Vienna  in  1551,  at  the  call  of  Ferdinand.  Several  years  later  they 
nestled  themselves  in  Coloyne  and  Inf/olitadl  (1500).  From  these  cities 
they  spread  in  a  few  years  over  the  whole  of  Cutholic  Germany,  and 
the  hereditarv  States  of  Austria.  Then  the  work  of  restoration  began. 
First  in  Bavaria  (1504),  Duke  Albert  V.,  converted  into  a  zealous  Ca- 
tholic by  the  opposition  of  his  Protestant  States,  excluded  Protestant 
nobles  from  the  Bavarian  diet ;  banished  all  the  evangelical  preachers ; 
3ompelled  all  his  evangelical  subjects,  who  refused  to  embrace  Catho- 
licism, to  leave  the  country ;  and  required  all  professors  and  persons 
holding  office,  to  subscribe  under  oath  the  Trent  Confession  of  Faith. 
For  this  the  Jesuits  commended  h^n^as^a  second  Josi_ah  and  Theodo- 
gjug,  called  ^luoich  a  second  Jiaiucu  and  the  pope  conferred  on  him  the 
prerogatives  of  a  summus  Episcopus  in  his  domain.  When  he  obtained 
Haa{f  as  a  hereditary  earldom,  and  when  Baden-Baden  came  under  his 
rule  as  guardian,  he  extirpated  Protestantism  from  those  countries  also. 
The  Electors  of  Treves  and  Mayenee  followed  the  example  of  Bavaria, 
Jiough  with  a  measure  of  moderation.  The  latter  [Daniel  Brendel) 
restored  Catholicism  (1574)  in  Eirhsfelde,  which  had  become  wholly 
evangelical.  Balthasar  von  Dernbach,  Abbot  of  Fulda,  who  was  almost 
the  only  Catholic  in  his  district,  pursued  the  same  course  (1575).  But 
he  fell  out  with  the  chapter,  which,  with  the  knights,  drove  him  off.  The 
Bi&hop  of  WUrzburg,  Julius  Echter,  who  had  aided  them,  assumed  the 
government  of  the  institution  (1576).  But  early  in  1577  the  abbot  was 
58* 
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restored  by  imperial  aothority,  and  the  laet  trace  of  Protestantism  wu 
then  obliterated.  Julius  of  Wiirzburg,  who  was  placed  in  great  peril, 
would  probably  have  fi»llowed  the  example  of  Gehhard  of  Cologne  (J  17, 
6),  if  the  rci^alt  had  been  different:  but,  as  it  was,  he  justified  himself 
in  exterminating  Pmtestantism  from  his  almost  wholly  Protestant  dis- 
trict (from  1584).  Ilis  example  was  followed  by  the  bishops  of  namberg, 
Salzbvrtj,  Hildesheim^  MunsUry  Paderborn,  etc.  The  Jesuit"*  were  everr- 
where  at  work,  openly  and  secretly.  Then  Ferdinand  IT.  of  Steiermark 
(emperor  from  1619)  and  Maximilian  I.  of  Bavaria,  lx»th  great  pupils 
of  the  Jesuits,  and  e<iucated  at  Ingolstadt,  appeared  on  the  stage.  When 
Ferdinand  celebrated  Easter  (15%)  in  GratZy  he  was  the  only  one  who 
communed  according  to  the  Catholic  mode.  Two  years  afterwards  he 
began  the  counter-reformation,  and  carried  it  to  a  glorious  completion, 
in  the  spirit  of  the  Jesuits.  His  relative.  Emperor  Rudolf  l\,,  encou- 
raged by  this,  followed  his  example  (cf.  {  lO,  9).  In  Switzerland^  also, 
the  Jesuits  and  papal  nuncios  made  successful  effi>rts  to  restore  Catho- 
licism fully,  in  the  Catholic  and  mixed  cantons.     (Cf.  {  33,  1.) 

3.  But  the  restoration  was  not  limited  to  Germany.  It  embraced  aU 
Europe.  Everywhere  the  Jesuits  urged  their  way,  and  contrived  to 
effect  something  even  where  there  seemed  to  be  no  prospect  of  success. 
(Cf.  {  10.)  In  France  the  sanguinary  civil  wars  broke  out  in  1562; 
in  the  Netherlands  the  Duke  of  Alba  an>4e  in  15G7.  The  Jesuits  pene 
trated  Polaml  in  1569,  and  thence  worked  their  way  into  Livonia,  In 
1578  the  cunning  Jesuit  Possetin  appeared  in  Sweden^  and  converted 
the  king.  Even  in  England,  where  Elizabeth  threatened  (1582)  every 
Jesuit  with  death,  scores  of  them  toiled  in  secret,  and  kept  alive 
the  glimmering  spark  of  Catholicism  with  promises  of  better  times 
(cf  i  33,  3). 

4.  Pnssia  and  the  United  Greeks.  —  The  attempts  made  from  time  to 
time,  after  the  Council  of  Florence,  to  win  over  the  Russian  Church, 
had  been  abortive.  Then  the  unhappy  war  between  lean  II.  Wassilje- 
vitsch  and  Stephen  Bathori  of  Poland,  broke  out,  and  aifonlod  the  pope 
the  dosirod  opportunity  of  offorinj^  himself  as  a  mediator.  To  this  end 
Groijorii  XIII.  sent  the  subtle  Jesuit  Anthony  Possevin  to  Poland  and 
Russia  (1581).  The  czar  received  him  with  great  distinction,  gnmted 
him,  also,  a  reli}j:i<»us  conference,  but  he  neither  could  be  induced  to  at- 
tach himsolf  to  ll(»nie  nor  to  banish  the  Lutherans.  On  the  other  hand, 
Rome  triumnhed  in  havinc^  effected  a  union  of  the  Greeks  in  the  oro- 
vinces  of  Western  Russia,  which  had  revolted  to  Poland,  partly  by 
violence,  partly  by  deception :  the  union  having  been  ratified  by  the 
Church  at  the  Synod  of  Brest  (1504).  The  united  Greeks  were  required 
to  submit  to  the  supremacy  of  R<^)me  and  'ts  doctrine,  but  were  allowed 
(0  retain  their  old  ecclesiastical  customs.     (Cf  J  42,  5 ;  45.) 
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i  32.  THE  ORIENTAL  CIIURCnES  AND  THE  WEST. 

Cf.  K.  B.  Uagenbach,  Vorless.  li.  Wesen  u.  Gesch.  d.  Ref.  Bd.  fV. 

2  A.  Lpz.  1854. 

The  Eastern  Church  opened  new  prospects  of  conquest  to 
Popery ;  but  either  no  actual  results  were  secured,  or  they  soon 
again  disappeared.  Still  more  illusory  were  the  hopes  awakened 
in  London  and  Geneva,  that  a  Calvinistic  regeneration  of  the 
Greek  Church  might  be  eflfected. 

1.  Expectations  of  the  Catholics.  —  Rome  sent  successive  missions, 
mostly  Je«uits,  into  Turkish  countries,  to  operate  both  among  the  or- 
thodox and  schismatic  Greek  Churches,  and  at  the  same  time  to  oppose 
Protestant  interests  there.  They  succeeded,  however,  only  in  the  matter 
last  mentioned.  The  Jesuit  mission  in  Abyssinia,  which  we  loft  (§  30,  4) 
in  a  rather  hopeless  condition,  was  now  reaping  a  glorious  harvest. 
The  Jesuit  Peter  Paez  acquired  influence  over  the  Sultan  Sflffued,'&nd. 
induced  him  to  renounce  the  Jacobite  heresy  by  promises  of  iSpanisb 
support.  Urban  VIII.  appointed  the  Jesuit  Alfonso  MendezCaihoWQ 
patriarch  of  Abyssinia  (1625).  But  the  clergy  and  people  several 
times  roso  up  against  the  sultan  and  his  patriarch.  They  were  con- 
quered in  a  bloody  civil  war,  but  Se.tpied  thought  it  prudent  to  abate 
his  c*>ercive  measures,  notwithstanding  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  Je- 
suits with  his  course.  Ilis  successor  Saf/hed  expelled  the  entire  Jesuit 
mission,  an  I  almost  every  trace  of  Catholicism  disappeared  (1642).— 
New  prospects  of  gaining  Russia  opened  under  the  pseudo  Demetrius 
(1005),  who  attached  himself  to  the  Catholic  interests  of  Poland;  b»it 
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jast  this  convinced  the  Russians  that  Demetrias  could  be  no  genuint 
Bon  of  the  Czars.  When  his  Catholic  bride,  a  Pole,  entered  Moscow 
with  200  of  her  countrymen,  an  insurrection  occurred  which  cost  him 
his  life. 

2.  Expectations  of  the  Calvinist^. — Cyrillvs  Lucaris,  of  Candia  (pa- 
triarch of  Alexandria  from  1602-1021,  then  patriarch  of  Constanti- 
nople), had  imbibed  a  decided  partiality  for  Calvinism  during  his  visit« 
to  Geneva,  and  after  his  return  earnestly  thought  of  effecting  a  union. 
By  means  of  letters  and  messengers  he  maintained  a  constant  corre- 
spondence with  Reformed  theologians  in  England,  Holland,  and  Swit- 
Berland,  and  in  1G26  sent  a  well-nigh  Calvinistic  confession  of  faith  to 
Geneva.  But  the  other  Greek  bishops  persistently  opposed  his  plans 
of  union,  and  influential  Jesuits  in  Constantinople  excitc<i  political 
suspicions  against  him.  On  this  account  the  sultan  several  times  de- 
posed him,  and  he  was  finally  (1638)  seized  and  strangled  for  high 
treason.  (Cf.  Ilefele^  in  d.  tlibg.  Quartalscher.  1843.  IV. — A.  Twtsten^ 
in  d.  deutsch.  Ztschr.  v.  Schneider,  1840.  Nr.  39.) 

3.  Orthodoxy  Confirmed,  —  The  Russian  orthodox  Church,  after  its 
emancipation  from  Constantinople,  and  the  establishment  of  an  inde- 
pendent patriarchate  at  Moscow  (1589),  had  become  decidedly  more 
prominent  than  that  of  Greek  countries,  and  the  Russian  Czar  had 
assumed  the  position  of  the  former  Roman  Emperor  of  the  East,  as 
protector  of  the  entire  orthodox  Church.  The  various  perils  which  for 
some  time  threatened  the  orthodox  faith,  by  a  Catholic  and  Protestant 
union,  led  the  learned  metropolitan  Fetrus  Mogila  of  Kiev  to  prepare  a 
new  confession  of  faith,  which  was  formally  approved  (1043),  at  a 
synod  in  Constantinople,  by  all  the  orthodox  patriarchs  (of  Constanti- 
nople, Alexandria,  Antiooh,  Jerusalem,  Moscow),  as  dp^6o|oj  o/AoTcoyMk 

i  33.  CATHOLICISM  AND  PROTESTANTISM. 

The  Jesuit  counter-reformation  progressed  with  unabated 
vigor,  and  during  the  first  quarter  of  this  century  achieved  the 
most  brilliant  results  in  Bohemia.  The  Peace  of  Westj»halia  set 
bounds  to  its  violent  measures,  but  not  to  its  secret  machinations 
and  open  arts  of  deception.  Next  to  the  conversion  of  the 
Bohemians,  the  restoration  accomplished  most  in  France  by  the 
revocation  of  the  edict  of  Nantes.  The  Catholic  cause  gloried 
also  in  the  return  of  many  Protestant  princes,  who  were  converted 
mostly  by  the  zeal  of  the  Jesuits.  The  most  remarkable  exam- 
ples of  this  kind  were  the  capricious  conversion  of  Christina 
of  Sweden,  and  that  of  the  dynasty  of  Electoral  Saxony.  Re- 
peated union  efforts  were  also  started,  but  they  proved  as  abor« 
tive  as  earlier  attempts. 
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i .  T/ie  Restaration  in  Germany  and  the  neighboring  Territories,  (C£ 
Peicheck,  1.  c.  J  31.) — In  1609  the  Emperor  Rudolf  II,  had  guaranteed 
the  existence  and  freedom  of  Protestantism  in  Bohemia,  by  a  letter  of 
majesty.  But  the  Emperor  Matthias,  by  preventing  the  erection  of  A 
church-edifice,  practically  violated  the  promises  of  the  letter  of  majesty. 
The  excited  Bohemians  cast  the  imperial  councillors  out  of  the  window, 
chased  off  the  Jesuits,  and  chose  the  Elector  Frederick  V.  of  the  Pala- 
tinate as  their  king  (1G18).  But  Ferdinand  II.  conquered,  tore  up  the 
letter  of  majesty,  led  back  the  Jesuits,  expelled  the  Protestant  clergy, 
etc.  Christian  IV.  of  Denmark,  with  some  other  princes,  attempted  to 
rescue  Protest  tan  t  ism,,  but  they,  also,  were  defeated.  Ferdinand  II., 
drunken  with  victory,  issued  an  edict  of  restoration  (1629),  as  an  autho* 
ritative  declaration  of  religious  peace,  by  which  the  Protestants  were 
to  deliver  up  all  the  monasteries  confiscated  after  the  treaty  of  Passau. 
Calvinists  were  excluded  from  the  Peace,  and  the  Catholic  States  were 
granted  unconditional  liberty  to  suppress  Protestantism  in  their  here- 
ditary countries.  Then  Gustavus  Adolphus  (ob.  1632)  of  Sweden,  im- 
pelled no  less  by  religious  than  political  motives,  stood  forth  as  the 
deliverer  of  Protestantism.  The  unhappy  war  was  finally  terminated 
by  the  Peace  of  WestphaUay  at  MQnster  and  Osnabrlick.  Germany  lost 
many  excellent  province^,  but  liberty  of  thought  and  religion  was  se- 
cured. The  Religious  Peace  of  Augsburg  was  confirmed  by  a  Swedish 
and  French  guaranty,  and  extended  to  the  Reformed,  also,  as  related 
to  the  Augsburg  Confession.  Jan.  1,  1624,  was  fixed  as  the  date  when 
possession  should  be  taken  of  the  Church  property.  Thus  the  political 
balance  of  the  Protestant  and  Catliolic  States  in  Germany  was  estab- 
lished. But  the  pope  persistently  refused  to  recognize  the  Peace ;  and 
by  means  of  Jesuitic  manceuvring  and  political  measures,  considerable 
limitations  were  imposed  upon  the  Protestant  Church.  It  was  wholly 
exterminated  in  Bohemia,  and  in  the  other  Austrian  hereditary  States 
the  oppressions  increased  until  the  reign  of  Joseph  II.  In  Silesia 
more  than  1000  churches  were  taken  from  the  Evangelicals  after  the 
edict  of  restoration.  A  restitution  was  not  thought  of;  the  persecution 
and  oppression  continued  during  the  entire  century  (J  44,  4),  and  com- 
pelled thousands  to  emigrate  (mostly  to  upper  Lusatia).  In  Hungary 
the  number  of  Protestants  was  reduced  one-half,  by  various  intrigues 
and  enticements.  Transylvania,  however,  continued  a  place  of  refuge 
for  the  dissenters.  In  Livonia,  also,  which  was  under  Polish  dominion 
from  1561,  the  Jesuits  had  effected  an  entrance,  and  began  their  work 
of  restoration  ;  but  Swedish  rule,  under  Gustavus  Adolphus  (from  1621), 
put  an  end  to  their  machinations.  The  Valteline^ massacre  (1620)  was 
a  Swiss  Bartholomew's  eve  on  a  smaTTscale,  but  with  equal  madness 
and  cruelty.  All  the  Protestants  were  murdered  in  one  day.  The 
conspirators,  at  the  ringing  of  the  storm-bell  at  the  earliest  dawn,  broke 
into  the  houses  of  the  heretics,  and  murdered  all  they  met  with,  to  the 
iMibo  at  the  broast.    From  four  to  five  hundred  were  killed.     The  Palo* 
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tinatfif  into  which  the  Reformed  faith  had  been  forcibly  introduced, 
came  (1685)  under  the  dominion  of  the  Catholic  honse  of  Neubnrg, 
and  then  the  Reformed  Church  suffered  most  from  the  oppieshive  mea* 
pures  adopted.  In  Juliers-Cleve-Berg  the  Reformation  had  from  the 
first  progressed  successfully,  but  was  stopped  and  thrown  back  by  the 
victory  of  Charles  V.  ({  15,  8)  and  the  full  of  Archb.  Hermann  ({  16,  2). 
Frrtm  the  middle  of  the  16th  century,  however,  a  number  of  Walloon 
zealous  Reformed  fugitives  from  Belgium  settled  in  those  districts,  and 
powerfully  strengthened  the  Protestant  element.  From  that  time  the 
Reformed  Church  had  a  decided  preponderance  over  the  Lutheran  ;  and 
the  Lutherans,  whilst  strictly  adhering  to  the  doctrine  of  their  Church, 
adopted  many  Reformed  peculiarities  in  Church  government  and  wor- 
ship. By  the  treaty  concerning  inheritance  of  Juliers-Cleve  (1666), 
Cleve,  Mark,  and  Ravensberg  passed  over  to  the  Reformed  house  of 
Brandenburg,  but  Juliers  and  Berg  to  the  Catholic  Palatinate,  whilst 
each  government  pledged  protection  to  subjects  of  a  different  faith  from 
its  own.  and  also  conceded  to  them  the  jus  retortionis,  if  their  complaints 
did  not  secure  reparation. 

2.  Proteatayits  in  France,  and  Waldenses  in  Piedmont.  (Cf.  /.  Chr, 
K,  Hoffmann,  Gesch.  d.  Aufruhrs  in  d.  Sevennen.  Nordl.  1838.  —  G.  p. 
Polenz,  d.  Camisarden  u.  d.  Kirchen  d.  Wiiste ;  in  the  ev.  K.  Z.  1846, 
Nr.  64,  etc.,  74,  etc. ;  1848,  Nr.  18,  etc.)— Henry  IV.  (1588-1610)  faith- 
fully  adhered  to  the  promises  of  the  Edict  of  Nantes.  But  under  Louis 
XIII.  (1610-43)  oppressions  of  the  Huguenots  were  revived,  and  excited 
them  to  new  insurrections.  Richelieu  annulled  their  political  claims, 
though  in  the  Peace  of  Nismes  (1629)  their  religious  rights  were  re- 
tained. Louis  XIV.  (1643-1715)  allowed  his  confessors  to  persuade 
him  to  atone  for  his  excesses  by  purging  his  dominions  of  all  ht^retics. 
Money  and  court-influence  having  done  their  part,  the  terrible  dragon- 
nadcs  commenced  the  work  of  converting  the  Protestants  (1681).  In 
1685  the  Ibrnial  Revocation  of  the  Edict  (^  Nantes  was  issued,  and  the 
worlT  of  conversion  was  carried  forward  more  furiously  than  ever. 
Thousands  of  churches  were  demolished,  confessors  past  numbering 
were  executed  or  doomed  to  the  galleys,  and  violently  robbed  of  their 
children,  etc.  In  spite  of  fearful  penalties  against  emigration,  and 
the  most  careful  guarding  of  tlie  borders,  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
refugees  escaped,  and  were  received  with  open  arms  in  Brandenburg, 
Holland,  England,  and  Switzerland.  Many  fled  to  the  Cecennes,  whore 
(called  Camisard^),  with  incredible  courage,  and  under  various  fanati- 
cal, prophetic  manifestations,  they  maintained  themselves  against  the 
converting  and  persecuting  efforts  of  the  Catholics,  during  a  strujjgle 
of  20  years,  and  finally  secured  tolerable  conditions  of  peace  (1704). 
France  lost  a  half  milli  >n  of  its  most  pious,  industrious,  and  thrifty 
inhabitants,  and  still  two  millions  of  Reformed  remained  in  the  country, 
though  deprived  of  almost  every  right. — The  oppressions  of  the  WaU 
denses  in  Piedmont  were  intimately  connected  with  the  persecutions  of 
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the  Huguenots  in  France.  Although  the  Duke  of  Savoy  confirmed  to 
thorn  their  privileges  in  1654,  a  fearfully  bloody  persecution  broke  out 
against  them  in  1655,  professedly  for  the  purpose  of  purging  their 
abodes  for  the  Papists  banished  during  the  Irish  massacre  under  Crom« 
well  (see  3,  below).  The  cruelties  of  the  troops  despatched  for  this 
purpose  drove  the  Waldenses  to  a  desperato  resistance.  Through  the 
mediation  of  the  Protestant  cantons  of  Switzerland  a  miserable  toleration 
was  again  secured ;  and  by  large  contributions  of  money  from  abroad, 
their  temporal  losses  were  measurably  repaired.  But  in  1685  the  per- 
secution and  civil  war  were  revived  at  the  instigation  of  Louis  XIV, 
The  soldiers  forced  their  way  through  the  valleys  and  compelled  the 
inhabitants  to  flee.  A  portion  found  refuge  in  WUrtemberg,  others  ic 
Switzerland.  The  latter,  supported  by  Swiss  troops,  invaded  Piedmoci 
in  1689,  and  reconquered  their  homes.  Thenceforth  they  maintained 
their  rights  in  spite  of  all  conceivable  oppressions. 

3,  Tlie  Catholics  in  England. — When  James  I.  (1603-25),  the  son  of 
Mary  Stuart,  ascended  the  throne  of  England,  the  Catholics  expected 
nothing  less  of  him  than  the  complete  restoration  of  Catholicism.  But 
however  strongly  he  was  inclined  to  Catholicism,  his  predilection  for  a 
cesaroo-papistic  form  of  government  was  still  stronger.  Hence  James 
persecuted  the  Jesuits  with  reckless  severity,  because  they  opposed 
royal  supremacy  over  the  Church.  This  enraged  the  Catholics  to  tho 
highest  degree.  They  formed  a  conspiracy  (the  Outij>owder-j^Qt,_\^0^ ), 
by  which  they  intended  to  destroy  the  kin^  and  his  Family,  as' well  as 
the  members  of  the  parliament,  at  its  next  opening.  The  plot  was 
discovered  shortly  before  its  execution,  and  the  conspirators,  with  two 
Jesuit  abettors,  were  executed.  Thenceforth  still  more  rigid  measures 
were  used  against  Catholicism  and  its  adherents,  not  only  in  England, 
but  in  Ireland  also,  the  mass  of  the  people  there  adhering  firmly  to  the 
Papacy.  The  endless  sufferings  and  oppressions  inflicted  upon  them, 
led  to  a  most  sanguinary  catastrophe  there,  the  Irish  massacre  o/*1641. 
In  October,  1641,  a  couspiracy,  spread  among  all  fhe  Catholics  oTThe 
country,  broke  out.  It  aimed  at  the  annihilation  of  all  the  Protestants 
in  Ireland.  The  conspirators  forced  the  houses  of  Protestants,  and 
murdered  the  occupants,  or  drove  them  naked  and  helpless  from  their 
homes.  Thousands  died  of  hunger  and  qold  upon  the  highways.  Others 
were  driven  in  crowds  into  rivers,  wh^re  they  were  drowned,  or  into 
empty  houses,  which  were  then  fired.  The  number  of  those  who  perished 
is  said  by  some  to  have  reached  400,000.  This  event,  of  which  Charles  I. 
is  accused  of  having  been  previously  aware,  or  even  the  instigator,  was 
his  first  step  to  the  scaffcild  (1649).  In  opposition  to  the  Catholic  sym- 
pathies of  Charles  II.  (1660-85),  the  Parliament  ordained  the  Tesi-a^^t 
(1673),  by  which  every  public  officer,  in  the  civil  or  military  service, 
was  required  to  take  the  oath  of  supremacy,  to  condemn  transubstan- 
tiation  and  the  worship  of  saints,  and  partake  of  tho  Lord's  Supper  in 
t^ie  Anglican  Episcopal  Church.    The  declaraticn  of  a  certjiin  Titus 
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Oafes^  that  the  Jesuits  had  formed  a  conspiracy  to  murder  the  ^lug. 
and  restore  Popery  (1678),  caused  a  terrible  excitement  thrcMghout  the 
kingdom,  and  led  to  numerous  executions.  The  assertion  of  Oates,  how 
ever,  was  to  all  appearances  unfounded,  and  was  the  result  of  an  in* 
trigue,  designed  to  secure  the  exclusion  of  the  king's  Catholic  brother 
James  II.  from  the  successicm.  When  James  II.  assumed  the  crtiwn 
(1685-88),  he  at  once  opened  negotiations  with  Rome,  and  appointed 
scarcely  any  but  Catholics  to  the  various  civil  offices.  At  the  invitation 
of  the  Protestants,  William  III.  of  Orange,  the  king's  son-in-law,  landed 
in  England  (1688),  and  after  the  flight  of  James  was  proclaimed  King 
of  England  by  the  Parliament  (1689). 

4.  Converted  Princes. — (Cf.  Gallerie  d.  denkw.  Personen,  welche  im 
16.  17.  18.  Jahrh.  zur  kath.  K.  ubergetr.  sind.  Ilerausgeg.  v.  F.  W.  Ph. 
Amnion.  Erlg.  1833.) — The  first  reigning  prince  who  returned  to  Ca- 
tholicism was  the  Margrave  Ja^ob  III.  of  Baden^  in  1590.  But  incom- 
parably greater  surprise  was  occasioned  by  the  conversion  of  Queen 
Chri.H(ina  of  Sweden,  the  daughter  of  Gustavus  Adolphus,  a  highly 
gifted  and  intelligent,  but  also  a  vain  and  perverse  princess.  Iler 
chief  motive  was  to  do  something  extraordinary,  for  in  reality  she 
esteemed  the  new  religion  as  little  as  she  did  the  old.  As  she  pre- 
viously abdicated  the  throne  (1654),  the  Catholic  Church  gained  no- 
thing by  her  conversion  but  the  vain  glory  of  it,  and  Pope  Alexander 
VII.  had  to  grant  his  spiritual  daughter  a  pension  of  10,000  scudi,  to 
keep  her  from  starving.  Of  greater  account  was  the  apostacy  of  the 
Elector  Frederic  Augnstus  of  Saxony  (1697),  the  Miphfy,  mighty  in 
herculean  strength,  still  more  mighty  in  unbounded  profligacy.  (Cf 
Bar.  V.  Pollnitz,  d.  galante  Sachsen.  Offb.  1735).  lie  was  tempted  to 
this  by  the  crown  of  Poland.  The  people  and  States,  however,  main- 
tained their  ecclesiastical  rights.  He  himself  died  trusting  in  the 
mercy  of  God  in  Christ  to  penitent  sinners.  But  Saxony,  the  father- 
land of  the  Reformation,  is  still  ruled  by  a  Catholic  prince. 

5.  Union  Efforts. — (Cf.  C.  W.  Herijifj,  Gesch.  d.  kirchl.  Unionsvers. 
seit  d.  Rcf.  Lpz.  1836-38.  2  Bde.)— (1.)  King  Wladislas  IV.  of  Poland 
thouglit  it  possible  to  effect  an  understanding  and  reconciliation  be- 
tween the  Catholics  and  Protestants  of  his  kingdom:  and  to  this  end 
appointe<l  a  Pdiffions  colloquy  at  Thorn  (1645).  Prussia  and  Branden- 
burg were  also  invited  to  participate.  The  elector  sent  his  court- 
preachor,  John  Berrj,  and  requested  the  Duke  of  Brunswick  to  send  the 
Helmstadt  theologian  George  Calixtus.  The  principal  Lutheran  speakers 
were  Ahr.  Calov  of  Dantzig  and  Johji  Hulsemann  of  Wittenberg.  That 
Calixtus,  a  Lutheran,  supported  the  Reformed,  embittered  the  Lu- 
therans at  the  (utnet,  beyond  measure.  The  result  was  an  aggravation 
of  the  schisms  :)n  all  sides  (J  44,  4).  The  Reformed  set  forth  their 
views  in  the  Declaratio  Thomniensis,  which  acquired  symbolical  signi- 
ficance in  Brandenburg.  (2.)  Jacques  Bentgne  Bosstiet  (ob.  1704), 
Bish'  p  of  Meaux,  employed  his  extraordinary  eloquence  (from  1671) 
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ill  efforts  to  open  the  way  for  the  return  of  the  Protestants  to  the  only 
true  Church.     In  several  works  (Exposition  de  la  doctrine  de  T^glise 
cath.  sur  les  matiferes  de  coutroverse,  1071,  and  Ilist.  des  variations 
des  6glises  prot.  1G88),  he  set  forth  the  Catliolic  faith  in  an  ideal  form, 
concealed  those  points  in  it  specially  objectionable  to  Protestants,  and 
endeavored,  acutely  but  sophistically,  to  show  that  the  doctrines  of 
Protestants  were  untenable  and  contradictory.    Simultaneously  a  union 
project  was  started  again  at  the  imperial  court,  at  the  instigation  of 
the  Spaniard  Spinola^  Bishop  of  Neustadt  near  Vienna,  who  had  come 
into  the  country  as  confessor  of  the  queen.     The  controverted  points 
were  to  be  decided  by  a  free  council,  but  the  primacy  of  the  pope,  and 
the  hierarchical  orders,  were  to  be  antecedently  admitted,  as  established 
jure  humano.     In  order  to  awaken  interest  in  this  plan,  SpinoJa,  by 
order  of  the  Emperor  Leopold  I.,  travelled  through  almost  the  whole 
of  Germany.     lie  was  most  favorably  received,  from  regard  for  the 
emperor,  in  Hanover,  where  Molanus,  the  Abbot  of  Loccum,  very 
earnestly  furthered  the  union  effort ;  Bossuet  on  the  side  of  the  Catho- 
lics, and  the  great  philosopher  Leibnitz  on  the  side  of  the  Protestants, 
taking  part  in   the  measure.     But   notwithstanding  some  reciprocal 
approximation,  his  exertions  were  fruitless.     Some  have  supposed  that 
Leibnitz  had  secretly  embraced  Catholicism,  from  a  MS.  discovered 
after  his  death,  inscribed  by  a  strange  hand :   Sy sterna  theologicum 
Leibnitii  (transl.  into  German  by  RUss  u.  Weis.  3ded.  Mayence,  1825). 
It  contains  a  Latin  treatise  in  vindication  of  the  doctrines  and  usuges 
of  the  Romish  Church.     Fully  as  Leibnitz  may  have  been  inclined  and 
qualified  to  fathom  and  acknowledge  what  is  profound  and  true  in 
Catholicism,  his  aim  in  this  treatise,  most  probably,  was  to  see  whether 
and  how  far  Catholicism  might  bo  vindicated  from  its  own  stand-point. 
That  the  work  does  not  set  forth  his  own  doctrinal  views,  is  manifest 
from  many  other  declarations,  in  which  he  affirms  most  distinctly  the 
irreconcilable  opposition  between  his  Protestant  views  and  Catholio 
doctrines.     (Cf.  Tholuck,  verm.  Schr.  I.  318,  etc.) 

I  34.  LUTIIERANISM,  CALVINISM,  ANGLICANISM. 

The  transition  of  Hesse- Cafisel  (1604),  of  the  earldom  of 
Lippe  (1602,  etc.),  and  of  the  reijrning  house  of  Brandenburg 
(1613),  gave  new  strength  to  the  Reformed  Chnrrh  in  the  heart 
of  Lutheran  Germany.  Renewed  attempts  to  unite  the  two 
Churches  were  as  abortive  as  the  efforts  to  effect  a  union  between 
the  Catholic  and  Protestant  Churches.  In  Enprland  and  Scot- 
land, the  Act  of  Toleration  (1689),  was  gained  by  the  Dissenters 
after  protracted  struggles. 

1.  The  Calrinising  of  Hesse- Cassel  (1G04).— (Cf.  W.  MiinscTier,  Vers, 
t.  Gesch.  d.  hess.  ref.  K.  Cass.  1850. — H,  Hepptj  Gesch.  d.  hess.  Gene- 
59 
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ralsyn.  v.  1568-82.  Cass.  1847,  2  Bde.,  together  with  the  Erlangei 
Ztschr.  far  Prot.  u.  K.  1855.  I. :  d.  BekenntDissstand  d.  s.  g.  ref.  K.  iL, 
Kurhessen.)  —Even  the  Landgrave  Philip  regarded  the  difference  be- 
tween the  Lutherans  and  Reformed  as  non-essential,  and  without  hesi* 
lation  appointed  the  Ref.  theol.  Andrew  Hyperius  to  a  chair  at  Mar- 
burg. His  son  WUliam  IV.,  who  inherited  Hesae-Cawel  (1567-92), 
declined  accepting  the  Form  of  Concord,  and  by  the  proceedings  of 
four  general  synods  prepared  the  way  for  the  adoption  of  ^alvinism  in 
the  land ;  his  son  Maurice  completed  the  work.  Maurice  embraced 
Calvinism  in  1604,  prohibited  the  Lutheran  Catechism,  introduced  the 
Reformed  worship,  and  expelled  resisting  preachers.  In  1604  Hesse- 
Marburg  came  under  his  rule.  He  promised,  indeed,  not  to  disturb 
the  existing  religion,  but  broke  his  word.  The  Lutheran  professors  fled 
to  Giessen,  where  the  zealous  Lutheran  Lewis  V,  of  Hesse-Darmstadt 
founded  a  Lutheran  university.  A  violent  popular  tumult  broke  out  in 
Marburg ;  Maurice  suppressed  it,  and  by  force  executed  a  total  change 
in  Church  matters.  His  cousin  Lewis  accused  him  before  the  emperor, 
and  the  imperial  chamber  transferred  Marburg  to.  Hesse-Darmstadt. 
But  during  the  disorders  of  the  Thirty  Years'  war,  William  Fl,  son  of 
Maurice,  reclaimed  it.  Meanwhile  the  brief  Lutheran  interregnum 
bad  strengthened  Lutheranism  there,  so  that  it  existed  in  Upper  Hesise, 
beside  Calvinism,  whilst  all  Lower  Hesse  remained  Reformed. 

2.  The  Calvinisijig  of  the  Earldom  of  Lippe  (1602,  etc.). — Simon  VI. 
of  Lippe,  was  brought,  by  his  stirring  life,  into  frequent  contact  with 
the  Reformed  Netherlands,  and  into  special  intimacy  with  Maurice  of 
Hesse.  His  earldom  was  soundly  Lutheran,  but  from  1602  Calvinism 
glided  imperceptibly  into  it,  by  the  decided  favor  of  the  prince.  The 
chief  agent  of  this  innovation  was  Henry  Dreckmq/er,  appointed  gene- 
ral superintendent  in  Dotniold  (1509).  During  a  visitation  in  1602, 
the  festivals  of  Mary  and  the  Apostles,  exorcism,  signing  with  the 
cross,  the  host,  burning  candles,  and  Luther's  catechism,  were  abolished. 
The  clergy  who  resisted  were  deposed,  and  Calvinists  were  appointed 
in  their  stead.  The  city  of  Le.m(jo  withstood  the  longCs^t,  and  by  a 
struggle  of  eleven  years  with  the  prince  (160()-17),  saved  its  Lutheran 
faith.  After  the  death  of  Simon  VI.,  his  successor  Simon  VII.  finally 
allowed  tlie  city  the  free  exercise  of  its  Lutheran  form  of  religion. 

3.  The  Transition  of  the  Electoral  House  of  Brandenburg  was  of 
greater  importance,  at  least  in  its  consequences,  than  all  earlier  con* 
quests  of  Calvinism.  John Siyismund{\Q>0?^\^)  had  by  oath  promised 
his  father  Joachim  Frederick,  that  he  would  adhere  to  the  Lutheran 
Church,  and  was  thrice  required  to  give  a  bond  to  this  effect.  But  his 
own  inclination,  which  was  fostered  by  his  connection  with  the  Palati- 
nate court,  together  with  his  expectation  of  inheriting  Juliers-Cleves, 
and  securing  an  advantageous  alliance  with  the  Netherlands,  prevailed 
over  his  vow.  His  Calvinistic  court^preacher,  Sol,  Fink,  no  doubt, 
aUo,  contributed  to  this  result.    At  any  r«te,  on  Christmas  (1613),  he 
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entered  the  Reformed  Church,  claiming  that  in  divine  matters  no  Donj 
eould  obligate  against  the  conscience.  The  Augnburg  Confession  (of 
course  the  Variata)  —  the  condition  of  admittance  to  the  Religious 
Peace  of  Augsburg  —  he  retained.  But  he  introduced  a  Calvinistio 
symbol  of  his  own  [Conf.  Siyismundi  or  Marchica  (1614),  omitting 
the  doctrine  of  predestination.  He  could  not,  however,  compel  his 
people  to  follow  his  example  ;  even  his  wife,  Anna  of  Prussia,  refused. 
No  efforts  were  spared.  His  court-preacher,  John  Gerike,  had  to  flee, 
likewise  Martin  WiUich,  another  preacher,  from  Berlin.  But  when 
they  liegan  to  remove  the  altars,  pictures,  and  baptismal  fonts  from 
the  Berlin  churches,  a  mighty  popular  insurrection  was  excited,  which 
was  not  quelled  without  bloodshed  (1015).  The  following  year  the 
elector  forbade  the  teaching  of  the  conimunicatio  idiom  atum  and  ubiqui- 
ias  corporis,  at  the  university  of  Frankfort-on-the-Oder,  till  then  Lu- 
theran ;  and  when  the  Wittenbergers  [Leonard  Hufter)  issued  a  violent 
*issault  upon  him  (Calvinista  aulico-politicus,  d.  i.  chr.  u.  nothwend. 
Bericht  von  den  vornehmst.  polit.  Ilauptgrlinden,  durch  welche  man 
die  Calvinisterei  in  die  hochlubl.  Kur-u.  Mark  Br.  einzufUhren,  sich 
eben  stark  bemliht,  1616), he  forbade  all  his  subjects  visiting  the  univer- 
sity of  Wittenberg,  and  commanded  that  the  Form  of  Concord,  which 
he  and  the  whole  country  had  previously  subscribed,  should  be  stricken 
from  the  collection  of  the  symbolical  books  of  the  Lutheran  Church  of 
his  land. 

4.  Union  Efforts,  (Cf.  Budelbachf  1.  c.  }  13,  8.)  —  Amidst  the  trou- 
bles of  the  Thirty  Years'  war,  the  princes  of  the  electorates  of  Saxony 
and  Brandenburg,  and  of  Hesse-Cassel,  appointed  a  Religious  Colloquy 
at  Leipsic  (1631),  to  heal,  if  possible,  the  old  schisms.  The  Reformed 
were  much  inclined  to  yield ;  they  were  even  willing  to  acknowledge 
the  invariata.  The  Lutherans  (the  Dresden  court-preacher  Hoe  of 
Hoenegg,  and  the  Leipsic  professors,  Pohjc.  Leyser  and  Henry  Hdpfner), 
accepted  this,  but  remonstrated  against  explaining  the  10th  art.  in  the 
sense  of  a  spiritual  participation.  They  parted  amicably,  but  the 
matter  ended  with  that.  On  the  contrary,  the  Religious  Colloquy  of 
Thorn  (1645)  only  aggravated  the  schism  (§  33,  5).  That  of  Cassel 
(1661),  between  some  Marburg  and  Ilelmstadt  theologians,  was  well 
meant ;  but  at  a  time  when  the  syncretistic  controversy  was  raging, 
reciprocal  concessions  could  only  make  the  parties  more  bitter.  The 
grecU  elector  Frederick  William  of  Brandenburg  (1640-88)  labored 
sealously  to  restore  religious  unity  among  his  Lutheran  and  Reformed 
subjects,  though,  indeed,  in  a  spirit  of  indifference  to  the  points  of 
diversity  between  them.  The  Lutherans  could  not  be  content  with 
this.  Confessors,  also,  were  not  wanting  among  them.  The  noblest 
of  these  was  the  admirable  composer  of  hymns,  Paul  Gerhardi,  (Cf. 
(?.  Langbecker,  Leben.  u.  Leid.  v.  P.  G.  Berl.  1841. — C.  A.  Wildenhahn, 
P.  0.,  ein  kirchengesch.  Lebensbild,  Lpz.  1845,  2  Bde.)  As  preacher 
ftt  the  church  of  St.  Nicholas  he  was  the  life  of  the  Lutheran  opposition 


184       SECTION  III.  —  SECOND  PERIOD  (CENT.  17  A.D.). 

As  ho  Bteadfastly  refused  to  sign  a  pledge  wfar^.lj  to  abstain  from  ac> 
tacking  the  Reformed  doctrines,  he  was  deposed  in  1666,  but  restored 
again  in  1667  (mainly  at  the  earnest  request  of  the  noble  consort  of 
the  elector,  Louisa  HenrieMa,  Princess  of  Orange,  and  therefore  Re* 
formed,  cf.  J  41,  1),  in  the  expectation  that  he  would  conform  to  the 
wish  of  the  elector,  even  without  giving  a  written  pledge.  But  hfs 
conscience  troubled  him,  and  he  made  a  public  declaration  which  led 
to  his  being  again  deposed.  Soon  afterwards  he  was  called  as  preacher 
to  Llibben,  in  Lausatia.     (06.  1676.)     (Cf.  {  48,  2.) 

5.  The  English  Non- Conformists,  (Cf.  J.  U,  MerU  d*Aubigne,  the 
Protector,  or  the  Engl.  Republic  under  Cromwell.) — James  I.  (1603-25), 
the  son  of  Mary  Stuart,  was  hated  by  the  Papists,  whose  expectations 
of  him  were  disappointed,  no  less  than  by  the  Calvinistic  Dissenters, 
who  accused  him  of  being  openly  inclined  to  popery,  on  account  of  his 
hierarchical  views.  Ilis  son  Charles  I.  inherited  this  animosity  (1625- 
49).  The  Scotch  made  a  covenant  for  the  maintenance  of  Calvinism; 
the  English  were  afraid  that  Catholicism  would  be  again  introduced ; 
the  Irish  massacre  (1641,  cf.  i  33,  3)  was  charged  upon  the  king;  and 
the  political  religious  fanaticism  of  the  Independents  under  Oliver 
Cromwell,  brought  Charles  to  the  scaffold  (1649).  Under  Cromwell's 
government  the  adherents  of  the  Episcopal  Church  were  oppressed, 
whilst  Dissenters  were  greatly  favored.  When  Charles  II.  ascended 
the  thnme  (1660),  this  was  reversed.  The  Test  Act  (1673,  cf.  {  33,  3). 
though  primarily  aimed  against  the  Catholics,  also  struck  Dissenters, 
and  excluded  them  from  all  civil  and  military  oflBccs.  But  William  of 
Orange  (from  1680),  by  the  Act  of  1689,  secured  toleration  to  Dis- 
senters also ;  only  Socinians  and  Catholics  were  excluded  from  its 
privileges. 


II.   THE   ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH. 

?35.    THE    PAPACY,    MOXASTICISM,    AND    IIEATUEN 

MISSIONS. 

The  theocratic  system  of  Hildebrand  had  perished  beyond  re- 
demption. Even  Catholic  princes  refused  to  be  any  longer  ruled 
in  political  affairs  by  the  vicecrerent  of  Christ.  The  ban  had  lost 
its  power,  but  the  popes  still  strove  to  rescue  the  idea,  even 
where  they  had  to  yielil  the  fact,  and  never  ceased  to  enter  im- 
potent protests  against  measures  of  which  they  disapproved. 
Politically  the  pope  was  only  a  prince  among  princes.  Among 
existing  monastic  order^^  the  Jesuits  enjoyed  by  far  the  most 
power  and  influence.     They  extended   the  pope's   infallibility 
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eyen  to  matters  of  fact.  The  other  Orders  were  envioas  and 
jealoas,  and  yigilantlj  seized  every  opportunity  of  assailing  the 
Jesuits,  especially  the  Disciples  of  St.  Thomas,  who  were  also 
their  doctrinal  antipodes.  Daring  this  period  also.  Catholic 
missions  among  the  heathen  were  prosecuted  with  vigorous  acti- 
vity. The  Jesuits  were  still  most  energetic ;  next  to  them  the 
Dominicans  and  Franciscans. 

1.  Hie  Papaqf, — PaulY.  (1605-21),  equally  energetic  in  politics  and 
the  interests  of  the  hierarchy,  had  nevertheless  to  experience  the  impo- 
tence of  the  papal  ban  and  interdict,  in  a  controversy  with  the  Republic 
of  Venice.  The  pious  and  learned  Servite,  Paul  Sarpi  (historian  of 
the  Council  of  Trent),  a  man  who  deeply  deplored  the  errors  of  his 
Church,  and  who  was  familiar  with  the**<S7y/ttw(7MriVE,"  but  did  not  fear 
it,  boldly  defended  the  liberty  of  the  Church  and  the  State,  and  the 
pope  had  to  yield.  His  successor  Gregomj  XV.  (1021-23)  wrote  a  secret 
scrutiny  for  the  election  of  a  pope,  canonized  Loyola,  and  enriched  the 
Vatican  library  with  the  valuable  treasures  of  the  Heidelberg  library, 
given  him  by  Maximilian  I.  after  the  conquest  of  the  Palatinate. 
Urban  VIII.  (Card.  Barberini,  1G23-24)  gave  the  bull  Coena  Domini 
its  present  form,  but  in  other  respects  did  more  for  the  martial  than 
religious  prosperity  of  the  Church  State.  Innocent  X.  (1644-55)  was 
derided  as  another  Johanna  Papissa,  on  account  of  his  shameful  subjec- 
tion to  a  woman  (Donna  Olympia).  His  fourth  successor  Innocent  XI. 
(1676-89),  an  energetic  pope,  and  one  who  sincerely  labored  for  the 
good  of  the  Church,  became  involved  in  a  dangerous  controversy  with 
France.  Louis  XIV.  (1643-1715)  exercised  the  established  right  of 
appropriating  the  revenues  of  vacant  benefices,  in  the  widest  sense, 
and  had  the  celebrated  principles  of  the  Galilean  Church  (propositiones 
cleri  Gallicani)  adopted  by  an  assembly  of  the  Paris  clergy.  (1.)  The 
power  of  the  pope  extends  only  to  spiritual,  not  to  temporal  matters. 
(2.)  The  spiritual  power  of  the  pope,  according  to  the  decision  of  the 
Council  of  Constance,  is  subject  to  the  supreme  authority  of  general 
councils.  (3.)  In  France  his  power  is  further  limited  by  the  old  eccle- 
siastical laws  of  France.  (4.)  The  decisions  of  the  pope  in  matters  of 
faith  are  only  infallible  by  their  agreement  with  the  entire  Church. 
The  pope  energetically  opposed  these  claims,  refused  to  confirm  French 
bishops;  and  his  successor  Innocent  XII.  had  the  satisfaction  of  seeing 
the  king  and  clergy  humbly  yielding  their  demands  (1691).  Never- 
theless, the  idea  of  the  liberty  of  the  Gallican  Church,  once  awakened, 
was  not  abandoned  ;  and  the  celebrated  Bishop  Bosseut  of  Meaux  wrote 
a  learned  and  extended  vindication  of  it  (Defensio  declarationis  cele- 
berrimae,  qaam  de  potestato  ecclest.  sanxit  Clerus  gallicanus,  2  vols. 
4to.)     (Cf.  J44,  l.)» 

2.  Kew  Congregations  and  Orders. — (1.)  The  Benedictine  Congrega^ 
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Hon  of  SL  Vanne,  at  Verdun,  founded  by  Didier  de  la  Cour^  stands 
foremost  among  the  creations  of  this  century.  Elected  Abbot  of  St. 
Vanne,  in  1596,  Didier  devoted  all  his  energies  to  the  reformation  of 
that  monastery,  which  had  utterly  degenerated.  A  papal  bull  of  1604 
granted  certain  rich  privileges  to  all  monasteries  which  would  unite  io 
B  congregation  with  St.  Vanne.  By  degrees  all  the  Benedictine  monas- 
teries in  Lorraine  and  Elsace  also  joined  that  congregation.  Didier's 
reform  aimed  mainly  at  morals  and  asceticism.  But  learning  and 
education  [Calmet^  Ceillier^  etc.)  were  also  diligently  promoted  by  the 
new  conjii^regation.  (2.)  The  Fathers  ofihe  Oratory  of  Jes\ts^  an  imita- 
tion  of  Philip  de  Neri's  priests  of  the  oratory  (J  29,  3).  It  was  founded 
by  Peter  of  Be)yUe,  son  of  a  Parliamentary  counsellor,  by  the  establish- 
ment of  an  oratory  in  Paris.  Peter  was  more  given  to  mysticism  than 
learning,  but  his  Order  took  another  course.  It  produced  many  stara 
of  Catholic,  and  at  the  same  time  very  liberal,  erudition  (Malebranche, 
Morinus,  Thomassinus,  Rich.  Simon,  Iloubigant,  etc.)  (3.)  The  ManriiieB 
in  France  (1618).  Taking  their  name  from  St.  Maurus,  the  pupil  of 
St.  Benedict,  they  aimed  at  a  revival  of  the  fallen  Order  of  Benedic- 
tines, and  were  distinguished  for  producing  many  really  learned  men. 
I'atristics  and  Church  History  owe  much  to  their  untiring  diligence. 
To  this  Order  belong  such  brilliant  names  as  those  of  Mabillon,  Mont- 
fau^on,  Ruinart,  Mart^ne,  D'Achery,  Le  Nourry,  etc.  (Cf.  J.  G,  Herhst^ 
d.  Verdienate  d.  Maur.  um  d.  Wissch.,  in  the  tUbg.  Quartalschr,  1833, 
I.  II.)  (4.)  The  Piarists,  founded  (1600)  by  the  Spaniard  Joseph  Ctda* 
same,  in  Rome,  for  the  instruction  of  youth  ;  in  this  sphere  they  were 
the  hated  rivals  of  the  Jesuits.  (5.)  The  Order  of  the  Visitation  of  our 
beloved  Ladies y  or  Salesians.  It  owed  its  origin  (1618)  to  that  superior 
mystic  Count  Francis  of  Sales  (J  36,  1),  a  zealous  proselyter  of  Pro- 
testants, and  the  Baroness  Francisca  of  Chantal,  who  stood  in  intimate 
spiritual  fellowship  with  him.  The  care  of  the  sick  and  training  of 
children  was  its  object  (cf.  B.  Reusing,  Leb.  d.  h.  Fr.  v.  Sales.  Paderb. 
1848).  (6.)  The  Priests  of  the  Missions,  and  (7.)  Sisters  of  Merry ^  were 
both  founded  by  Vincent  of  Paula.  Born  of  poor  parents,  after  com- 
plotinj;  his  studies,  he  was  captured  by  pirates,  and  succeeded,  as  a 
slave,  in  converting  his  master,  a  renegade  Christian.  Afterwards  he 
was  settled  at  Chatillon,  as  priest,  and  with  the  aid  of  the  family  of 
Count  Gondy,  awakened,  though  with  the  most  unassuming  humility, 
a  really  wonderful  and  efficient  measure  of  zeal  for  home  missions.  In 
1618  he  established  the  Order  of  Sisters  of  Mercy ^  who  devoted  them- 
selves faithfully  to  the  care  of  the  sick,  throughout  France ;  and  in 
1627  the  Order  of  Priests  of  the  Missions  (also  called  Lazarists),  who 
travelled  over  the  country  ministering  to  the  souls  and  bodies  of  men. 
After  the  death  of  the  Countess  of  Gondy,  he  appointed  Louise  le  Gras, 
a  widow  distinguished  alike  for  intelligence  and  piety,  superior  of  the 
Order.  Vincent  died  in  1660,  and  was  subsequently  canonized  (cf  L, 
V.  Stolberg,  Leb.  d.  h.  A^inc.  v.  Paula.  Wien,  1819,  and  JET.  E.  Schm^.edef 
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V.  T.  P.,  in  d.  evang.  K.  Z.  1832,  Nr.  77,  etc.)  (8.)  The  TrappUU, 
founded  by  Jean  le  BouihiUier  de  Band  (ob.  1700),  a  distinguished 
eanon,  who  was  led  to)  renounce  his  worldly  life  by  an  alarming  event, 
and  ran  into  the  opposite  extreme  of  over-wrought  asceticism  (1604). 
The  Order  took  its  name  from  the  Cistercian  Abbey  la  Trappe,  in  Nor- 
mandy, whose  commendatory  abbot  was  Ranc6.  After  many  difficulties 
he  succeeded  in  persuading  the  worldly  voluptuous  monks  to  adopt  a 
life  of  unexampled  austerity.  His  rule  imposed  unbroken  silence, 
excepting  in  prayer  and  singing,  and  the  occasional  admonition : 
meinenio  mori,  when  they  met  each  other.  Their  bed  was  a  hard  board, 
with  a  little  straw,  their  only  food  bread  and  water,  roots,  herbs,  some 
fruit  and  vegetables,  but  without  butter,  fat,  or  oil.  All  literary  pur- 
suits were  forbidden  ;  farming  their  recreation.  Their  dress  consisted 
of  a  dark-brown  cowl,  and  wooden  shoes.  Such  austerities  kept  moat 
other  monasteries  from  adopting  the  rule  (cf.  J  57,  2,  and  E.  L.  BUsertj 
d.  Ord.  d.  Trappisten.  Darmst.  1833. — Chateaubriand ^  Leb.  d.  Paters 
South,  de  Kanc^.  In  German,  Uhn,  1844).  (9.)  The  Christian  School 
Brethren^  fi'unded  in  1080,  l^y  the  Rheims  canon  Jean  Bapt.  de  la  SalU, 
for  the  training  and  instruction  of  children  of  the  laboring  classes. 
The  members  assume  the  vow  of  poverty,  chastity,  obedience,  and  con- 
tinuance in  the  institution,  but  they  dare  not  be  priest^i,  nor  strive  to 
become  priests.  In  the  course  of  time  the  institution  spread  mightily 
(over  France,  Belgium,  and  N.  America),  and  was  allowed  to  have  a 
superior-general  with  eight  assistants,  at  Paris.  (10.)  The  English 
Ladies^  founded  by  Mary  Ward,  the  daughter  of  an  English  nobleman 
who  adhered  to  Catholicism.  Fleeing  with  her  family,  she  founded  a 
society  of  English  young  ladies,  fugitives  like  herself,  at  St.  Omer  in 
France,  for  the  education  of  young  girls.  The  institution  was  s<x)n 
enlarged  by  admitting  persons  from  other  countries.  Houses  were 
also  established  in  Germany  (Cologne,  Munich,  Vienna,  etc.),  Italy,  and 
the  Netherlands.  It  never  obtained  papal  confirmation  ;  indeed  Urban 
VIII.,  listening  to  the  complaints  of  their  enemies,  who  charged  them 
with  heresy,  formally  abolished  the  society.  All  their  houses  and 
schools  were  closed  (excepting  that  in  Munich,  at  Maximilian's  especial 
request).  Mary  herself  was  imprisoned  and  handed  over  to  the  Inqui- 
sition in  Rome.  But  Urban  was  soon  convinced  of  her  innocence,  and 
released  her.  The  scattered  young  women  soon  assembled  again,  but 
the  society  was  not  formally  confirmed  until  1703,  by  Clement  XI.,  58 
years  after  the  death  of  the  founder.  Its  object  is  the  care  of  the  sick 
and  education  of  youth.  The  members  are  divided  into  three  classes : 
ladies  (nobles),  young  women  (civilians),  and  waiting  sisters.  All 
assume  the  three  vows  of  chastity,  poverty,  and  obedience,  annually, 
or  triennially  renewed,  and  binding  only  for  that  period.  They  may, 
therefore,  leave  the  society  and  marry.  They  still  have  many  houses 
in  Germany,  France,  Belgium,  England,  and  Italy. 

8.  Heathen  Missions.    (Cf.  {  30.) — From  1022,  the  missionary  oper^ 
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tion^  of  the  Catholic  Church  acquired  unity,  strength,  and  permanence^ 
through  the  grand  institution  of  Gregory  XV.,  the  Congregatio  de  prty 
paganda  fide  (cf.  O.  Mejer,  d.  Propag.,  ilire  Provinzen  u.  ihr  Recht.  2 
Bde.  Gottg.  1852,  etc.)  With  its  seminary  for  the  education  of  mis- 
sionaries it  became  the  heart  of  Catholic  missicms,  celebrating  the 
Epiphany  in  llome  by  having  the  praises  of  the  Lord  sung  in  all  the 
languages  of  the  world.  The  astonishing  success  of  Catholic  missions 
is  owing  partly,  no  doubt,  to  the  zeal,  perseverance,  and  self-denial  of 
the  missionaries,  but,  also,  to  the  readiness  with  which  they  accommo- 
date themselves  to  the  habits  and  views  of  different  nations,  if  the 
people  will  only  outwardly  embrace  Christianity,  without  antecedent 
knowledge  or  conversion.  RiccVs  death  in  IGIO  did  not  interrupt  the 
labors  of  tlie  Jesuits  in  the  Chinese  Mission.  In  1628,  Adam  SchaJU  a 
German  Jesuit,  arrived,  and  by  his  skill  in  mathematics  won  great 
respect  at  the  Chinese  court.  Everything  progressed  admirably.  The 
mission  flourished  gloriously  in  its  way.  But  in  1G31  the  Dominicam 
also  entered  China.  They  found  a  half  million  nominal  Christians, 
and  innumerable  Churches,  but  objected  earnestly  to  the  accommoda- 
tion measures  of  the  Jesuits,  and  the  mixture  of  heathen  and  Christian 
elements.  Rome  dismissed  their  complaints,  and  the  Jesuits  went 
boldly  forward.  lA)uis  XI Y.  then  founded  a  missionary  college  in 
Paris,  designed  mainly  for  China,  which  sent  Jesuits,  thoroughly  edu- 
cated in  mathematics,  into  the  central  empire.  Soon,  however,  the  old 
complaints  of  the  Dominicans  were  revived,  and  with  increased  vigor. 
In  1701  the  ]>opo  sent  a  legate,  Thomas  of  Tonrnon^  to  Asia ;  but  the 
Jesuits  put  him  out  of  the  way  (he  died  (1710)  in  prison  at  Macao), 
and  continue<l  their  operations,  despite  papal  injunctions  and  their  own 
fourth  v(»w.  Tln'ir  doings  in  Paragiiai/,  S.  America  (fn)m  1008),  were 
m<jst  renowned.  Tliere  they  converted  tlie  savages,  taught  them  Euro- 
pean customs,  tra<h*s,  and  arts,  and  organized  a  complete  independent 
government,  in  which  tlie  natives,  under  the  mild  patriarchal  rule 
of  the  Jesuits,  wiiom  they  o})eyed  like  children,  long  dwelt  in  pros- 
perity ;  the  Order,  meanwhile,  grew  very  rich.     (Cf.  §  44,  3.) 

?  :\C^.  MYSTICISM.  QUIETISM,  AND  JANSENISM. 

The  Rel'ormation  drove  back  the  Romish  Church,  which  had 
become  wholly  oxternalizod  in  life  and  doctrine,  to  a  revival  of 
mediipval  mysticism.  Tho  preceding  period,  already,  exhibits 
evidences  of  this  tendency  (St.  Theresa,  John  of  the  Cross,  etc.\ 
but  in  the  present  epoch  it  manifested  itself  more  energetically. 
The  powerful  Jesuits,  however,  who,  in  the  mecRanical  character 
of  all  their  religious  practices,  hated,  as  much  as  they  did  Au- 
<ustinis!n,  every  species  of  mysticism  which  held  outward  religious 
forms  in  little  esteem,  and  was,  indeed,  not  wholly  free  from  fana- 
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tical  enthusiasm.  They  branded  it  with  ine  heretical  name  of 
Quietism  ;  and  did  all  in  their  power,  by  violent  persecutions,  to 
harass  those  who  devoted  tliemselves  to  quiet  communion  with 
God,  and  to  prevent  the  successful  propagation  of  their  views. 
The  reaction  in  favor  of  Augustinism,  thus  far  confined  to  the 
Dominicans,  and  only  a  matter  of  theological  parties,  now  found 
a  citadel  in  French  Jansenism.  Combined  with  deep  moral 
earnestness,  it  spread  out,  pervading  and  purifying  Christian  life 
as  well  as  theological  science. 

1.  Mysfichm  and  QufeliAm. — The  noblest,  tenderest,  and  most  devout 
mystic  of  the  Catholic  Church,  after  the  Reformation,  was  Francis  of 
Sales  a  35,  2),  B.  of  Geneva  (i.  e.  in  partilms,  then  at  Annecy,  ob. 
1622).  His  overflowing  love,  and  conciliatory  manners,  led  crowds  of 
Protestants  back  to  the  Romish  Church.  Ilia  **  Philothea,  "  gives 
directions  to  the  pef)ple  of  the  world,  for  maintaining  a  devout  life,  and 
enjoying  a  sense  of  the  love  of  God,  amidst  all  the  distractions  of  their 
business.  Next  to  the  **  Imitation  of  Christ,"  it  is  the  most  popular 
and  common  devotional  b^M)k  in  the  Catholic  Church.  In  his  **  Theo- 
time"  the  reader  is  led  further  into  the  faintings  and  longings,  the 
pains  and  pangs,  the  joy  and  felicity  of  a  life  hid  in  God. — John  Sfheffler 
(Angclus  Silesius)  flourished  in  Germany;  he  was  a  friend  of  Jacob 
Bohm,  previously  a  Protestant,  then  a  convert,  physician  to  the  em- 
peror. Catholic  priest,  and  a  zealous  controversialist  (ob.  1677).  Whilst 
a  Protestant  he  composed  several  very  sweet,  devout  hymns.  After- 
wards he  produced  "  der  chcrubinische  Wandersman,"  a  collecticm  of 
poetical  sayings,  in  which,  with  childlike  simplicity  and  ardent  love, 
he  buries  himself  in  the  depths  of  the  universal  Godhead,  and  pro- 
pounds the  boldest  pantheistic  theses.  (Cf.  C.  F.  Gaupp,  d.  rom.  K. 
beleuchtet  in  einem  ihrer  Proselyten.  Dresd.  1840. — A.  Kahlert,  Aug. 
Sil.  Bresl.  1853. — P.  Wittmann  (Cath.),  Aug.  Sil.  als  Convert.,  Dichter 
u.  Polem.  Augsb.  1842.  Adv.  W.  Schrader,  Aug.  Sil.  u.  s.  Mystik. 
Ilalle,  18.').3,  who  endeavors  to  show  that  Aug.  Sil.  and  Scheffler  are 
two  different  persons;  cf.  G.  Schuster,  Aug.  Sil.  in  the  hist,  theol. 
Ztschr.  1857,  III.)  —  Similar  causes  produced  a  mystical  tendency  in 
Spain,  the  friends  of  which  were  called  Alomhrados  (illuminati). 
Michael  Molinos  of  Saragossa  imparted  to  this  movement  a  more  sub- 
stantial character.  From  1609,  as  priest  in  Rome,  he  became  the 
spiritual  guide  of  many  earnest  souls,  and  taught  them  how  to  find 
the  highest  enjoyment  of  piety,  in  sincere  prayer,  in  pure  love  to  God, 
and  in  a  calm,  peaceful,  immediate  contemplation  of  God.  lie  was 
unmolested  until  the  jealousy  of  the  Jesuits,  and  especially  the  machi- 
nations of  the  confessor  of  Louis  XIV.  La  Chaise,  incited  the  Inquisi- 
tion against  him.  He  was  put  in  confinement,  compelled  to  abjure  68 
statements  selected  from  his  books  (the  principal  one  was  his  Guida 
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Bpirituule,  published  in  Latin  by  A,  H,  Franche;  Manuductio  spirita** 
lis,  Lpz.  1687,  in  German  by  G.  Arnold;  Geistl.  Wegw.  Frkf.  1699)  a« 
heretical  and  blasphemous  (1087),  and  was  then  condemned  to  perpetuaJ 
confinement  in  a  monastery,  and  rigid  spiritual  oversight  (oh,  1696) 
His  adherents  wore  branded  as  Quietists  (cf.  C.  E,  Scharlin(jy  Mich,  de 
MoL,  in  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1854,  III.  IV.,  1855,  I.)  But  the  mys- 
tical tendency  was  not  thus  suppressed.  In  France,  especially,  it  found 
many  warm  friends  and  supporters.  AnioineUe  Rouri<jnon  [oh.  1680) 
spread  her  theosophic  and  fanatical  mysticism  in  the  Netherlands,  and 
adjacent  parts  of  Germany.  Peter  Poiret,  court-preacher  of  the  pmlatine 
Deux-Ponts  (once  a  Cartesian  philosopher,  then  an  ardent  admirer  of 
Mad.  Bourignon  and  Guyon)  published  her  works  in  25  vols.  Amst 
etc.  Concerning  her  doctrines,  cf.  IV.  Klose  in  the  hist.  ther)l.  Ztschr. 
1851,  p.  407. — The  mystical  love  of  Johanna  Maria  de  la  Mothe  Gnyrn 
(oh,  1717)  was  much  richer  and  purer.  Early  left  a  widow,  after  a 
vain  course  of  life,  she  devoted  herself  to  a  glowing  love  of  God.  That 
man  should  die  to  himself  and  to  all  self-will,  so  that  Christ  alone 
might  live  in  him,  and  that  man  should  love  God  without  regard  to 
reward  or  punishment,  yea,  even  though  it  should  please  God  to  damn 
him  for  ever,  were  the  thcmghts  which  underlay  her  life  and  labors, 
and  which  she  cherished  with  most  ardent,  sincere,  and  tender  love. 
She  travelled  many  years  with  her  confessor,  La  Comhe,  who  shared 
her  views,  through  France  and  Switzerland  ;  and  by  means  of  numen)ua 
writings,  and  oral  instruction,  kindled  a  like  burning  love  to  God  in 
the  hearts  of  countless  disciples,  male  and  female.  No  tribulations, 
persecutions,  imprisonments,  could  divert  her  from  her  purpose.  She 
found  powerful  protectors  at  the  court ;  Mad.  Maintenon  secured  her 
liberation  from  prison.  Above  all,  one  of  the  noblest  men  who  ever 
lived,  defended  her  against  her  enemies'  accusations  of  hcresv.  This 
was  Francis  de  Saliffnac  d^  la  Mothe  F^nelon,  formerly  tutor  of  the 
king's  nephews,  from  1005  Archbishop  of  Cambray  (oh.  1715).  By  his 
advice  she  bogged  the  king  for  an  examination  of  her  writings,  A 
commission,  headed  by  Hossuet^  objected  to  her  Amour  desint^ress^. 
Fenilon  then  defended  the  doctrine,  and  Bossuetj  incited  by  passion 
and  jealousy,  answered  in  several  writings.  Pension  sent  his  own 
writings  to  Rome.  In  the  mean  time  he  had  lost  the  king's  favor.  It 
was  the  more  easy,  therefore,  for  his  adversaries  to  induce  the  pope  to 
condemn  his  views.  Pension  (who  adhered  most  cordially  to  the  Ca- 
tholic Ciiurch,  and  had  ever  labored  zealously  for  the  conversion  of 
Protestants),  with  admirable  self-denial  and  humility,  read  the  brief 
of  his  own  condemnation  from  the  pulpit,  and,  putting  all  the  blame 
upon  his  own  imperfect  and  erroneous  productions,  admonished  his 
people  to  obedience  (1000).  Among  the  works  of  Mad.  Guyon^  the 
most  important  is :  La  Bible  de  Mad.  Guyon  avec  des  explications  et 
r6flexions,  qui  regardent  la  vie  int^rieure,  ed.  by  P,  Poiret.  Col.  1715, 
rtc..  in  20  vols. ;  a  German  transl.,  Regensb.,  1835,  etc.    (Cf.  La  vie  d« 
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Mad.  de  Guyon  ^crite  par  elle-mSme.  Col.  1721. — C.  Hermes,  ZOge  am 
d.  Leben  d.  Fr.  v.  Guyon.  Magd.  1845.  —  Ramsay,  Hist,  de  la  vie  de 
F^Q^lon ;  A  la  Haye,  1723. — L.  v.  Rausset,  Lebonsgesch.  Fenel.,  from 
the  French,  3  Bde.  WUrzb.  1811 ;  Fenelon's  works,  in  German,  by  M. 
Claudius,  3  Bde.  Hamb.  1823.  —  Ilerzog's  Theol.  and  Eccl.  EncycL, 
Philad.  II.,  1860.  —  Ruckgahery  d.  Quietism,  in  Frankr.,  in  the  tUbg. 
Quartschr.  1856.  II.) 

2.  Jansenism  in  its  First  Sta;)e.  —  (Cf.   Melch.  Ley  decker,  de  hist. 
Jansen.  LI.  VI.  Traj.  ad  Rh.  1695.  (G.  Gerberon)  Hist,  g^n^r.  du  Jan- 
sen.  Amst.  1711,  3  vols.— ^.  Reuchlin,  Gesch.  v.  Port-royal,  1839,  1844. 
2  Bde. — A,  Sainte-Bevvey  Port-royal,  1840,  2  Bde. —  Gr^yoire,  Lea  ruines 
de  Port-royal.  Par.  1809.— 7?eMcA/m,  Pascal's  Leb.  Stuttg.  1840.     [Pa». 
caVs  Provincial  Letters,  transl.  by  M*Crie,  N.York,  1850]). — Bishop 
Coim^fdj^s  Jansen  of  Ypern  (o6. 1638\  had  devoted  his  whole  life  to  the 
most  careful  study  of  the  works  of  St.  Augustine.     The  result  of  these 
studies  was  a  learned  work  entitled  Augustinus,  first  published  (1640) 
after  Jansen's  death,  in  3  vols.  fol.     As  the  great  Church  father's  doo- 
trine  of  sin  and  grace  were  here  exhibited  in  their*  whole  truth  and 
bluntness,  the  Jesuits  violently  assailed  the  work,  and  secured  a  pro- 
hibition of  it  from  the  pope  (1642).     But  there  were  in  France  many 
friends  of  Augustine's  doctrine,  who  were  distinguished  for  talent  and 
learning.    Among  them  was  the  excellent  Jean  Ducergier  de  Hauranne, 
abbot  of  the  Benedictine  monastery  of  Si.  Cyran  {oh,  1643),  and  the 
equally  able  teacher  at  the  Sorbonne.  Anthony  Arnold.    The  latter,  by 
his  works  (De  la  fr6quente  communion,  against  the  Opus  operatum  in 
the  sacrament ;  La  th^ologie  morale  des  J6suites ;  La  morale  practi- 
quedeeJ^s.)  soon  became  involved  in  an  open  controversy  with  the 
Jesuitg.   These  persuaded  Innocent  X.  to  condemn  five  Jansenist  theses 
as  heretical  (1653).     The  adherents  of  Augustine's  doctrine  did  not 
assail  the  papal  decision ;  but  affirmed,  however,  that  the  views  con- 
demned were  not  found  in  Jansen's  Augustinus  in  that  sense.     At  the 
instigation  of  the  Jesuits  Arnold  was  ejected  from  the  Sorbonne.     He 
took  refuge  with  his  sister,  Angelica  Arnold^,  abbess  of  the  Cistercian 
nunnery  of  Port-royal  near  Pans,"  a  woman  of  deep,  earnest  piety. 
Through  her*  Port-royal  became  a  centre  of  religious  life  and  zeal  in 
France.    Much  in  the  manner  of  the  ancient  anchorets,  a  large  number 
of  the  most  talented  and  pious  men  of  France,  at  once  admirers  of 
Augustine   and   hostile   to   the   destructive   morality  of  the  Jesuits, 
gathered  around  this  monastery.     The  profound  and  talented  Blaise 
PfLK^nl  (author  of  the  Pens^es  sur  la  religion)  was  of  the  same  spirit 
with  these  men.     Under  the  name  of  Louis  de  MontaUe  he  published 
(1656)  his  celebrated  Lettrea  provinciales,  in  which  he  exposed,  ia,all^ 
th^ir  ^i^(^fal^^.«^a,  the  pernicious  moral  principles  of  many  Jesuits,  with 
authentic  proofs,  and  with  equal  earnestness  and  wit.     The  book  pro- 
daced  a  wonderful  sensation ;  but  the  Jesuits  avenged  themselves  by 
meana  of  a  pa^ljbull  (1656),  which  doolared  that  Jansen  taught  the 
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fre  pi.vints  m  qae^tion  in  the  rerr  sense  in  which  they  were  condemned 
The  Jan<enist5  afErmed  that  the  rope  wm$  not  compet<»nt  to  decide  upoa 
a  qae<tioD  du  fiiit :  but  the  kin^  mnd  iK>pe  demanded  that  all  French 
ecclesiastics.  mv.vuks  and  nun<,  should  take  i^th  in  acknowledgment  of 
the  ball,  and  in  condemnation  of  the  Jansenist  heresj  (1G05).  Those 
who  n»fu5evl  were  ltani5he^i.  and  l!ed  into  the  Netherlands.  Snbee* 
quentlx  5ul>^*ription  to  a  milder  declarati«.'n  was  allowed.  But  the 
hatred  vf  the  Jesuits  still  rested  on  Port-^>TaL  In  17()9  the  institution 
was  aN'llshtsi  and  de^tiv^TC'l.  Althvu^h  the  Jansenists  agreed  with 
the  CalT!r.t:i^t:c  doctrine  of  predestinativn*  and  though  their  fundamen- 
tal tet:deECT  was  trulv  IVnestant.  thev  were,  it  would  seem  because 
of  the:«e  ivunts  of  similaritv.  zealouslj  oppoeed  to  the  Protestants. 
(CI  i  44,  6.» 

i  37.  SCIENCE  AND  ART  IN  THE  CATHOLIC  CHURCH. 

Catholic  th«>.>logy  dounshtni  moiv  during  the  Kth  ceDtary  than 
it  had  done  fnmi  the  I  :^ch  and  loih  down  to  the  present  time.  And 
an  actiTe  liberal  jvietitido  life  bloomed  in  the  Galliean  Chorch, 
aboTe  all  the  Catholrc  Churches  of  other  couDLiries.  Thtr  Sor- 
bonne  of  Paris,  and  >:iH  m.^re  :he  Order?  of  the  Jesali^s  Maurines, 
and  Orator;an5,  rivalleu  each  other  in  the  most  pmiseworthy 
manner,  in  iheoloc-OA^  bu:  e:*;>eciaHT  in  iv»:ri<tic  literatare.  and 
CQari:h  h:>:ory ;  a:td  rhe  oorenipv^mneoas  bloom  of  theoloirical 
learr::ir  ::i  the  KorV^rme*:  Churvh  of  Fmnoe  was  a  ivjwerful  in- 
centive  :o  <f:.'h  nvs^lry.  The  doar'shin;;  pt^nixi  of  the  plastic 
arts.  e>;»e^*a'lv  [>.::■,:•;  V.^id  vjLssci.  B.i:  Ca:r'>*h  uLusic  was 
enrichevi.  :>  ;.:::>.  d!>  ^:>:rTd:e«:  a:: i  >ecu!jLri^ed-  Keli|riou>  p»j^iry 
was  ou>,:va:;:d  :o  ar.r  n  ::db*e  cr.ez:.  ciiIt  :::  Sr?aia  and  Germanr. 

I.    r>  ■■'  •■_'/  — Th-*  rvir'iiiz'-^rtirv  iivvai:*?.  X'-'t.  V /'V-  a:  hi*  own 

Itr-'i:  :.■"<  >  ■■i;.  *.-:v  Svri^v.*  a:-  I  Ar^'.  :  v^»rs;'.r..'?v  i!:clui«r«i  th**  Sojnaritan- 
Y  -  *'i .  '.vjLs  :>e  oil:  :*  ^.L::,  r.  >^-;.'i.<  V.  biii  ..'jLa-s^i  ;i  zrfw  ^iitii.a  of 
I'".'.'  ^  -'c^:-:  :.   ",e  ru".  ..>J-f-L    IT.-'    .  j.2.i  in  <ri.re    f  itsoi.iiiT   bat  purtlT 

N"""  :■?'  ■  .-^^  '-'-■: in-?".:  VIII.  ru  ■'>-"'. -fi  ;i  r-.v^c*;:!!  wii^.ii  T-kr:e«i  fr-.^m 
::  ••:  —  r  v  :::h  iut'*  £•:.  ♦r.-.^nit'":."^.  I'.-*J  .  ±n  i  5trT«:tiT  ^.rbi'i  Aar  ie* 
:\ir:u^.'  •"?•  :•:  •.: :  Vu:  :z  1".  ■'  J:?  ii^i-ie-:*  v.niu.>e«.i  :iai:c;':'?r  "M.Ick'n  5>  b« 
.->:-'i.  "  "i2.:h  z:^:*t  v-jl?-. i::  c*  X'.-ur.  Ci^p*er  CfriOtrriT  'ooe  % 
I .:-  -•'*,i:-  :'  L  ;.  t>?  :<^i:«*«i  i  zrv  *.ir*r:r!dn  Ters:»  a  I.v*»'  .  la.  wax-a  fre« 
i-;=  Tus  'i:  I :  ?  .  :*  Lu:::  ?r"?.  Ti*  l-'ar-^^'i  Or-ir^raa.  /,  Jf/ri.ieLj  jo.  l*s>'^* 
•?»i  •:.."!  -.Z''  >"'':z±^.z'  izi  >j.zi^t'.-:sz  ^-^r^l  a.  ':■»  .di  wa:ca  he  pr.aoonced 
J:iii-:t.'-y  *>»::-'r  rha2  th-*  3ias .r»fc::  :-^x:  ,*^'mirced  br  :ae  J'fw*.  Ai 
kithnic  Or*&.r*aa.  thr*  renowned  Riciusrl  csmoa  .^d*  ITli-,  wryw  :&  vwin 
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dism  of  the  Scriptures  (Ilistoire  critique  du  Vieux  Test,  and  du  Nouv. 
Test.),  which  surpassed  in  boldness  anything  before  heard  of.     He  wa« 
assailed,  indeed,  by  Catholic  reviewers,  but  as  his  criticisms  served  tc 
sap  the  basis  of  the  Protestant  theory,  the  Curia  allowed  his  boldness 
to  go  unpunished.     (Cf.  K.  H.  Graff,  Rich.  Sim. ;  in  the  Strassb.  Beitr. 
Eu.  d.  thecd.  Wsch.  I.,  158,  etc.)     The  most  notable  ezegetes  are  the  Je- 
suits James  Bonfrhre  (oh.  1643,  a  diffuse  comm.  on  the  Pentat.) ;   Cor- 
nelius  a  Lapide  [oh,  1637,  exposition  of  the  Bible  in  its  fourfold  sense) ; 
Stephen  Meuochius  of  Milan  [oh,  1655)  and  James  Tirinus  of  Antwerp 
(oh,  1636).     In  systematic  theology,  the  old  scholastic  method  still  had 
full  sway.    Among  controversialists,  the  Brabant  Jesuit  Martin  Becantis 
(oh.  1624)  was  distinguished  as  author  of  the  Manuale  controversiarum, 
Bishop  Bossuet  (§  33,  5),  and  the  Jansenists  Peter  Nicole  and  Anthony 
Arnauld,  who,  to  purge  themselves  from  the  charge  of  Calvinism,  both 
endeavored  to  prove  that  the  Catholic  doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supper 
was  taught  by  the  Apostles,  and  ever  held  by  the  Church,  (La  perp^ 
tuit6  de  la  foi  cath.  touchant  Teucharistie.  Par.  1664),  and  exchanged 
a  number  of  controversial  papers  upon  this  subject,  with  the  Reformed 
Claude  and  Jurien.     Here  we  must  also  mention  the  writings  of  the 
apostate  Lutherans  Casper  Ulenherg  (Causae  graves  et  justoe,  in  Ger- 
man, by  Kerz,  Mayence  (1836),  and  Ulrich  Htinnius,  son  of  the  cele- 
brated iEgid.  II.  (Invicta  prorsus  et  indissolubilia  argumenta,  etc.)  in 
defence  of  their  course.     Apologetics  received  valuable  contributions 
from  Blaise  Pascal  (in  his  Pensies,  cf.  §  36,  2),  the  Oratorians  Xc  Va^sor 
(De  la  veritable  religion.  Subsequently  he  entered  the  Anglican  Church), 
Bernh.  Iximy  (Preuves  ^videntes,  etc.)  and  the  French  bishop,  Peter  Dan, 
Hnetius,  the  ed.  of  Origen  [oh.  1721),  who,  in  his  principal  work,  De- 
monstratio  evangelica,  attempts  to  show  that  all  the  myths  and  fables 
of  heathenism  are  distortions  of  Biblical  histories;  he  also  defended 
the  Pentateuch  against  Spinoaa's  attacks.    In  his  Qucestiones  Alnetance 
(written  in  the  monastery  of  D'Annay),  he  controverts  the  Cartesian 
philosophy.   The  learned  Jesuit  Dionysius  Peiavius  (Jesuitarum  aquila, 
oh.  1652),  in  addition  to  his  herculean  chronological  labors,  wrote  a 
profoundly  learned  history  of  doctrines,  or  rather  a  work  exhibiting 
the  doctrines  of  the  fathers  (Dogmata  theologica),  which,  however,  was 
not  completed  (it  embraces,  in  3  fol.  vols.,  only  the  first  five  loci).   The 
Oratorian  Louis  Thomassinus  followed  his  example  (Dogm.  theol.  3 
vols.  fol.  Par.  1680).     But  his  archaeological  work  is  of  more  import- 
ance :  Vetus  et  nova  ccclesiae  disciplina  circa  beneficia  et  beneficiaries, 
3  vols.  fol.     In  the  department  of  Church  History,  Catholic  theology, 
especially  in  France,  acquired  a  superior  reputation.    It  was  incited  to 
this  by  rivalry  with  Protestantism,  and  controversies  with  the  learned 
Reformed  theologians  of  France.     This  was  allowed  by  the  freedom  of 
the  Gallican  Church  (cf.  J  35,  1).     Besides  excellent  works  on  general 
Church  History  by  Godeau,  Nat.  Alexander,  Fleury,  Bossuet,  Tillemont^ 
l^  whom  we  must  add  Ant,  Pagi  (Critica  hist.-chronol.  etc.)  the  keen 
60 
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ed.  of  Buronius,  the  study  of  ecclesiastical  sources  was  promoted  by 
excellent  editions  of  the  Church  fathers,  with  most  learned  critical  and 
historical  apparatus,  by  editions  and  collections  of  mediseral  workfl^ 
archives,  etc.  (Sirniondj  Mabdlon^  D'Achery^  Marthne^  Balmius),  the 
acts  of  Councils  (Labbi  and  Cossart ;  especially  of  the  French,  by/. 
Sirmondy  of  the  Spanish  by  Aguirre)^  of  the  acts  of  Martyrs  (Ruinart)^ 
monastic  rules  [Luc.  Uolstenxus)^  etc.  Charles  du  Fresne  du  Cange^  by 
his  wonderful  Glossarium  medioB  et  infimce  latinitatis,  and  his  Gloss 
med.  et  inf.  graecitatis,  greatly  advanced  the  full  understanding  of  the 
sources  in  regard  to  language  and  contents.  John  MabiUon  was  doubt- 
less the  brightest  star  in  the  constellation  of  learning  (06.  1707,  author 
of:  Acta  Sanctorum  Ordinis  s.  Benedict! ;  Annales  Ordinis  s.  Bened. ; 
Vetera  Analecta ;  de  re  diplomatica,  etc.)  PeUr  de  Marca,  finally 
Archb.  of  Paris  (oh.  16G2),  wn)te  the  celebrated  work  De  concordia 
sacerdotii  et  imperii  s.  do  libcrtatibus  cccl.  Gallicanae ;  the  Jansenist 
doctor  of  the  Sorbonne,  Elijah  du  Pin  (ob.  1719),  the  Nouvelle  biblio- 
th^ue  des  auteurs  ecclest.  in  47  vols. ;  the  Antwerp  Jesuits  Bolland, 
Menschen^  and  Papebroch,  began  (1643)  the  herculean  Acta  Sanctorum, 
arranged  according  to  the  Roman  calendar,  and  learned  members  of 
their  Order  (the  Bollandvits)  in  Belgium  continued  it,  until  the  French 
invasion  of  1794  interrupted  the  work,  when  it  had  reached  th^53d 
fol.  vol.,  ending  with  Oct.  15.  Recently  Belgic  Jesuits  have  resumed 
the  work,  but  not  with  the  critical  care  or  the  liberality  of  their  pre- 
decessors. In  Venice,  Paolo  Sarpi  (ob.  1G23)  wrote  a  history  of  the 
Council  of  Trent,  which  is  one  of  the  most  brilliant  historical  contri- 
butions ever  composed.  Leo  AUatiuSy  a  Greek  convert  in  Rome  (oh, 
1669)  wrote  his  celebrated  work  De  eccl.  Occidentalis  et  Orientalis 
perpetua  consensionc.  Cardinal  Bona^  Cistercian  general,  was  a  bril- 
liant liturgical  author  (De  divina  psalmodia ;  Rerum  liturgicarum  LI. 
II.)  But  distinguished  names  in  the  department  of  Church  History 
are  too  numerous  to  allow  us  to  name  them  all.  Pulpit  eloquence^  also, 
flourished  in  France  to  a  degree  not  since  attained  (Flechier^  Bossit^t^ 
Bourdaloue,  Bridaine,  Pension,  and  Massillon).  In  Vienna,  Ulrich 
Megerle  (Abraham  de  St.  Chira)  zealously  denounced  the  corruption  of 
the  times,  in  odd,  witty,  and  yet  thoughtful  addresses.  Though  he 
assumed  the  manners  of  a  clown,  he  often  gave  utterance  to  most  solemn 
and  pungent  truths.     (Cf.  J  44,  II.) 

2.  Church  Music.  —  The  Italian  Greg.  Allegri  (ob.  1652)  was  the 
greatest  master  of  the  school  founded  by  Palestrina.  His  Miserere  was 
annually  performed  on  Wednesday  afternoon  of  Holy  Week  in  tho 
Sixtine  Chapel,  Rome,  with  powerful  effect.  The  application  of  the 
operatic  style  to  the  lofty  music  of  this  school  gave  rise  to  the  oratories, 
or  musical  dramas,  composed  of  Biblical  material,  designed  to  be  pro* 
duc«?i  only  with  music,  not  theatrically.  They  were  mainly  practised 
in  the  school  for  music  established  by  Philip  de  Neri,  in  his  oratory; 
tience  their  name.     This  new  style,  which  required  that  the  musil 
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Bhould  be  closely  suited  to  the  word  and  to  musical  declamation,  soon 
3zcluded  the  Canto  fermo  with  its  counterpoint  combination  of  voices, 
and  for  it  substituted  a  religious  concert.  Thus  solo  and  recitative  sing* 
iog  became  very  common,  and  attained  great  perfection.  The  chromatic 
scale  was  to  furnish  the  means  of  producing  feelings  in  the  hearer  cor- 
responding with  the  sentiments  of  the  words  sung;  the  general  bass, 
as  the  foundation  of  the  piece,  which,  by  the  accompanying  signatures, 
should  indicate  its  entire  harmony,  was  also  to  leave  room  for  the  freest 
action,  and  independent  production  of  the  several  voices ;  and  finally, 
by  combining  instrumental  music  with  the  singing,  it  was  intended  tc 
call  forth  the  most  lively  variety  and  fulness.  This  new  style  of  Church 
music,  meanwhile,  became  more  secular  and  effeminate,  and  gradually 
sank  into  an  operatic  performance,  from  which  it  has  not  thus  far  been 
raised  up. 

3.  Christian  Poetry. — The  Spanish  poet  CahJeron  {ob.  1681)  composed 
128  dramas,  95  autos  sacramentales,  and  200  preludes.  The  focus  of 
his  mostly  allegorical  compositions  was  religion.  In  fertility,  variety, 
as  well  as  in  poetical  geniality  and  religious  depth,  Calderon  was  ex- 
celled by  his  countryman  Lope  de  Vega  (ob.  1635,  author  of  1500  come- 
dies and  320  autos).  The  noble  German  Jesuit  Fred.  v.  Spee  (ob.  1635) 
merits  special  prominence.  Ilis  religious  poems  glow  with  sincere  love 
ko  the  Redeemer,  combined  with  a  child-like  spirit,  and  a  deep,  thought- 
ful naturalness,  and  seem  to  be  related  both  to  the  mediaeval  minstrel 
songs,  and.  the  cotemporaneous  evangelical  hymns.  They  appeared 
after  his  death  under  the  title  of  **  Tnitz-Nachiigall"  but  were  unno- 
ticed even  by  the  Romish  Church,  until  the  German  novelists  of  the 
19th  century  drew  them  forth  again  from  the  dust.  Spee  was  one  of 
the  first  but  unavailing  opponents  of  the  insane  process  for  detecting 
witches.  Vexation  in  regard  to  it  early  turned  his  hair  gray.  The 
Jesuit  Jcu:ob  Balde  of  Munich  (ob,  1688)  was  another  eminent  poetio 
genius  of  this  period.  His  lyric  compositions  were  the  most  brilliant. 
Ilis  few  German  poems  are  far  inferior  to  those  in  Latin.  A  deep  reli- 
gious longing,  which  turns  with  fervor  and  spirit  to  the  Queen  of  heaven, 
as  the  only  deliverer  from  earthly  troubles,  pervades  all  his  poems.  He 
too  was  long  forgotten,  until  TTerder  rescued  him  from  oblivion.  Alb, 
Knapp  gives  an  excellent  description  of  the  noble  poet  in  his  Chrit^o- 
terpe  1848. 
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III.  THE  LUTHERAN  CHURCH. 

{  38.  LUTHERAN  ORTHODOXY  AND  ITS  STRFGOLES. 

Cf.  J.  O.  Watch,  die  Rellgionsstreitigk,  in  d.  luth.  K.  Jena,  1733,  \ 
Bde. —  G.  J.  Planck,  Gesch.  d.  prot.  Theol.  v.  d.  Coneordienf.  bis  Mitt< 
d.  18.  Jahrh.  Gottg.  1831. —  W.  Gass,  Geach.  d.  prot.  Dogmatik.  Bd.  I. 
Berl.  1854.-^1.  Tholuck,  d.  Geist.  d.  luth.  Theol.  Wittb.  im  Verlaufe 
d.  17.  Jahrh.  llamb.  1852. — Die  Theologie  d.  17.  Jahrh.  In  d.  Zeitschr. 
fiir  Protestantism,  u.  K.  1850,  II.  I.,  VII. 

The  precision,  clearness,  and  carefulness  of  the  Form  of  Con- 
cord, gradually  overcame  all  opposition  to  it.  The  result  proved 
that,  in  spite  of  the  ridicule  of  antagonists  (cf.  Hospiiiian'' 8  Con- 
cordia  discors),  it  had  really  restored  harmony.  It  now  exercised 
authority  not  by  means  of  the  imperative  power  of  princes,  but 
through  the  free  moral  power  of  science,  and  introduced  a  flourish- 
ing period  of  Lutheran  theology  of  more  than  a  century,  during 
which  the  teachers  of  the  Church  adhered  as  one  man  firmlv  and 
unitedly  to  its  doctrine.  Theology  was  most  fully  developed,  and 
reared  like  a  mighty  Gothic  dome  with  astonishing  acuteness, 
harmonious  in  its  minutest  parts,  and  firmly  knit  together  as  a 
whole.  But  the  tendency  towards  an  extremely  subtile  develop- 
ment and  precise  defitiition  of  doctrines,  which  sprang  from  the 
controversies  of  the  preceding  century,  became  continually  more 
one-sided.  Hence  it  called  into  existence  a  dialectic  scholasti- 
cism, which  was  in  no  way  inferior  to  that  of  the  most  flourishing 
period  of  the  middle  ages,  either  in  the  greatness  or  minute- 
ness of  the  careful  and  acute  development  of  its  scientific  form, 
or  in  the  full  and  accurate  exhil)ition  of  its  religious  contents. 
But,  like  mediieval  scholasticism,  in  its  concern  for  logic  it  al- 
most lost  vitality.  Orthodoxy  degenerated  into  orthodoxism  ; 
externalb/,  not  only  discerning  essential  diversities,  but  disre- 
gardinir  the  broad  basis  of  a  common  faith,  and  running  into 
odious  and  unrestrained  controversy ;  internally,  holding  to  the 
form  of  pure  doctrine,  but  neglecting  cordially  to  embrace  it, 
and  to  live  consistently  with  it.  Nevertheless,  this  scholastic 
orthodoxy,  with  all  its  one-sidedness,  imparted  to  Lutheran 
theolojrv  a  fulness  and  wealth,  an  acuteness  and  consistency  of 
structure,  the  grandeur  of  which  even  a  Lessing  was  compelled 
to  acknowledge.  And  it  cannot  be  denied  that  this  period,  so 
commonly  reviled  as  that  of  "dead  orthodoxy,"  possessed  more 
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trne  piety  and  spiritual  life,  than  the  period  (18th  century)  which 
most  decried  it.  At  the  same  time  the  one-sidedne^s  and  dege- 
neracy of  that  orthodoxy  is  not  to  be  denied,  nor  the  propriety, 
necessity,  and  beneficial  influence  of  the  opposition  to  it  which 
sprang  from  the  bosom  of  the  Church  ;  though  it  cannot  be  dis- 
puted that  this  opposition  was  marked  by  a  one-sidedness  of 
another  sort.  The  opposition  was  of  a  two-fold  character  :  in  the 
syncrelistic  controversy  it  was  confined  exclusively  to  the  sphere 
of  theology ;  in  the  /)t>^i«/ic  controversy,  it  more  largely  concerned 
the  Christian  life. 

i.  Orthodoxy  in  Conflict  with  itself.  —  This  includes  tlie  controversy 
between  the  theologians  of  T'ubinf/en  and  Giessen  concerning  the  staie 
of  humiliation.  The  Giessen  theologians,  with  Balth.  Mentzer  at  their 
bead,  referred  the  humiliation  of  Christ  solely  to  his  human  nature, 
and  pronounced  it  an  actual  xiwaotj,  that  is,  a  complete,  though  free 
surrender  of  the  omnipresence  and  omnipotence  immanent  in  his  divi- 
nity (xtrjati  but  without  xpr,nii)j  yet  so  that  he  might  at  any  moment 
(as  in  working  miracles)  exercise  them.  The  TUVjingcn  theologians,  on 
the  contrary,  with  Luc.  Osiandcr  at  their  head,  referred  his  humilia- 
tion to  both  natures,  and  taught  that  during  it  he  was  omnipresent 
even  secundum  carnem,  an<i  governed  heaven  and  earth,  though  in  a 
manner  concealed  from  us.  They  said  the  humiliation  was  no  Kivaxjic, 
but  only  a  xpv-^^'  A  commission  from  electoral  Saxony  (Hoc  v.  Hoe- 
negg,  ^gid.  Strauch,  etc.)  decided  in  favor  of  the  Giessen  party  (1G24). 
The  matter  was  attended  with  no  further  results. 

2,  77i€  Syncretiiftic  Controversy.  (E.  Jlenle,  Helmst.  im.  16.  Jahrn. 
Halle,  18:^3 ;  id.  G.  CalixVs  Briefwechsel  Halle,  1833  ;  id.  G.  Calixt  u, 
8.  Zeit.  Halle,  1853,  56.  2  Bde.— //:  Schmid,  Gesch.  d.  synkr.  Streitigkk, 
Erlg.  1846.— TF.  Gass,  G.  Calixt  u.  d.  Synkr.  Brsl.  1847.)— The  univer- 
sity  of  Ilelmstddt  followed  a  prevailingly  humanistic  tendency,  and 
allowed,  even  in  theology,  larger  liberty  of  views  than  was  j^ranted  by 
the  Form  of  Concord,  which  the  city  had  not  accepted.  This  school 
produced,  and  for  43  years  (from  1613)  employed,  George  CalirttiSj  a 
man  of  superior  scientific  and  social  accomplishments.  A  thorough 
study  of  Church  History,  and  intercourse  with  distinguished  theolo- 
gians of  all  Churches,  enjoyed  during  his  extensive  travels  in  Europe, 
had  begotten  in  him  not  only  an  irenical  turn  of  mind,  but  a  more 
liberal  judgment  of  foreign  Churches,  than  was  commonly  indulged. 
He  did,  indeed,  not  desire  a  formal  union  of  the  various  Churches,  but 
that  they  should  recognize,  tolerate,  and  love  each  other.  To  this  end 
be  proposed,  as  a  secondary  principle  of  Christian  theology  (next  to 
the  Holy  Scriptures  as  its  primary  principle),  tie  concurrence  of  the 
first  five  centuries  (Consensus  quinquesecularis),  as  a  common  basig 
for  all  the  Charches,  and  sought  to  show  that  inbsequent  diversitiet 
60* 
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were  either  non-essential,  or  less  essential.  Bat  rigid  Lutheran  theol^ 
gianh,  who  were  mistrustful  of  all  irenical  measures,  ever  since  ih* 
trouble  with  crypto-Calvinism,  pronounced  this  a  religious  medlej 
(syncretism),  and  crypto-Catholiciara.  As  early  as  1639,  Siaiius  Buscker^ 
a  Hanoverian  clergyman,  denounced  him,  on  this  account,  as  a  secret 
papist.  His  efforts  were  more  generally  assailed,  after  he  attended  the 
Colloquy  of  Thorn  (§  33,  5),  as  the  assistant  of  the  Reformed  theolo- 
gians of  Brandenburg  (1645).  A  most  furious  controversy  arose,  which 
divided  the  entire  Lutheran  Church  into  two  parties.  On  the  one  side 
were  the  universities  of  Helmstddt  and  Kdnigsberg,  on  the  other  espe* 
cially  the  theologians  of  electoral  Saxony,  with  John  Hi'ilsemann^  in 
Leipsic,  Jacob  Welhr^  in  Dresden,  and  above  all,  Ahr,  Calov,  in  Wit- 
tenberg, at  their  head  ;  Calov  alone  wrote  2'j  controversial  tracts.  Jena 
sought  in  vain  to  mediate  between  the  parties.  The  Wittenbergers 
hoped  to  fortify  the  Lutheran  Church  by  a  new  symlwl  (which,  how- 
ever, was  never  legally  ratified) :  Theologorum  Saxonicorum  Consensut 
repttitns  fidei  vere  Lutheranae  (1655),  in  which,  among  other  things, 
they  rejected,  as  syncretistic  errors,  the  assertions,  that  the  Apostles' 
creed  taught  everything  necessary  to  salvation  ;  that  the  Catholic  and 
Reformed  Churches  had  not  disturbed  the  real  basis  of  the  doctrines 
of  grace ;  that  original  sin  is  only  of  a  privative  nature,  that  God  is  in* 
directe,  improprie  et  par  accidens  the  cause  of  sin ;  that  the  doctrine 
of  the  Trinity  was  first  clearly  revealed  in  the  New  Testament,  etc. 
Calixhis  died  in  the  midst  of  the  passionate  contentions.  But  his  son 
Vlrich,  who  possessed  neither  his  father's  spirit  nor  moderation,  took 
his  place.  The  strife  was  finally  swallowed  up  by  a  suit  for  damages 
(between  Ulr.  Calixtus  and  his  violent  antagonist  Strauch  in  Witten- 
berg), without  anything  important  having  been  gained  for  the  theology 
or  science  of  that  period.  Weary  of  this  barren  controversy,  the  atten- 
tion of  theologians  was  turned  to  the  pietistic  movement  which  now 
commenced  its  career. 

3.  T^e  Pietistic  Controversy  in  its  First  Stage,  (Cf.  C,  H.  v.  Canstein, 
Muster  e.  rechtsch.  Lehrers  in  d.  Lcb.  Spener's.  Ilalle,  1740. —  W, 
Hosshach,  Ph.  J.  Spener  u.  s.  Zcit.  2  A.  v.  Ch.  Schweder,  Berl.  1853. — 
C.  A.  Wildenhahn,  Leb.  Spener's ;  in  d.  Sonntagsbibl.  4.  5.  Bielef 
1845.—//.  E.  F,  Gnericke,  A.  IL  Francke.  Halle.  1827.— C.  F.  lllgen. 
Hist,  collegii  philobiblici  Lipsiensis.  4  Pp.  Lps.  1836-41. — Pfi.  Spener, 
wrthrhaft.  Erz'ahl.  dcss.,  was  wegen  d.  s.  g.  Pietismi  in.  Deutsch.  vorgeg. 
Frkf.  1607. — Fr.  Rnddens,  wahrh.  u.  grllndl.  Erzahl.  alles  dess.  was 
Kwisfhen  d.  s.  g.  Pietisten  geach.  Jena,  1719.)  — Philip  Jacob  Spener, 
of  Ra[.poltsweiler,  EL^^ace,  on  account  of  his  distinguished  talents  and 
rare  learning  (which  was  profound,  thorough,  and  comprehensive,  ex 
tending  even  beyond  the  sphere  of  theology  to  that  of  heraldry,  his 
tory,  geography,  and  philosophy),  and  his  religious  zeal,  was  chosen 
senior  of  the  eccles.  ministerinm  of  Frankfort-on-the-Main,  in  his  31sl 
jo^i  (1666),  then  chief  court-preacher  at  Dresden  (1686),  and,  having 
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\M»en  forced  to  leave  Dresden,  on  account  of  his  great  zeal  for  vital 
piety,  finally  provost  in  Berli^j  (1691),  where  ho  died  in  1705.  He  was 
most  heartily  attached  to  the  Lutheran  Church,  but  believed  that  in 
adhering  to  its  then  prevalent  orthodoxy,  it  had  departed  from  the 
earnest  lively  gospel  of  the  Reformers,  and  was  in  danger  of  burying 
its  talent  in  a  sterile  theology  of  words,  and  dead  orthodoxy ;  and  that 
it  therefore  greatly  needed  to  be  reformed  again.  As  he  discovered  in 
it  an  exuberance  of  pure  doctrine  and  the  most  vigorous  susceptibility 
to  exhibit  genuine  Christian  piety  above  all  other  Churches,  it  was  far 
from  his  thought  to  seek  the  powers  of  the  necessary  resuscitation  any- 
where else  than  in  that  Church  itself,  (i. «.,  in  unionistic  or  syncretistio 
schemes).  A  return  from  scholastic  theology  to  the  Holy  Scriptures 
as  the  living  source  of  all  saving  knowledge,  a  conversion  of  the  out- 
ward orthodox  confession  into  an  inner  living  theology  of  the  heart, 
and  a  demonstration  thereof  in  true  piety  of  life — these  were  the  ways 
and  means  by  which  he  proposed  to  effect  the  desired  reform.  In  hit 
child-like,  pious  humility,  he  did  not  deem  himself  called  to  commence 
this  reform,  but  simply  regarded  it  as  his  duty  to  point  out  the  need 
of  it,  and  some  means  of  effecting  it.  This  was  done,  especially,  in 
his  (1678)  "  Pia  desideria  oder  herzliches  Verlangen  nach  gottgef Ulli 
ger  Besserung  d.  wahren  evangelischen  Kirche ; "  and  as  his  chief 
concern  was  to  have  every  Christian  become  experimentally  acquainted 
with  practical  Christianity,  as  taught  in  the  Bible,  he  revived  the  well* 
nigh  forgotten  doctrine  of  "the  spiritual  priesthood"  of  all  Christians, 
in  a  special  work,  and  in  1680  published  his  "Allgemeine  Gottesge- 
lahrtheit  aller  gl'dubigen  Christen  und  rechtschaffenen  Theologen." 
At  the  same  time  he  himself  engaged  in  the  work  by  holding  religious 
meetings  in  his  house  [Collegia  pietatis)  for  the  revival  of  genuine 
piety  in  the  congregation  ;  similar  meetings  were  soon  started  in  other 
places. 

Spener's  position  in  Dresden  gave  him  more  decided  and  extensive 
influence  over  the  Lutheran  Church.  Animated  by  his  spirit,  Aug, 
Herm.  Francke,  Paul  Antorij  and  John  Casp,  Schade,  three  young  ma- 
gist^rs  in  Leipsic,  began  in  1686  to  hold  Collegia  philobihlica,  exclu- 
sively for  mutual  edification  by  a  practical  exposition  of  the  Scriptures, 
in  German  (a  thing  unheard  of  at  the  univers^ies).  But  the  theologi- 
cal faculty  of  Leipsic,  with  John  Bened.  Carpzov  at  their  head,  accused 
them  of  contempt  of  regular  public  worship  and  theological  science, 
and  of  promoting  separatism.  The  Collegia  philobiblica  were  prohibited, 
and  the  three  friends,  whose  movement  was  designated  Pietism  (an  effort 
to  make  display  of  extravagant  piety),  had  to  leave  Leipsic  (1690) ;  thus 
the  tedious  pietiHic  controversies  began.  Soon  after  this,  Spener  was 
compelled  to  leave  Dresden  (1691),  but  in  his  new  position  in  Berlin  he 
acquired  decided  influence  in  the  appointment  of  professors  of  theology 
in  the  now  university,  which  the  pacific  Elector  Frederick  III.  of  Bran, 
denburg  founded  in  Halle,  in  opposition  to  the  contentious  institutions 
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at  Wittenberg  and  Leipsic,  and  the  organization  of  which  he  entrusted 
(1694)  to  the  jurist  Christian  ThomasiuSy  who  also  had  been  driven 
from  Leipsic  (on  account  of  his  indiffcrentism),  and  who  had  in  Leipsic, 
already,  been  the  advocate  of  the  pietists.  In  connection  with  others 
of  like  sentiments  (Anton,  Breithaupt)  Francke  was  appointed  a  mem- 
ber of  the  theol.  faculty.  JIaik  now,  for  a  time,  acquired  almost  the 
importance  which  Wittenberg  and  Geneva  possessed  in  the  period  of  the 
Reformation,  and  the  pietistic  controversy  entered  upon  its  second  more 
general  and  violent  stage  (cf.  2  4(5,  1). 

4.  Theological  Literature. — Solomon  Glassius  (prof,  in  Jena,  general- 
sup,  in  Gotha,  ob.  1656)  contributed  to  Biblical  philology,  his  Philolo- 
gia  sacra  (1623),  which  had,  for  nearly  two  centuries,  almost  classic 
authority.  Planned  upon  a  large  scale,  the  German,  Hebrew,  and 
Greek  concordance  of  the  Bible,  by  /.  Lankish  (of  which  only  the  first, 
German,  part  was  publ.  1677,  and  often)  was  an  invaluable  aid  in  the 
study  of  the  Bible.  From  about  1675-1700  a  lively  controversy  con- 
cerning the  Greek  of  the  New  Testament  was  kept  up,  in  which  the 
Lutherans  and  (chiefly)  the  Reformed  participated.  The  Purists  vio- 
lently contended  for  the  classical  purity  of  the  N,  T.  idiom,  because 
they  thought  the  inspiratitm  of  the  Scriptures  was  imperilled  by  the 
opposite  view.  Michael  Walther,  general-sup.  in  Cclle,  issued  the  firs* 
hist,  critical  introduction  to  the  Bible  (officina  biblica,  Lps.  1636). 
Aug.  Pfeifler,  of  Leipsic  {ob,  1698),  rendered  good  service  to  Bibl.  crit. 
and  Hcrmeneut.  by  his  critica  sacra  (1680),  and  his  Uermeneut.  s. 
(1684).  In  spite  of  its  servile  adherence  to  the  interpretation  of  dog 
matic  proof-texts,  traditionally  fixed,  and  it«  mechanical  thejry  of  in- 
spiration, the  exegesis  was  valuable.  The  most  distinguished  exegetes 
were:  Erasmus  Schmidt  of  Wittenberg  (ob.  1637,  Opus  posthunium,  a 
Lat.  trans,  of  the  N.  T.  with  excellent  notes).  He  also  contributed  a 
very  useful  concordance  of  the  Greek  N.  T.,  entitled  Tafiinov  (revised 
by  K.  H.  Brudcr,  Lps.  1841);  Theod.  Hakspan  of  Altdorf  (ob.  1659. 
Notas  philol.  thcol.  in  difficiliora  Scr.  a.  loca.  3  Pp.  1664)  ;  Martin  Geier^ 
of  Leipsic  (ob.  1680,  an  excellent  conim.  on  Daniel  and  the  poet,  books 
of  the  0.  T.,  even  still  worthy  of  notice) ;  Seb.  Schmidt^  of  Strassburg 
(ob.  1606,  comm.  on  Joshua,  the  Judges,  Isaiah,  Jeremiah,  and  several 
of  Paul's  epp.) ;  Aug.  Pfciffer  (Dubia  vexata),  and  Abraham  CaloVy  of 
Wittenberg  (ob.  1686,  Biblia  illustrata,  in  4  vols,  fol.,  which  took  up 
and  improved  the  comm.  of  Grotius^  a  work  of  stupendous  labor,  bril- 
liant Biblical  knowledge,  and  profound  learning,  but  throughout  too 
subservient  to  dogmatics). — The  orthodox  school  gave  still  greater  dili- 
gence to  the  study  of  dogmatics,  the  Lutheran  fulness  and  depth  of 
which  was  developed  with  amazing  acuteness  and  brilliant  learning, 
in  a  strictly  scholastic  form.  Its  greatest  masters  are :  Leonard  Hutter 
of  Wittenberg  (ob.  1616,  Loci  communes  theologici,  and  for  the  use  of 
schools.  Compendium  loc.  theol.) ;  John  Gerhard^  prof,  at  Jena  (oh, 
1637,  Loci  theol.  in  9  vols.  fol.  1600,  etc.    The  best  ed.  with  notes  by 
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J.  F.  Cotta,  TUbg.  17G2,  etc.,  22  vols.  4to.  It  is  the  opus  palmare  of 
Luth.  theology) ;  and  /.  Andr.  Quenstedt  of  Wittenberg  (of).  1688, 
Theol.  didacticopolemica,  the  completion  of  Lutheran  scholasticism, 
in  its  lights  and  shadows).  Next  to  these  were:  Brochmand,  prof,  in 
Copenhagen  (oh.  1052,  Universre  theol.  svstema) ;  Conrad  Dannhauer, 
in  Strassburfij  (ob.  1666,  Hodosophia  Christiana) ;  Abr.  Calov  (Systeraa 
loc.  theol.) ;  Konig  in  Rostock  (ob.  1664,  Theol.  positiva  acroamatica) ; 
Schei'2er  in  Leipsic  (ob.  1683,  Svstema  theol.) ;  Johji  3fusdus  in  Jena 
(ob.  1681) ;  and  Baier  in  Ilalle  (ob.  1695).  The  most  prominent  theo- 
logian of  the  Calixtine  school  is  Conr.  Horneius  (Comp.  theol.)  Calix' 
itts  himself  did  not  publish  a  theol.  work,  but  his  lectures  were  printed. 
He,  also,  originated  the  division  subsequently  made  between  morals 
and  theology  (Epitome  th.  moralis).  John  Gerhard^s  Confessio  Catho- 
lica  was  a  complete  refutation  of  Catholicism.  But  the  most  untiring 
controversialist  was  Abr.  Calov  (Hist,  syncretistica ;  Mataelogia  papis- 
tica ;  Socinianismus  profligatus ;  Consideratt.  Arminianismi ;  Theses 
de  Labadismo ;  Anti-Boehmius  ;  Dlscussio  controversiarum  int«r  eccle- 
sias  orthod.  et  reformatas,  etc.)  Nicholas  Hunnius,  son  of  iEgid.  H. 
(§  21,  10),  prof,  in  Wittenberg,  and  from  1623  superintdt.  in  Llibeck 
(ob.  1643),  was  also  distinguished  as  an  able  opponent  of  papism  (Demon- 
stratio  ministerii  Lutherani ;  and  when  Lancelot,  an  Augustinian  of 
Mechlen,  fulminated  a  Capistrum  Hunni  against  him,  he  retorted  in 
his  Capistrum  Hunnio  paratum,  Lanceloto  injectum),  of  Socinianism 
(Examen  errorum  Photiniauorum),  and  of  the  enthusiasts  (Christl. 
Betracht.  d.  neuen  Paracelsischen  u.  Weigilianischen  Theol.)  Of  chief 
importance  is  his  L^dfsxi-^t,^  dc  fundamental!  dissensu  doctrinae  Luth.  et 
Calvin,  s.  Reform.  His  Epitome  credendorum  or  Inhalt  d.  Christl. 
Lehre  reached  19  editions.  The  svncretistic  controversies  led  him,  in 
his  "  Consultatio,  oder  wohlmeinendes  Bedenken,"  to  devise  the  plan 
of  a  Collegium  irenicum  s.  pacificatorium  (Collegium  Hunnianum),  aa 
a  permanent  theol.  senate  for  the  adjustment  of  all  theological  dis- 
putes. (Cf.  L.  Heller^  Nik.  Huunius,  s.  Leben  u.  Wirken.  Lubeck, 
1843.)  Little  was  done,  in  the  nature  of  the  circumstances,  in  the  de- 
partment of  Church  History.  Nevertheless,  Rechenberg,  Kortholt,  Ittig, 
Sagittarius^  Yeit  Ludw.  v.  Seckendorfy  deserve  to  be  named  for  theii 
contributions  to  the  history  of  the  Reformation.  Calixtus,  however 
awakened  new  zeal  and  spirit  for  the  study  of  Church  History,  ana 
Gottfried  Arnold  of  Giessen  (ob.  1714),  a  thoroughly  learned  investi- 
gator, but  so  violently  opposed  to  every  form  of  orthodoxy,  that  he 
could  not  find  true  Christianity,  since  the  4th  century,  anywhere  but 
among  sects,  separatists,  and  heretics,  threw  the  entire  theol.  world 
into  an  uproar,  hi  his  Impartial  History  of  Churches  and  Heretics. 
(T.{4,2.)    (Cf.r46,2.) 
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J  39.  RELIGIOUS  LIFE  IN  THE  LUTHERAN  CHURCH. 

The  great  importance  which  the  Lutheran  Church  of  this  period 
attached  to  pure  doctrine  and  a  genuine  confession  exposed  it 
to  the  danger  of  a  one-sided  over-estimation  and  externalization 
of  the  same  to  a  mere  dead  orthodoxy,  an  evil,  indeed,  which 
showed  itself  in  various  ways.  But  a  great  number  of  the  most 
excellent  and  learned  theologians,  who  recognized  the  inflaenco 
of  pure  doctrine  upon  personal  piety,  as  well  as  the  necessity  of 
possessing  a  theology  of  the  heart,  and  of  maintaining  practical 
Christianity,  opposed  this  evil  tendency  in  a  conciliatory  bat 
decided  manner  by  their  writings,  preaching,  and  pastoral  labors. 
During  this  whole  century,  but  especially  during  its  first  half, 
there  were  many  influential  advocates  of  a  noble  Lutheran  myS' 
iiciism,  which  harmonized  with  orthodoxy  both  in  faith  and 
knowledge,  and  only  opposed  its  threatening  or  actually  existing 
externalization  of  Christianity.  But  by  the  side  of  this  mysti- 
cism, we  find  that  separatism,  an  unchurchly  mysticism,  and  (heo- 
sophy,  broke  forth  as  excrescences,  or  caricatures  of  the  truth. 
Church  hymnolocfy  acquired  a  new  life,  during  the  tribulations 
of  the  Thirty  Years'  war,  but  after  that  gradually  lost  its  sublime 
objective  churchly  character,  for  which  the  fluent  rhyme,  the 
easy  style,  and  more  elegant  form,  were  only  a  feeble,  and  in 
part  questionable  substitute.  Church  music  was  correspondingly 
developed. 

1.  Mtjsticism  and  Asceticism. — John  Arndt,  "  the  F^n61on  of  Luther- 
anisni/'  stands  at  the  head  of  those  vigilant  an  J  faithful  servants  of  the 
Church,  who  strove  to  vindicate  the  inalienable  right,  and  urgent  duty 
of  the  Lutheran  Church  to  maintain  a  hearty  sincere  mysticism  over 
against  formal  orthodoxy,  wliich  had  allowed  justifying  faith  and  a 
correct  belief  to  degenerate  into  a  new  opus  opcratum.  His  "  Sechs 
BUeher  vom  wahren  Chriatenthum,"  and  his  "  Paradiesgartlein,"  which 
have  been  translated  into  almost  every  living  tongue,  conferred  incal- 
culable blessings  both  upon  his  own  and  subsequent  generations;  up<m 
himself,  however,  they  brought  great  reproach  and  hostility,  from  the 
advocates  of  a  malevolent  or  dead  orthodoxy.  He  died  in  1621,  whilst 
General-superintendent  in  Ceile,  after  he  had  been  driven  from  Anhalt, 
as  a  confessor  of  Lutheran  orthodoxy,  for  refusing  to  denounce  exor- 
cism as  an  ungodly  superstition,  and  then  openly  accused  by  his  col- 
league Denecke  and  other  Lutheran  zealots  of  papism,  Calvinism, 
Osiandrianism,  Flacianism,  Schwenkfellianism,  Paracelscism,  Alchymy, 
etc.   (Cf.  F,  Arndi,  J.  Arndt.  BerL  1838.— il.  L.  Pertz,  de  Joh.  Arndtio 


R£L:GI01S    life   in    the    LUTHERAN    CHURCH.      208 

^UHque  libris  de  vero  Christ.  Hann.  1852,  4to.  Also,  the  lively  descrip 
fcims  of  the  histtncally  faithful  romance  of  A.  Wildenhahn,  J.  A.  eio 
Zoitbild  au8  Braunschweigs  K.  u.  Stadtgesch.  Lpz.  1847,  2  Bde.)  Other 
successful  advocates  of  a  living  Christianity  are  met  with  in  the  great 
theologian  John  Gerhard,  of  Jena  [oh.  1037,  Mcditationes  sacrae,  and 
Schola  pietatis  d.  i.  Christl.  u.  heils.  Untericht  v.  d.  Uebung  d.  wahren 
Gottseligk.) ;  Stephen  Ih^diorius  of  Salzwcdel  (o6.  1010,  Gcistl.  Schati- 
kammcr) ;  Jlerm.  Rathmann  of  Dantzig  [oh.  1028,  Jesu  Christi  Gnaden- 
reich,  cf.  J.  G.  V.  Engelhardt,  Ub.  d.  Rahtniannschcn  Streit,  in  the  hist, 
theol.  Ztschr.  1854,  1) ;  Valerius  Ilerberger  of  Fraustadt  (ob,  1027,  Ev. 
Herzpostille  ;  Geistlich.  Trauorbinden  ;  Magualia  Dei,  etc.) ;  Heinrich 
Muller  of  Rostock  (ob.  1075,  Ilimmlischer  Liebeskuss ;  Gcistl,  Er- 
quickstunden,  etc.) ;  Christian  Scriver  (Geistl.  Seenlenschatz ;  Siech- 
und  Siegesbette ;  Gottholds  zufallige  Andachten),  Aha^verus  Fritsch, 
privy  councillor  and  chancellor  in  Schwartzburg-Rudolstadt  [ob.  1701, 
Christenthums  fragen),  Ph.  Jak.  Spener  and  others.  Johann  VaktUin 
Andrea  of  Wiirteniberg  (ob.  1054),  grandson  of  one  of  the  authors  of 
the  Form  of  Concord,  opposed  the  corruption  of  his  time,  by  writings 
mostly  satirical  and  allegorical,  in  an  entirely  original  and  genial 
manner,  which,  however,  on  account  of  its  originality,  was  often  mis- 
under8t'>od.  Especially  was  his  allegory  of  the  uni(m  of  the  cross  and 
the  rose  (as  symbols  of  Christianity  and  science)  in  the  society  of  the 
SosicrucianSf  grossly  misunderstood,  as  though  such  a  society  pos- 
sessed the  science  of  magical  arts, —  an  assumption  of  which  fanatics 
and  impostors  took  great  advantage  (Fama  fraternitas  Rosaceae  Crucis 
or  Brliderschaft  d.  hochliibl.  Ordens  d.  Rosenkr.  an  die  Haupter,  Stands 
u.  Gelehrten  Europas,  1014 ;  Confess,  u.  Bekenntniss  d.  Briidersch.  d. 
K.  Cr. ;  Menippus,  s.  dialogorum  satyric.  Centuria ;  Mythologia  christ. 
s.  de  virtut.  et  vitiis  hum.  vita);  Turris  Babel,.8.  Ros.  Crucis  chaos  ; 
Reipublicse  Christiana  politaniB  descriptio ;  Verae  unionis  in  Chr,  J. 
specimen,  etc. ;  cf.  W.  llossbach,  Val.  Andr.  u.  s.  Zeitalt.  Berl.  1819.) 
(Cf.  i  46,  6.) 

2.  Mysticism  and  Theosophy.  (Cf.  Fr.  Delitsch,  d.  Naturphilos. 
Mysticism,  innerh.  d.  luth.  K. ;  in  the  Ztschr.  f.  Luth.  Theol.  1841,  III, 
—Fr.  t?.  Fuque,  Jac.  Biihme.  Greiz,  1821.— TT.  L.  Wullen.  J.  B.'s  Lebep. 
u.  Lehre.  Stuttg.  1830.—^.  E.  Umhreit,  J.  B.  Heidelb.  1835.— Jw/. 
Hamberger,  d.  Lehre  d.  deutsch.  Philos.  J.  B.  Munich,  1844. — H.  A, 
Fechner,  Jac.  B.  s.  Leben  u.  s.  Schriften.  Gorlitz,  1857.) — A  mystical 
theosophy,  though  much  despised,  partly  remained  within  the  limits 
of  outward  Church  union,  and  was  pre8crve<l  by  ecclesiastical  restraints 
from  grosser  theoretical  and  practical  errors,  and  partly  also  tore  loose 
from  the  Church  as  a  degenerate  Babel  (§42,  1).  This  movement  re* 
ceived  impetus  and  strength  from  the  works  of  Agnppaand  Paracelsus 
upon  natural  philosophy  and  alchemy,  from  the  devotional,  mystical, 
and  theosophic  posthumous  works  of  Val.  Weigel,  and  above  all  from 
Uie  profornd  revelations  of  the  mighty  cobbler  of  Gorlitz,  Jacob  Bdhm4 
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(philosophus  teut(  nicus),  the  greatest,  most  profound,  and  most  inge 
nious  of  all  theosophists  who  ever  lived  —  a  man  wlto,  with  all  his  un« 
churchlj  speculations,  nevertheless  in  his  life  sincerely  maintained 
true  piety,  and  faithfully  adhered  to  the  Lutherau  Church.  As  a  tra- 
velling journeyman,  already,  he  experienced  blessed  peace  for  seven 
days,  from  being  encompassed  by  a  divine  light.  But  he  dates  hi** 
fuller  theosophic  illumination  from  a  certain  moment  when,  as  a  young 
master,  just  married,  he  was  thrown  into  an  eostacy  by  the  reflection 
of  the  sun  from  a  brightly  polished  pewter  plate,  and  beheld  the  mys- 
teries of  Deity,  even  to  the  last  principles  of  all  things,  so  as  to  discern 
their  inmost  quality.  Ilis  theosophy,  like  ancient  Gnosticism,  starts 
with  the  question  concerning  the  origin  of  evil.  He  solves  it  by  as- 
suming an  emanation  of  all  things  from  God,  who  completely  attempers 
and  harmonizes  in  himself  fire  and  light,  the  quality  of  bitterness  and 
sweetness,  which  become  separated  in  the  creatures  emanating  from 
him,  but  are  reconciled  an<l  united  again,  to  godlike  harmony,  by  re- 
generation in  Christ.  In  speculative  power,  and  poetic  wealth,  exhi- 
bited with  epic  and  dramatic  effect,  his  system  surpasses  everything 
of  the  kind  ever  written.  His  works  (Aurora,  oder  die  Morgenrothe 
im  Aufgang ;  Mysterium  magnum,  a  sort  of  comm.  on  Genesis;  Psy- 
chologia  vera;  Der  Weg  zu  Christo;  Von  der  Gnadonwahl ;  Von  d. 
heil.  Taufe  u.  d.  Abendmahl,  etc.)  were  published  by  GichieU  Amst. 
1G82,  2  Bde.  4to. ;  and  recently  by  A".  W.  Schiebier,  Lpz.  1831,  etc.,  6 
Bde.  The  blustering  fanaticism  of  Gregorius  lUchter,  preacher  in 
Gorlitz,  caused  Bohnio  much  trouble,  for  at  his  instigation  B.  was 
banished  from  the  city,  after  the  publication  of  the  Aurora.  Subse- 
quently he  was  allowed  to  return,  on  giving  a  pledge  not  to  write  any 
more  ]>ook8.  But  as  he  could  not  keep  tliis  promise,  the  angry  zeal  of 
his  ecclesiastical  superior  vented  itJ<o.!f  in  increaf»ed  severity.  Ahr. 
Caloi\  also,  entered  the  lists  us  a  watchman  of  Zion,  against  the  fana- 
ticism of  the  (Jiirlitz  cob))lor  ( Anti-Bichmius,  etc.),  whilst  in  the  Dres- 
den consistoriuni  he  found  a  favorable  judgment  and  forbearing  tolera- 
tion. Bohnie  died  in  the  arms  of  his  family  in  Gorlitz,  after  having 
long  banished  himself  from  his  native  place  (1G24).  Gottfr.  Arnold 
(oh.  1714),  for  a  time  prof,  at  (iiessen,  sustained  an  intimate  relation 
to  the  Biihmists,  separatists,  and  j)ieti8ts,  and  yet  fell  out  with  all  of 
them.  In  several  writings  he  des<-ribed  in  a  fanciful  way,  martyrdom, 
marriage,  and  the  entire  life  of  the  first  Christians,  wrote  and  sung 
about  tho  mysteries  of  the  divine  Sophia  (when  Adam,  originally  a 
man-woman,  ^ell,  his  female  nature,  the  heavenly  So])hia,  was  taken 
from  him,  and  instead  of  it  a  carnal  woman  was  formed  out  of  his  rib), 
revileil  the  orthodoxy  <»f  all  ages  and  churches,  an<l  canonized  all 
heretics.  But  notwithstanding  all  this,  he  remained  externally  in  the 
Lutheran  communion,  and  even  entered  the  ministry  in  that  Church. 
(Of.  ?  42,  4.) 

3.  Church  Hymns. — The  first  period  of  its  development  in  this  ceil' 
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tury,  embivces  that  of  the  Thirty  Years'  war  (1618-48).  David'k 
Psalms  become  the  model  and  type  of  the  poets,  and  the  most  earnest 
hymns  of  comfort  in  trouble,  of  imperishable  value,,  spring  from  the 
trials  of  the  times.  This,  of  course,  caused  prominence  to  be  given  to  the 
personal  element.  The  influence  of  Opitz  is  also  seen  in  Church  hymns, 
inasmuch  as  more  care  is  given  to  precision  and  purity  of  language,  as 
well  as  to  a  fluent  and  pleasing  measure.  Instead  of  the  expressive 
brevity,  and  vigorous  terseness  of  earlier  times,  we  meet  with  a  certain 
cordial  expansion  and  enlargement  of  the  thought.  As  deserving  spe- 
cial prominence,  we  name :  the  pious  sufferer  John  Heerman^  pastor  in 
the  principality  of  Glogau  (06.  1G47),  who  composed  400  hymns,  in- 
cluding: **  Ilerzliebster  Jesu,  was  hast  du  verbrochen;"  "  Frlih  Mor- 
gens,  da  die  Sonn  aufsteht;"  **  So  wahr  ich  lebe,  spricht  dein  Gott;" 
**  Wo  soil  ich  fliehen  hin  ; "  •*  0  Gott,  du  frommer  Gott ; "  "  Zion  klagt 
mit  Angst,  u.  Schmerzen  ;''  **Gottlob,  die  Stund  ist  kommen  ;"  etc. — 
Heinr,  Heldy  a  Silesian  lawyer  (06.  1043),  "  Gott  sey  dank  durch  alle 
Welt;"  —  Paul  Flemminy,  in  Voigtland,  a  physician  (oh,  1040),  "In 
alien  meincn  Thaten,"  written  on  a  journey  to  Persia ; — Matih,  Metjffart, 
prof,  and  pastor  in  Erfurt  [oh,  1042),  **  Jerusalem,  du  hochgebaute 
Stadt;" — Martin  Binkart,  pastor  at  Eilenberg  in  Saxony  (06.  1048), 
"Nun  danket  alle  Gott;" — Apelle^  t?.  Ixtwenslern  (06.  1048),  "  Christe, 
du  Bcistand  deiner  Kreuzgemeine  ; " — Joshua  Stegmann,  superintendeat 
in  Kinteln  (ob.  1032),  "Ach  blcib  mit  deiner  Gnade ;" — Joshua  Wege- 
lin,  minister  in  Augsburg  And  Presburg,  "Auf  Christi  Ilimmelfahrt ;" 
— David  DenickCj  cousistorial  councillor  in  Hanover  (06.  1080),  "  Wir 
Menschen  sind  zu  dem,  O  Gott ; " — Ju^t.  GeseniuSf  superint.  in  Hanover 
{ob.  1673),  "Wenn  meine  Sund  mich  kranken;" — Tob,  Clavsnitzei\ 
pastor  in  the  Pahitinatc  [ob,  1048),  *'  Liebstcr  Jesu  wir  sind  hier,  dich 
und  dein."  —  The  poets  just  named  belong  mostly  to  the  ^r*^  Silesian 
schooly  which  gathered  around  Opitz.  John,  Hist  (preacher  in  Ilolstein 
06.  1067)  occupies  an  independent  position,  though  he  too  was  some- 
what influenced  by  Opitz.  He  wrote  O08  spiritual  songs,  many  of  which 
are  remarkable  for  vivacity,  solemnity,  and  elevated  thought ;  "Auf, 
auf,  ihr  Reichsgenossen,"  *'  Ermuntre  dich,  mein  schwacher  Geist/' 
"Jesu,  der  du  meine  Seele,"  **  Du  Lebenafiirst,  Herr  Jesu  Christ," 
"0  Trauerigkeit,  0  Ilerzelcid,"  "  Werde  munter,  mein  Gemlithe." 
"0  Ewigkcit,  du  Donnerwort,"  etc.  —  At  the  head  of  the  cotempora- 
Deous  Kbnigsburg  school  stood :  Simon  Dach^  prof,  of  poetry  in  Konigsb. 
{ob,  1058),  who  composed  150  religious  poems,  including:  "0  wie 
selig  seid  ihr  doch,  ihr  Frommen,"  etc.  Distinguished  among  his  co- 
temporaries  were :  Henry  Alhertiy  organist  in  Konigsburg  (ob.  1008), 
'*Gott  des  Himmels  und  der  Erde,"  etc. —  Val.  ThilOf  prof,  of  elocution 
in  Konigsb.  (ob.  1002),  "  Mit  Ernst,  ihr  Menschenkinder ;" — George 
Weissely  minister  in  Konigsb.  (ob,  1055),  "  Macht  hoch  die  ThUr," 
"  Such  wei  da  will  " 
From  the  middle  «»f  the  17th  century,  hymns  assumed  more  and 
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more  of  a  subjective  character,  wl.ich  gave  rise  to  a  great  diversity  of 
ntyle  jtnd  classes.  The  Church  no  longer  sings  in  the  words  of  th« 
poet,  but  the  poet  makes  his  own  feelings  and  state  of  mind  predomi- 
nate. Confessional  hymns  became  more  rare,  and  those  of  a  purely 
edifying  character,  having  reference  to  various  events  in  life,  death, 
suffering,  consolation,  the  family,  became  more  numerous.  Thus,  as 
the  objective  feature  is  given  up  one  characteristic  of  true  Church 
hymns  disappears  from  the  religious  poetry  of  this  period.  And  yet 
some  essential  marks  still  remain,  such  as  a  popular  form  and  matter, 
freshness,  vivacity,  and  a  naive  style,  the  reality  of  personal  experience, 
and  full  assurance  of  faith,  etc.  Even  subjective  individual  feelings 
and  frames  still  spring  from  the  soil  of  a  churchly  faith,  and  are  firmly 
and  immovably  ruoted  therein.  Thus  then  the  best  hymns  of  this 
period  are  still  Church-hymns,  and  bear  upon  their  brow  the  impress 
of  immortality.  The  poets  of  this  perit>d  form  three  classes:  (1.)  The 
iraiisUion  group  from  objectivity  to  subjectivity.  The  great  master  of 
this  class,  and  next  to  Luther  the  greatest  religious  poet  of  the 
evangelical  church  in  general,  is  Paul  Gerhardt^  the  fuitiiful  confes- 
sor of  Luther  in  suffering  and  persecution  ({  34,  4).  In  him  the  new 
subjective  tendency  exhibits  itself  in  its  noblest,  purest,  and  most 
vigorous  form.  And  by  its  side  we  also  discover  the  old  objective  ten- 
dency, with  its  direct  Church-consciousness  and  immovable  faith,  with 
its  noble,  vigorous  popular  character,  in  all  the  fullness  and  vigor 
of  Luther,  and,  as  to  form,  even  more  perfect.  His  1*20  hymns,  if  not 
all  Church-hymns  in  the  narrower  sense,  are  nevertheless  choice 
hymns  of  the  finest  gold  (ex  gr.  "Wie  soil  ich  dich  empfangen," 
**  Frohlich  soil  mein  Herze  springen,"  "  Wir  singen  dir  Immanuel," 
"  Nun  lasst  uns  gehen  und  troten,"  "  Ein  LUmmlein  geht  und  trUgt," 
"  0  Ilaupt  voU  Blut  und  Wunden,"  '*  0  Welt,  sieh  hier  dein  Leben," 
"  Soi  frohlich  alles  weit  und  breit,"  "  Ich  singe  dir  niit  Ilerz  und 
Mund,*'  "Befichl  du  deinc  Wego,"  "  Gieb  dich  zufricdon,"  "Nun 
ruhen  alle  Walder,"  "Gch  aus,  mein  Ilerz,  und  suche  Freud,"  etc.) 
To  this  class  belong,  furthermore,  William  II.,  Duke  of  Saxo- Weimar 
{oh.  1002,  **  Ilerr  Jesu  Chriyt,  dich  zu  uns  wend*') ; — Geo.  AV•wmrt^^•, 
Librarian  in  Weimar  (oh.  1081,  *'  Wer  nur  den  lichen  Gott  lUsst 
walten") ; —  Christian  KcymanUy  rector  in  Zittau  (06.  1003,  "  Meinen 
Jesum  lass  ich  nicht") ; — John  Franck,  burgomaster  of  Gubon,  Lausa- 
tia  (ob.  1077),  next  to  Paul  Gerhardt  the  greatest  poet  of  this  period, 
composer  of  110  hymns,  less  popular  and  cordial,  but  more  soaring 
than  Gerhardt.  ("lleut  ist  uns  der  Tag  erschienen,"  *'Jesu  meine 
Freude,"  **  Schraticke  dich,  0  liebe  Seele,"  **  Unsre  miiden  Augenli- 
der,"etc.): — CItristopher  Ilomhurg,  actuary  in  Naumburg  (ob.  1681, 
"Jesu,  meines  Lebens  Leben") ; —  Geo.  AJbinus,  pastor  in  Naumburg 
(ob.  1079,  "  Straff  mioh  nicht  in  deinem  Zorn,"  "Alle  Menschcn  mlissen 
sterben'*)  \—Mich.  Schirmery  conrector  in  Berlin  (ob.  1673,  *'0  heilger 
Geist,  kehf  bei  uns  ein").  —  (2.)  The  next  class  of  hymni  is  rathor 
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moulded  after  the  Cani'iSles  than  the  Psalms.     The  chief  theme  is  tb« 
fipousal  relation  of  the  soul  to  Christ.     Feeling  and  fancy  become  prp» 
dominant,  and  sometimes  degenerate  into  sentimentalism  and  puerility. 
This  tendency  received  a  new  impulse  by  a  conjunction  of  the  mystical 
contemplative  element  with  it.    To  it  belong :   Siym.  v.  Birchen  (Betu- 
lius,  oh.  1668,  "  Lasset  uns  mit  Jesu  ziehen") ; —  Christopher  Weglei" 
ter^  prof,  and  preacher  in  Altdorf  (oh.  1706,  "  Beschwertes  Ilerz,  leg  ab 
die  Sorgen") ; — Mich.  Franck^  chief  baker,  then  preceptor  in  Coburg 
{oh.  1667,  "  Gen  Himmel  aufgefahren  ist") ; — Angelus  Silesivs  (|  36,  1), 
the  chief  poet  of  this  class,  who  wrote,  as  Protestant,  many  admirably 
sweet  hymns  (**  Mir  nach  spricht  Christus,   unser  Held,"  '*Der  am 
Kreuz  ist  meine  Liebe,"  *'  Ich  will  dich  lieben,  meine  StSrke,"  "Liebe, 
die  du  mich  zum  Bilde,"  etc.) ; — next  to  these.  Christian  Knorrv.  Rosen' 
roth,  died  in   Sulzhach    (1689)    ('*MorgengIanz   der   Ewigkeit") ;  — 
Jjuddmilie  Elizahefh,  Countess  of  Schwarzburg-Rudolstadt  (oh.  1672, 
composer  of  215  precious  hymns  to  Jesus :  "  Zeuch  uns  nach  dir  ")  etc. ; 
—  Caspar  Neumann,  prof,  and  pastor  at  Breslau  (oh.  1715,  **  Gottes  und 
Mariens  Sohn").  —  (3.)   The  cotcmporaries  and  congenial  friends  of 
Spener,  men  who  longed  for  a  resuscitation  of  practical  piety  in  the 
Church.     Their  hymns  are  pervaded  by  a  healthy  and  sincere  piety. 
Spener's  effusions  are  of  small  importance.     /.  Jac.  SchUtZy  Spener's 
friend,  a  counsellor-at-law  in  Frankfurt  (oh.  1690),  composed  only  one, 
but  an  important  hymn  (**Sei  Lob  und  Ehr"); — Ad.  Drese,  chapel- 
master  in  Weimar  (oh.  1718,  three  hymns,  **  Seelenbrautigam,"  etc.)  ;— 
Sam,  Bodigasi,  rector  in  Berlin  (oh.  1708,  "Was  Gott  thut,  das  ist 
wohlgethan  " ) ;  —  Laurentius  Laurent ii,  director  of  music  in  Bremen 
(oh.  1722,  "Wach  auf  mein  Ilerz,  die  Nacht  ist  bin"); —  Cyriacus 
Guniher,  gymnasial  teacher  in  Gotha  (oh.  1704,  '*  Halt  im  GedUohtuiss 
Jesum  Christ");— (rV//r.  Arnold  (oh.  1714,  " 0  Durchbrecher  aller 
Bande").     (Cf.  J46,  4.) 

4.  Music.  —  Simultaneously  with  the  change  effected,  through  the 
influence  of  Opitz,  in  the  style  and  character  of  Church  hymns,  a  cor- 
responding change  took  place  in  Church  music,  through  the  influence 
of  the  new  Italian  school.  Here  also,  as  in  the  case  of  hymnology, 
we  may  discover  a  transition  period,  which  retained  the  essential  ex- 
cellencies of  the  old  style,  but  was  ready,  also,  to  adopt  the  more 
elegant  and  polished  form,  as  well  as  the  subjective  emotionalism  of 
the  new  style,  impressing  it  with  the  fervor  and  energy  of  the  German 
evangelical  spirit.  The  first  prominent  master ^of  this  transition-stage 
is  John  Herm.  Schein,  cantor  at  the  St.  Thomas  school  in  Leipsi'j  (oh, 
1630).  Still  more  prominent  than  he  was  John  Criiger,  cantor  at  the 
Churchof  St.  Nicholas,  Berlin  (oh.  1662).  He  did  for  music  what  Paul 
Gerhardt  did  for  hymnology.  Ho  c/^mposed  71  new  tunes,  full  of  the 
tnergy  of  faith,  and  tender  fervor,  adapted  to  Gerhardt's,  Ilcerman'a, 
J.  Fr\nck's,  Dach*s,  Rinkart's,  etc.,  hymns,  and  his  tunes  held  their 
placf  in  the  Church  until  the  period  of  illumination.     Next  to  him  we 
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must  name:  Ja^ob  ffintze  in  Berlin  {ob,  1695) ;  John  Ebelinj^  Crttger*! 
successor  as  cantor,  who  composed  tunes  for  Gerhanlt's  120  hymns 
John  Schofy  leader  of  a  band  in  Hamburg  (o6.  16(>0),  who  composeo 
lively  popular  tunes  to  the  best  of  Rist's  hymns ;  and  Thorn.  Selle^ 
town  cantor  in  Hamburg  {ob,  1GC3),  also  an  excellent  singer  of  Rist's 
hymns. 

In  the  second  half  of  the  17th  century,  the  modern  style  gained  a 
decided  preponderance  over  the  antique  method.  Musical  declamation, 
and  expression  suited  to  the  words,  prevail ;  rythmical  irregularities 
and  the  old  churchly  tunes  disappear  before  a  regular  measure,  and 
modern  softer  tunes ;  so  that  psalmody  becomes  wholly  alienated  from 
its  original  vital  element,  as  popular  singing.  Religious  concert  music, 
which  contained  no  reminiscent  traces  even  of  the  old  Church  melodies, 
and  despised  the  form  of  hymns  and  stnjphes,  was  more  constantly 
cultivated.  Thus  the  congregation  wholly  ceased  taking  part  in  the 
singing.  Among  the  masters  of  this  concert  style,  in  Italian  fashion, 
Heinrich  Sch'utz,  masterof  the  chapel  of  electoral  Saxony  (ob,  1672)  was 
distinguished.  He  was  the  first  to  transplant  to  Germany  the  new 
artificial  form,  by  elaborating  single  passages  fn)m  the  Psalms,  Canti- 
cles, and  the  Prophets,  into  religious  harmony  (**Symphomiae  sacrje," 
1629)  ;  and  in  these  he  entirely  set  aside  the  old  popular  Church  tunes. 
But  some  time  elapsed  (forming  the  transition  stage  already  spoken  of), 
before  so  radical  a  reform  could  naturalize  itself.  This  was  effected  by 
John  liosenmiiller,  leader  of  a  band  in  WolfonbUttel  (ob.  1686),  who 
published  **  KernsprUche  aus  heiliger  Schrift  Alten  u.  Neuen  Testa- 
ments," in  concert  style.  A  reaction  against  the  exclusive  predominance 
of  the  Italian  fashion,  and  the  unchurching  influence  of  artificial  reli- 
gious muj^ic,  was  introduced  by  Amir.  Hammerschmidt^  organist  in 
Zittau  (ll>75),  one  of  the  noblest  and  most  pious  composers  of  the 
German  nation.  By  intorweavinpj  old  Church  melodies  with  religious 
sympliony,tlieoldst3'leof  ]»salni«)dy  was  combined  with  the  new  artifi- 
cial style,  somewhat  in  the  form  of  a  dialogue.  The  origin  of  arias  is 
closelv  connected  with  this  last  niovcnicnt,  since,  instead  of  the  inter- 
woven  old  Church  nieh)dies,  suitaMo  an<l  stirring  artificial  tunes,  ac- 
cording to  the  new  taste,  were  invented  ft>r  the  hymns  of  cotcmp>oraneou8 
poets.  Tlic  excellent  composer  Uiid.  Ahh,  organist  and  burgomaster 
in  MUhlluiusen  (nb.  1073),  must  be  regarded  as  the  proper  author  of 
the  aria  stvle.  He  intnxluced  his  own  ajcreeable  arias  into  the  regular 
I»rd's  day  and  festival  services.  By  lieing  frequently  repeated,  the 
pleasant  ornate  sounds  impressed  themselves  upon  the  memory  of  all 
that  heard  them,  so  that  they  were  soon  adopted  in  the  congregational 
pinging.  His  religious  arias,  besides  appropriating  all  the  ornaments 
of  the  moderr.  stvle,  are  distinguished  by  their  youthful  freshness  and 
vigor,  breathe  a  holy  earnestness,  and  are  still  free  of  the  secularization 
%nd  playful  trivialities  into  which  the  aria  style  soon  fel  .  Next  to 
Able,  mention  must  be  made  of  Peter  Sohr^  schoolmaster  in  £lbin|i^ 
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many  o^  whoa  3  arial  tunes  passed  into  Church  use.  As  the  massive, 
grand  fiirms  oJ  the  old  melodies  by  this  time  already  appeared  too  hard 
and  irregular,  Wolfy.  Charles  Briegel,  cantor  at  Gotha,  undertook  to 
modify  them  (1687),  so  as  to  suit  the  altered  taste  of  the  times.  John 
Pachelhely  organist  in  Nuremberg  (06. 1706),  the  greatest  performer  0' 
his  day,  belongs  to  this  tendency  as  a  composer.     (Cf.  J  46,  5.) 

5.  Christian  Life,  —  Notwithstanding  numerous  orthodoxistic  and 
separatistic  excrescences,  the  religious  poeU-y  of  this  period  furnishes 
brilliant  testimony  concerning  the  fulness,  depth,  and  fervor  of  the 
religious  life  of  the  period.  And  an  abundance  of  excellent  devotional . 
books,  of  imperishable  value,  as  well  as  popular  expositions  (especially 
that  of  Ernesti,  Nuremb.  1641)  of  the  Bible,  afford  proof  of  pastoral 
fidelity  and  zeal,  as  well  as  of  the  favor  with  which  these  attentions 
were  received  by  the  Lutheran  people.  Ernest  the  Pimis^  of  Saxe-Gotha, 
appears  almost  an  ideal  of  a  Christian  prince  (oh.  1675,  cf.  /.  OelbkCf 
Herzog  E.  d.  Fr.  1810,  3  Bde.)     (Cf.  §  46.  6.) 

6.  Missions,  —  The  missionary  efforts  of  the  Lutheran  Church  are 
still  limited  to  their  relatively  low  level.  Gustavtis  Adolphus,  of  Swe- 
den, however,  prosecuted  the  Lapland  mission  with  increased  zeal,  and 
Denmark,  also,  cheerfully  aided*  in  the  work.  A  Norwegian  clergy- 
man, Thomas  von  Westen  (ob.  1727),  may,  on  account  of  his  efficient 
leal,  be  called  the  apostle  of  this  mission  (completed  more  recently  by 
Stockfltth, — Cf.  A.  G.  Rudelhach,  d.  finnisoh-lappische  Mission  u.  Thorn, 
v.  Westen,  in  A,  Knapp*s  Christoterpe,  1833).  Peter  Heyling,  a  German 
of  LUbeck,  went  as  a  missionary  to  Abyssinixi  (1635),  and  several  of 
his  friends  went  to  other  countries  of  the  East,  at  the  same  time,  and 
for  a  similar  purpose.  Of  the  latter  nothing  was  ever  heard.  But  aa 
Abyssinian  abbot  who  visited  Europe,  brought  tidings  of  Ileyling. 
At  first  he  was  opposed  by  the  machinations  of  the  Jesuits.  As  soun, 
however,  as  they  were  driven  off,  he  gained  access  to  the  court,  became 
minister  to  the  king,  one  of  whose  relatives  he  married.  The  ultimate 
fiite  of  him  and  his  mission  is  unknown.  ^ 


IV.  THE  REFORMED  CHURCH. 

{  40.  REFORMED  THEOLOGY  AND  ITS  CONFLICTS. 

Theological  science  flourished  in  the  Reformed  Church  during 
the  17th  century,  to  an  unexampled  degree.  The  contributions 
to  Biblical  philology,  to  antiquarian  and  historical  researches, 
were  especially  remarkable.  The  Reformed  theologians  of  France 
sought  to  out-rival  the  Maurines  and  Oratorians  of  that  country, 
and  those  of  the  Netherlands,  England,  and  Switzerland;  sought 
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to  keep  up  with  the  reputation  for  learning  acquired  by  their 
French  brethren.  But  a  union  of  the  Reformed  Churches 
of  dififerent  countries,  in  faith  aud  confession,  and  by  means 
of  general  synods,  failed  at  the  first  attempt  to  afifect  it,  in 
Dort.  Opposition  to  Calvin's  rugged  doctrine  of  predestination 
started  a  Telagianizing  current  in  the  Reformed  Church,  which 
carried  with  it  others  besides  ex  professo  Arminians,  In  Eng- 
land this  opposition  found  its  expression  in  latitudinarianisni, 
and,  still  worse,  in  deism  (§  43,  2).  In  France  it  took  a  more 
moderate  course,  and  led,  in  several  respects,  to  an  approxima- 
tion to  the  Lutheran  doctrine.  In  general,  however,  all  these 
movements  are  to  be  regarded  as  a  reaction  of  Zivinglianism^ 
which,  though  repelled,  had  not  been  overcome  by  Calvinism, 
The  intrusion  of  the  Cartesian  pliilosophy  into  the  Reformed 
Church,  was  successfully  resisted  by  Voetius;  but  then  a  scholas- 
iicism  obtained  the  ascendancy,  in  comparison  with  which  that 
of  Quenstedt  is  only  child's  play.  In  opposition  to  it  the  federal 
theology  of  Cocceius  forced  its  way  back  to  the  Scriptural  life- 
source,  and  to  a  certain  extent  corresponds  with  the  pietistie 
movement. 

1.  The  Arminian  Controversy,  (Cf.  /.  liegenboog.  Hist.  d.  Remon- 
stranton.  From  the  Dutch,  Lem^jo,  1781,  2  Bde. — M.  Graf,  Betr.  zur 
Gesch.  d.  Syn.  v.  Dordr.  Bas.  lH2!y.  [Herzog's  Encycl.  Philad.  1860, 
articloH  Arminiiut,  Dort]). — Calvin's  dogma  of  absolute  predestination 
(which  even  the  German  Keformod  Church  evaded,  or  softened  down), 
produced  in  the  Netherlands  a  passionate  controversy,  which  ended  in 
the  split  of  the  Netherland  Reformed  Church.  In  the  10th  century, 
already,  the  milder  view  of  the  infralnpsarian^,  who  held  that  the  act 
of  predestination  followed  the  fall,  was  set  up  in  opposition  to  that  of 
the  stricter  Calvinists,  who  maintained  that  God  had  passed  that  act, 
before  the  fall,  and  who  wore  therefore  called  supralapsarians.  Drawn 
into  this  coiitroversy,  James  Arminuis,  prof,  in  Leyden  since  1003,  be- 
came more  and  more  convinced,  that  the  dogma  of  an  absolute  predes- 
tination was  anti-scriptural,  but  then  wandered  into  Pelagian  paths. 
His  colleague,  Francis  Gomarus,  violently  opposed  him.  The  conflict 
8(Km  became  so  bitter  and  general,  that  the  Holland  States  supposed 
they  would  have  to  interfere.  A  religious  colloquy  proved  the  more 
fruitless,  as  Arminius  died  during  its  progress  (1000).  The  States, 
favoring  the  Arminians,  declared  the  differences  non-essential,  and 
enjoined  peace.  Simon  Episrophis,  from  1011  prof,  in  Leyden,  placed 
himself  at  the  head  of  the  Arminian  party.  But  as  the  Arminiana 
were  coutinuilly  reproached  and  jissailed  by  the  Gomaristij  as  Pela- 
gians, they  laid  a  Remonstrance  before  the  States  (1010),  which,  in  five 
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• 
Icicles,  set  forth  a  carefully  restricted  semipelagianiRm.  Thenceforth 
they  were  called  EsmonstranfSf  their  opponents  Contra- Remonstrants, 
There  were  influential  men  on  the  side  of  the  Arminians,  including 
the  syndic  0/(^/i&arnere/d,  and  ^?/^oC/'o//ujf,*' distinguished  as  a  jurist, 
humanist,  and  theologian,  —  heads  of  the  liberal,  republican  party. 
The  Stadtholter  Matirice  of  Orange,  on  the  other  hand,  took  part  with 
the  Gomarists,  in  order  by  their  influence  to  pave  his  way  to  the  throne. 
By  a  master-stroke  he  succeeded  in  overpowering  the  leaders  of  the 
opposing  party.  It  was  ordered  that  the  religious  controversy  should 
be  decided  by  a  general  Synod  at  Dort  (1618-19).  An  invitation  to 
attend  was  extended  to  theologians  of  all  Reformed  countries,  and  28 
foreigners  were  present.  The  synod  held  154  sessions.  The  result 
could  be  foreseen.  The  doctrine  of  the  Remonstrants  was  rejected, 
absolute  predestination  was  established  anew  as  a  doctrine  of  the 
Church,  but  the  infralapsarian  view  was  allowed.  liemonstrant  con 
gregations  were  not  tolerated,  in  Holland  until  1030  (after  the  death  of 
Maurice).  Their  original  semipelagianism,  however,  gradually  dege- 
nerated into  decided  Pelagianism.  Concerning  the  Collegiants,  see 
1 42,  1. 

2.  Effects  of  the  Arminian  Controversy.  —  The  canons  of  I)ort  were 
by  no  means  received  by  all  the  Reformed  Churches.  In  Germany^ 
Brandenburg,  Hesse,  and  Bremen,  expressly  and  decidedly  refused 
assent  to  them.  The  tempered  Calvinism  of  the  Heidelberg  Catechism, 
and  the  Confessio  Marchica,  continued  to  prevail  there,  with  more  or 
less  sympathy  for  Arminianism.  In  England  and  Scotland  spirited 
efforts  were  made  by  the  Presbyterians  to  secure  the  aa££Ildaacj^-fif 
J>Qrt.,  whilst  the  Episcopal  Church  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  it, 
and,  from  its  aversion  to  exclusive  Calvinism,  gave  place  to  latitudinct- 
rian  tendencies,  which  allowed  the  distinction  of  essential  and  non- 
essential articles  of  faith,  and  thus  largely  fell  into  a  state  of  lukewarm- 
ness  and  indifferentism.  The  most  distinguished  latitudinarians  of  this 
period  are:  Wmiafn.jOldllingicortJi  {ob.  1644),  who  became  disgusted 
with  the  theological  collisions  of  his  Church,  and  took  refuge  in  Catho- 
licism, but  soon  discovered  his  mistake,  retraced  his  steps,  and  sought 
and  found  true  peace  in  the  Word  of  God  alone.  (Cf.  A.  Neander^ 
Erinn.  an  Wil.  Ch.  Berlin,  1832.—  [The  works  of  Ch.,  etc.,  Philad., 
1841]);  the  renowned  pulpit  orator,  John  Tillotson,  Archb.  of  Cant. 
[ch,  1694);  Gilb,  Burnet  (ob.  1715),  author  of  a  Hist,  of  the  Ref.  etc., 
and  others.  —  The  French  reformed  Church  remained,  in  general,  true 
to  strict  Calvinistic  orthodoxy,  although  several  of  its  esteemed  theolo- 
gians strove  to  soften  down  the  sharp  points  of  the  predestinarian 
system.  Thus  ^oses  Amyrault,  prof,  at  the  Ref.  acad.  of  Saumur  (ob. 
1604),  who  proposed  the  doctrine  of  a  universaliamus  hypotheticus, 
which  taught  that  God  had  determined  by  a  Decretum  universale  et 
hypotheticum  to  save  all  men  (even  the  heathen  on  the  ground  of  a 
fides  implicita)  through  Jesu«  Christ,  on  condition  of  faith,  to  effect 
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which  gratia  resistibilis  is  given  to  all,  whilst,  in  consequence  of  a 
dccretum  absolutum  et  speciale,  only  the  elect  receive  _grati a  irresisti- 
bilis.  (Trait6  de  la  predestination,  1G34).  Two  French  synods,  at 
Alenqon  (1037)  and  Charenton  (1644),  pronounced  this  doctrine  to  be 
admissible,  and  many  highly  respected  theologians  (Dav,  Blondel,  Jean 
DailU,  and  /.  Claude)  defended  it.  Others,  however,  (Pet.  du  MovUn 
in  Sedan,  Andr,  Rivety  and  Fr.  Spanheim  in  Leyden,  Sam.  Maresius 
in  Griiningen),  assailed  it  most  violently  (cf.  A,  SchweizeTy  Mos.  Amy- 
raldus,  in  the  Tub.  Jahrbb.  1852,  I.)  Amjraldls  colleague,  Joshua 
de  la  Pla^  (Placaeus,  oh.  1655)  went  still  further,  and  denied  the  un- 
conditional imputation  of  Adam's  sin,  and  regarded  original  sin  only 
as  an  evil  which  does  not  involve  guilt  until  actual  sin  has  been  com 
mitted.  The  synods  above  name<l  condemned  this  doctrine.  Some 
time  afterwards,  Claude  Parjon,  at  Saumur  (ob.  1685),  excited  a  lively 
controversy  by  a  declaration  which  pointed  to  universal  grace,  affirm- 
ing that  all  the  operations  of  Divine  providence  and  of  the  Holy  Spirit 
were  designed  to  effect  man's  conversion,  the  former  by  the  events  of 
life,  the  latter  bv  means  of  the  Word  of  God.  A  number  of  French 
synods  condemned  this  doctrine,  and  affirmed  an  immediate,  as  well 
as  a  mediate  operation  of  the  lluly  Spirit  and  of  providence  (cf.  AL 
SchweizeVr  d.  Pajonismus,  in  the  tUbg.  Jahrbb.  1853,  I.)  —  In  Sttiizer' 
land,  genuine  Calvinism  was  most  rigidly  adhere<i  to.  In  its  defence, 
the  Zurich  theologian  /.  H.  Ileidefjcjery  aided  by  Prof.  Fr.  Turretin  of 
Geneva,  drew  up  a  new  symbol,  the  Formula  cojisensus  helvetici,  which 
was  recognized  by  most  of  the  cantons  in  1675.  Besides  setting  forth 
a  rigid  predestinarian  <loctrine,  this  consensus  also  laid  it  down  as  a 
doctrine  of  the  Church,  that  the  Hebrew  vowel  points  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment were  inspired,  a  view  for  which  the  two  Basel  professors,  John 
Buxtorf.  father  [oh.  1629)  and  son  [oh.  1664),  contended,  and  which 
Louis  Cajyellus  of  Saumur  [oh.  1658)  oppo>seiL 

3.  The  Cariasian  and  Cocceian  Controversies . — Even  after  the  subsi- 
dence of  the  Arniinian  controversv,  the  Netherlands  were  the  scene 
of  violent  theological  dipputes.  The  philosophy  of  the  French  Catholic 
Pen^  Descartes  (^  43,  1 )  found  great  favor  among  the  Reformed  of 
Holland.  It  sustained,  indeed,  in  itself,  no  immediate  relation  to 
Christianity,  or  the  Church,  and  its  theological  adherents  desired  to 
have  it  used  only  as  a  means  of  fornml  cultivation.  But  its  funda- 
mental principle,  that  all.jreal  knowledj^e  proceeds  from  d>^ubt,  was 
regarded  by  the  leading  representatives  of  a  strict  orthoiloxy  as  most 
perilous  to  the  Church.  The  most  respected,  talented,  and  violent  of 
these  opponents,  was  QJsl>cri  Vottius,  prof,  of  theol.  at  Utrecht  (1634- 
76).  He  succeeded  in  obtaining  from  the  States'  General  a  prohibition 
(1656)  of  the  Cartesian  philosophy.  The  system  did,  indeed,  produce 
very  suspicious  fruits.  One  of  its  chief  advocates,  Alex.  Poll,  a  Ger- 
man, and  prof,  at  Utrecht  [oh.  1718),  not  only  taught  that  the  divinity 
of  the  Holy  Scriptures  must  be  demonstrated  by  reason,  inasmucli  af 
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the  testimonium  Spir.  s.  internum  was  limited  to  believers,  but  ho  also 
disputed  the  imputation  ofjuriginaLfiip,  the  doctrine  that  the  dcatk  oL 
saints  is  a  penalty  of  sin,  and  the  eternal  generation  pf  the  Son.     An- 
other zealous  Cartesian,  Balth.  Bekker  (preacher  at  Amsterdam,  de- 
posed 1C92,  oh.  1698),  in  his  "De  betooverde  Weereld,"  denied  the 
agency  of  the  devil  and  of  demons  in  general.    Such  evil  fruits  justified 
the  cry  of  heresy  raised  by  the  orthodox  party,  and  brought  Carte- 
sianism  into  very  bad  credit.     But  the  theological  §QJ^j2la£Ltki£iP  which 
Vogtius  and  his  school  so  fully  elaborated,  called  forth  a  more  powerful 
reaction  from  q.nother  side,  which  successfully  contended  a^^ainst  it,  as 
barren,  and  producing  an  ossification  both  of  science  and  religious  life. 
John  Cocceius  (Koch),  prof,  of  theol.  at  Franeker  and  Lcyden  {o5.  "* 
1669),  stood  at  the  head  of  this  reaction.   The  great  aim  of  his  life  was 
to  lead  tbeology  back  to  the  Bible,  as  its  ouly  living  source,  and  to 
supply  it  with  a  vital  foundation,  gathered  from  the  Bible  itself.     He 
believed  that  he  had  found  such  a  basis  in  the  idea  of  a  two-fold  cove- 
nant of  God  with  man  (the  foedus  naturae  before,  and  the  foedus  gratiss 
after  the  fall).  Thus  he  became  the  author  of  the  federal  theology ,  which 
made  the  historical  development  of  Revelation  the  ruling  principle  of 
theological  inquiry,  and  of  theology  as  a  system,  and  thus  became  the 
founder  of  a  purely  biblical  theology  (as  a  history  of  Redemption). 
lie  adhered  as  closely  as  possible  to  p^^"^^°^^"flTifln  nr*^^l^f"lo\y,  but  it 
was  only  a  mechanical  adhesion.     It  is  not  the  idea  of  an  election  of 
grace,  but  of  a  guidance_oi  grace,  which  predominates  in  his  whole 
system.     In  exegesis  he  set  up  the  rule:  Id  significant  verba,  quod 
significare  possunt  in  Integra  oratione  sic  ut  omnino  inter  se  conveniant. 
But  Christ  is  the  centre  of  the  history  of  Redempticm,  the  Church,  and 
the  world ;  hence  everything  found  in  the  Bible,  history,  doctrine,  pro- 
phecy, stands  in  immediate  and  necessary  relation  to  Christ.    The  Old 
Testament  furnishes,  everywhere,  prophecies  and  types  pointing  to  the 
coming  of  Christ  in  the  flesh,  and  as  all  histories  written  after  his 
coming,  point  to  his  second  advent,  both  the  Old  and  New  Testaments 
foretell  and  foreshadow  the  history  of  the  Church  and  the  world  to  the 
end  of  time.    Thus  JJjyjgJjiyy^ecomes  the  essence  and  guide  of  Co'*- 
ceian  theology ;  but  it  also  often  wanders  into  innumerable  arbitrary 
allegories,  and  an  almost  jiaiiliJe  trifling  with  external,  incidental,  and 
forced  resemblances.    Common  opposition  to  scholasticism  brought  the 
Cartesians  and  Cocceians  into  a  somewhat  close  relationship.     The 
former  took  up  with  the  favorite  ideas  of  the  Cocceians,  and  these 
prized  the  Cartesian  philosophy  as  a  formal  means  of  culture.     This, 
however,  excited  the  scholastics  to  a  violent  assault  upon  both.     They 
especially   charged   Cocceian    theology   with    Judaism,    Pelagianisin, 
Chiliasm,  and  all  conceivable  heresies,  whilst  Cocceius  and  his  adhe- 
rents blamed  orthodoxy  k  la  mode  with  the  radical  ruin  of  the  Reformed 
Church.     Politics  was  Ijaixed  yp  witl\  this  controversy,  also,  as  with 
kho  Arminian.   The  Orange  party  sought  support  among  the  Yoetians ; 
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the  liberal  republican  party  looked  to  the  Cocceians.  A  formal  Bchisnt 
as  in  the  former  case,  was  prevented  only  by  the  urgent  entreaties  and 
admonitions  of  foreign  (German  Reformed)  synods.  Cocceian  theology 
secured  toleration  and  even  admission  to  theological  chairs,  and  sooa 
acquired  a  decided  preponderance  over  scholastic  theology.  (Cf.  Melch, 
LeydeckeVf  Synopsis  controvcrsiarum  de  feed,  et  testamentis  Dei,  qua 
bodie  in  Belgio  movontur,  Traj.  1G90.) 

4.  Theolof/ical  Literature.  —  Biblical  oriental  philology  flourished 
mightily  in  the  Reformed  Church  of  this  period,  especially  through  the 
labors  of  John  Drusius  of  Franekcr  (06.  1616),  the  greatest  Old  Testa- 
ment exegete  of  his  day ;  then  through  the  two  ^^txi^fs^  in  Basel 
(father,  ob.  1629 ;  and  son,  ob.  1664),  who  were  the  greaTest  rabbinical 
scholars  in  the  Christian  Church.  The  former  wrote  Chaldaic  and 
Syriac  grammars,  and  a  Hebrew-Chaldee  lexicon,  Tiberias  8.  Commen- 
tarius  Masorethicus  (inspiration  of  the  vowel  points),  etc.  His  two 
greatest  works :  Concordantiae  Bibl.  hcbr.  and  Lexicon  Chald.  Talmud. 
et  Rabiuicum,  proofs  of  his  gigantic  industry,  were  first  completed  by 
bis  no  less  laborious  son,  who  also  contributed  a  number  of  his  own 
works  to  this  department  of  learning.  Both  were  rivalled  by  /.  Henry 
Hottinger  of  Zurich  (ob.  1667),  who  made  himself  master  of  oriental 
literature  and  languages,  so  far  as  they  were  then  accessible,  and  made 
them  subservient  to  Biblical  philology  in  a  great  number  of  learned 
works,  and  found  time,  besides,  to  write  a  comprehensive  and  learned 
Church  history.  Cocceius,  also,  holds  an  important  place  among  He- 
brew lexicographers.  In  England,  Brian  IValtog  (ob.  1661),  in  con- 
nection with  a  number  of  English  scholars,  undertook  to  issue  the 
London  Pohjglotiy  which  far  surpassed  all  previous  similar  publications 
in  the  completeness  of  its  material  and  apparatus.  Edm.  Ca^tellns, 
prof,  at  Canil>ridge,  contributed  his  renowned  Lexicon  heptaglotton,  as 
the  7th  volume  of  this  great  work.  The  tjlzevir  printing-offires  in  Am- 
sterdam and  Lovden  cfTeoted  the  issue  of  a  tcxtus  recentus  of  the  New 
Testament  (1624).  J.  Pearson  colloctod  the  most  valuable  exegetical 
contributions  of  earlier  times,  and  published  them  in  his  great  work : 
Critici  Sarri,  Lond.  1660,  0  vols.  ful. :  and  Matthew  Pole  did  the  same 
in  his  Synopsis  criticorum.  Lond.  1669,  5  vols.  fol.  The  most  distin- 
guished exogctes  of  this  period  were:  in  France,  the  brothers  Jacob 
Capdlus,  in  Sedan  (ob.  1624),  and  Louis  Capclhis  in  Saumur  (ob.  1658), 
for  their  thorough  knowledge  of  languages,  and  liberal  criticisms ;  in 
England,  Edic.  Pocorkc  in  Oxford  (ob.  1691,  Hosea,  Joel,  Micah,  Mala- 
chi),  and  John  IJghtfoot  in  Cambridge  (ob.  1695,  Ilora;  hebraicaj  et 
talmudicce,  in  elucidation  of  the  New  Testament)  ;  in  the  Netherlands, 
John  Cocceins,  who  wrote  comm.  on  almost  the  whole  Bible,  giving, 
beside  the  typological  significations,  a  thorough  grammatical  historical 
interpretation, — and  his  pupil  Campegiuj  Vitringa  \n  Franeker  (06. 
1716),  the  distinguished  expositor  of  Isaiah  and  the  Apocalypse. 
Am^ng  the  Arminian  exegetes  we  name  the  learned  statesman  and 
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jiuist  Hugo  Grotius  {ob,  1645),  and  John  CUricus  in  Amsterdam  (bori 
1657,  ob.  1736),  the  two  greatest  masters  of  historico-grammatical  expo- 
sition, of  this  and  the  succeeding  century,  and  who  also  levied  upon 
classical  literature  and  philology  for  illustrations  of  the  Scriptures. 
Specially  deserving  of  notice  is  John  Andr,  Eisenmenger,  prof  of  the 
oriental  languages  in  Heidelberg  (ob.  1704),  author  of  the  renowned 
work :  *iJSntdecktes  Judenthum,^  2  Bde.  4to.,  in  which  he  collected 
from  countless  Jewish  works,  with  stupendous  industry,  enormous 
learning,  and  fanatical  partiality,  the  absurdities  and  blasphemies  of 
the  Rabbinical  theology,  having  been  prompted  to  the  undertaking  by 
the  assumptions  and  arrogance  of  the  Jews  of  that  day.  The  book 
was  published  in  Frankfilrt  (2000  copies),  and  Eisenmenger  devoted 
his  entire  property  to  it.  The  Jews  offered  him  12,000  guilders  to 
suppress  it,  but  he  demanded  30,000.  They  then  procured  an  order 
from  the  court  of  Vienna,  for  the  confiscation  of  the  entire  edition,  be- 
fore a  single  copy  could  be  sold.  Eisenmenger  died  soon  after  this 
(1704),  and  his  heirs  endeavored  in  vain  to  secure  the  release  of  the 
book.  Even  the  urgent  intervention  of  King  Frederick  of  Prussia  was 
unavailing.  The  king  finally  (1711)  resolved  to  have  another  edition 
printed  at  his  own  coat,  in  Konigsberg,  from  a  copy  which  had  been 
presented  before  the  book  was  confiscated.  After  this  was  done  the 
FrankfUrt  edition  was  likewise  released.  The  Reformed  Church  of  this 
period  mac^e  truly  brilliant  contributions  to  the  departments  of  Biblical 
Archceology  and  History y  including  those  of  the  Englishmen  /.  Selden 
(de  synedriis  vett.  Hebr. ;  De  Diis  Syris. ;  Uxor  hebr. ;  De  jure  naturali 
et  gentium  juxta  discipl.  Ilebr.),  Thomas  Goodwin  (Moses  and  Aaron), 
James  Usher  (Usserius,  Annales  V.  et  N.  T.),  J.  Marsham  (Canon 
cbronicus),  John  Spencer  (ob.  1693,  do  legibus  Ilebr.  ritual.,  with  an 
arbitrary  reference  of  them  to  Egyptian  '^ustoms,  on  the  ground  of  a 
divine  accommodation) ;  of  the  Frenchman  Sam.  Bochart  (Hierozoicon, 
a  nat.  hist,  of  the  Bible ;  Phaleg,  or  bibl.  geography  as  a  comm.  on 
Genesis,  c.  10 ;  both  works  almost  inexhaustible  treasures  of  the  most 
exquisite  learning) ;  in  the  Netherlands,  Pet.  Cvnceus  (de  republ. 
Hebr.)  /,  Braun  (de  vestitu  pontif.  hebr.),  C.  Vitringa  (de  Synagoga 
Tett.),  etc. 

Dogmatic  theology  throve  most  on  Netherland  soil.  A  Pole,  John 
Makowsky  (Maccopius,  ob.  1644),  as  teacher  of  theol.  at  Franeker,  in- 
troduced the  scholastic  method  into  Reformed  dogmatics  (Loci  com- 
munes theol.)  The  synod  of  Dort  acquitted  him,  indeed,  of  the  charge 
of  heresy,  but  disapproved  of  his  scholastic  method.  Nevertheless  it 
soon  became  predominant.  Its  most  distinguished  advocates  are  Samuel 
MaresitL^  of  Groningen  (ob.  1673),  Gishert  Vottins  of  Utrecht  (oh.  1676, 
Selectse  disputt.  theol.),  John  JToornbeck  of  Leyden  (ob.  1666) ;  and 
among  the  Germans,  Fred.  Wendelin,  Rector  in  Zerbst  (ob.  1652).  The 
most  distinguished  federal  theologians,  next  to  Cocceius  (Summa  doo» 
trina*.  de  foedere  et  testamentis  Die  1648),  are :  Francis  Momma,  Abr, 
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HeidanuSf  Caap.  Witiigt  SoL  v.  Till,  and  Henry  HuUiua,  of  Leyden ; 
John  Braun  of  Grbningen ;  Herman  Witsius  of  Franeker ;  FranctM 
Burmann  and  Afelch.  Let/decker  of  Utrecht. — The  Frenchman,  Is.  Pet/re- 
rius,  attracted  great  attention  by  his  declaration,  based  on  Rom.  5  :  12, 
etc.,  that  Adam  was  primogenitor  of  the  Jews  only,  and  that  the  Gen- 
tiles were  of  pre- Adamite  origin,  and  that  the  flood  was  not  universal 
(Syst.  theol.  ex  Praeadamitarum  hypothesi,  1655).  He  escaped  impri- 
sonment by  entering  the  Catholic  Church  ;  he  recanted,  but  still  adhered 
to  his  views  {ob.  1076). — Morality,  which  had  been  largely  limited  to 
an  exposition  of  the  decalogue,  was  raised  by  Moses  Amyrauli  to  an 
independent  science  (La  morale  chr^tienne,  6  vols.)  Casuistry  was 
treated  of  by  W.  Perkins  of  Cambridge,  and  W.  Amejtius  of  Rotterdam. 
General  polemics  were  prosecuted  by  Hoornbeck,  Francis  Turretin,  of 
Geneva,  Fred.  Spanheim  of  Leyden,  etc.  The  most  extensive  contro 
versial  work  was  produced  by  Dan,  CAami>r  of  Montauban  (ob.  1021) 
against  the  Catholics  (Panstratia  catholica,  4  vols,  fol.)  The  historical 
studies  of  the  Reformed  Church  were,  likewise,  ilmost  exclusively  pur- 
sued for  the  purposes  of  controversy  against  the  Catholics,  and  were 
prosecuted  with  a  thoroughness  and  zeal  which  contributed  largely  to 
the  elucidation  of  the  science.  General  Church  history  was  studied 
by  /.  H.  Hotiinger  of  Zurich,  Fred,  Spanheim  of  Leyden,  Jacob  Basnage 
of  Zlitphen,  ob,  1691  (adv.  Baronius).  Among  the  numerous  historical 
monographs,  we  must  specially  name  the  works  of  Dav.  Blondel,  James 
Daille  (Dallasus),  Claude  Salmasins,  J,  Usher,  Dodwell,  Spanheim, 
Heidegger,  etc.     (Cf.  ?  48,  3.) 

J  41.  PIETY  IN  THE  REFORMED  CHURCH. 

The  piety  of  the  Reformed  Church  is  characterized  by  an 
austere  legality,  a  rigoristic  renunciation  of  the  world,  and  a 
resolute  earnestness  which  disregarded  consequences,  coupled 
with  a  decision  and  energy  of  will,  which  nothing  in  the  world 
could  break  or  bend.  It  was  the  spirit  of  Calvin  which  impressed 
this  character  upon  it,  and  his  doctrine  which  supported  it. 
Only  by  countries  where  Calvin's  spirit  was  enervated  or  re- 
pressed, as  in  the  Lutheranizing  German  Reformed,  or  Catholi- 
cising Anglican  Churches,  was  this  tendency  resisted.  But  it 
manifests  itself  in  an  enhanced  degree,  often  to  extreme  harsh- 
ness, among  the  English  and  Scotch  Puritans,  as  well  as  among 
the  French  Huguenots,  nourished,  as  it  was,  by  persecution  and 
oppression.  Hemmed  in  by  the  narrowest  legal  limits,  the  reli- 
gious life  0**  the  Reformed  could  not  move  so  froely,  and  CDuld 
not  exhibit  itself  in  such  rich  and  various  forms,  as  are  expressed 
ia  the  hymns  and  singing  of  the  German  Lutheran  Church. 
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Neyertbeless  the  Reformed  Church  famished  the  pattern  of  a 
princely  saint,  in  the  person  of  the  noble  Electress  Louisa  Hen^ 
rietla,  who  may  be  favorably  compared  with  the  pious  Duke 
Ernest  (§  39,  5).  She,  likewise,  composed  several  hymns  of 
great  merit,  but  they,  and  similar  productions,  breathe  not  a 
Romanic  Calvinistic,  but  rather  a  German  spirit,  formed  partly 
by  Lutheran  influences. — But  the  highest  glory  of  the  Romanic 
Reformed  Church  of  this  period,  a  glory  which  renders  it  honor- 
able in  all  ages,  is  its  incomparable  martyr-spirit,  which  it  dis- 
played most  brilliantly  in  France. 

1.  In  its  public  singing,  the  Reformea  Church  still  continued  to  use, 
mainly,  Marot's  and  Lobwasser's  metrical  versions  of  the  Psalms 
(2  23,  1).  Maurice  of  Hesse  issued  a  new  edition  (1612)  of  the  latter, 
with  some  new  austere  melodies,  for  the  use  of  the  Church  in  his  coun- 
try. But  Lutheran  psalmody  gradually  passed  over  into  the  Reformed 
Church,  whilst  the  latter  furnished  a  couple  of  religious  poets  during 
this  period,  whose  hymns,  as  true  Church  hymns,  were  adopted  by 
Lutheran  hymn-books.  They  are:  Louisa  Henrietta,  Princess  of 
Orange,  wife  of  the  great  Elector  (ob.  16G7).  She  furnished  four  hymns 
for  a  hymn-book  provided  by  her  for  Reformed  congregations  (including 
"Jesus  meine  Zuversicht,"  and  '*  Ich  will  von  meiner  Missethat"), 
and  Joachim  Neander,  preacher  in  Bremen  [oh.  1G80.  "  Lobe  den  Ilerrn, 
den  m'dchtigen  Konig").  Among  ascetic  writers,  Richard  Baxter  occu- 
pies the  first  rank.  He  was  a  moderate  Puritan,"  and  a  chaplain  in 
Cromweirs  army  [oh.  1691.  "Saints'  Rest,"  "Call  to  the  Uncon- 
verted," "The  Reformed  Pastor,"  etc.)  The  Puritans  can  also  boast 
of  a  most  distinguished  poet  in  John  Milton  (Paradise  Lost,  Paradise 
Regained),  who,  however,  also  handled  a  severe  controversial  pen,  and 
vindicated  the  execution  of  Charles  I. 

2.  The  Reformed  Church  had  two  opportunities  of  proving  the  ardor 
of  ita  Christian  love  in  the  work  of  missions  among  the  heathen^  one  by 
the  cession  of  the  Portuguese  East  India  colonies  to  the  Netherlands, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  17th  century,  another  by  the  colonies  which 
went  from  England  to  North  America,  during  that  entire  century. 
The  Netherlaud  government,  in  its  missionary  operations,  followed 
in  the  footsteps  of  its  Portuguese  predecessor.  It  demanded  of  all  the 
natives  who  sought  any  official  position,  that  they  should  be  baptized 
and  subscribe  the  Belgic  confession.  Many  thousands  outwardly  com- 
plied with  these  terms,  who,  morally,  remained  what  they  were  before. 
On  the  other  hand  the  English  Puritans,  who  had  emigrated  to  Ame- 
rica on  account  of  their  faith,  displayed  a  zeal  in  their  efforts  to  con- 
vert the  Indians,  which  was  worthy  of  the  Protestant  name.  One  of 
Iheir  number,  John  Elioty  was  called  the  apostle  of  the  Indians.  For 
fifty  years  be  labored  among  them  with  untiring  and  self-denying  zeal 
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translated  the  Bible  into  their  own  language,  and  estalished  17  mis- 
sion stations  among  them,  10  of  vrhich,  however,  were  broken  up  during 
his  lifetime  by  a  bloody  war.  lie  died  in  1690.  Eliot's  work  was  con- 
tinued for  five  generations  by  the  Mayhew  family.  English  Puritans 
in  London  established  a  society  for  the  propagation  of  the  Gospel  in 
1647. 


V.  ANTI-  AND  EXTRA-ECCLESIASTICAL  MATTERS 

I  42.  SECTS  AND  FANATICS. 

All  the  fear  principal  Churches  contribute  a  share  to  the 
history  of  sectarianism  and  fanaticism,  not  excluding  the  Catho- 
lic (§  36,  1)  or  even  the  Greek.  The  Baptists  in  England,  like 
the  Anabaptists  of  the  continent,  rejected  infant  baptism ;  whilst 
the  Quakers^  carrying  this  tendency  to  its  furthest  extreme, 
wholly  rejected  baptism  and  tlie  Lord's  Supper,  adopted  the  old 
theory  of  an  inner  light,  and  made  it  the  basis  of  their  organi- 
sation. A  number  of  other  fanatics  and  separatists  did  not  get 
80  far  as  to  form  a  permanent  organization.  The  chief  rendezvous 
of  these  was  in  the  Netherlands,  where  a  free  government  afforded 
a  refuge  for  all  who  were  banished  on  account  of  their  faith. 
There  alone,  also,  did  the  press  enjoy  sufficient  liberty  to  aid  in 
the  propagation  of  mystical  and  theosophic  works,  without  hin- 
drance. The  sects  of  Russia,  finally,  which  have  been  but  little 
inquired  after,  possess  very  special  interest,  and  claim  our  notice 
(Cf.  §  49.) 

1.  Ndherland  Anabaptists.  (Cf.  2  27,  2).  —  Even  during  Menno's 
life,  the  Mennonites  had  divided  into  the  moderate  or  Wat^rlandiaiis, 
and  rif]jid  or  FlemiiKjians,  The  former,  who  depart<?d  in  many  respects 
from  the  original  strictness  of  the  seet,  in  regard  to  morals  and  disci- 
pline, and  constituted  a  preponderant  majority,  soon  separated,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  Arminian  controversy,  into  a  remonstrant  and  a  pre- 
desiinarian  party.  The  former  were  designated  Gahnists^  after  their 
lou'icr  Galenas  de  Ilacn,  and  LammistSy  because  their  church  adopted 
ilie  symbol  of  the  Lamb.  The  ()thers  were  called  Apostoolians,  from 
their  leader  Samuel  Apostool,  or  SunnistSj  because  the  sign  of  the  sun 
was  pla«;ed  on  the  front  of  their  churches.  The  Lammists,  who  rejected 
all  confessions  of  faith,  gradually  gained  a  decided  ascendency ;  but  in 
1800  the  two  parties  united,  and  the  Sunnists  alopted  the  principle.") 
«Dd  doctrines  of  the  Lammists.   The  Remonstrant  Anabaptists  recci^-ed 
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»  large  accession  from  the  Arminian  Collegiants.  During  the  time  that 
the  Armii  ians  were  noi  tolerated  by  the  State,  and  when  their  teacheri 
were  banished,  the  lack  of  clergymen  among  them  induced  the  throe 
brothers  Van  der  Codde  to  found  another  sect,  called  Collegiants^  who 
abolished  the  ofBce  of  the  ministry,  allowed  laymen  to  preach  and 
administer  the  sacraments,  and  admitted  only  adults  to  baptism,  by 
immersion.  Their  place  of  immersion  was  the  village  of  Rhynshurg 
on  the  Rhine  ;  hence  they  were  also  called  Rhynshuryers.  They  were 
called  Collegiants  from  their  assemblies,  which  were  designated  Coir 
legia, 

2.  The  English  Baptists. — About  the  middle  of  the  17th  century,  the 
Baptist  party  sprang  from  the  English  Independents.  They  differed 
from  the  latter  in  the  rejection  of  infant  baptism,  from  the  Anabaptists 
of  the  Continent,  by  retaining  the  independent  or  congregationalist 
constitution.  They  baptized  by  immersion.  They  also  rejected  ordi- 
nation. Through  the  influence  of  Arminianism,  they  split  (1791)  into 
Particular  Baptists^  who  hold  to  Calvinistic  predestination  (gratia 
particularis)  and  General  Baptists ^  who  reject  that  doctrine.  The 
former  were  by  far  the  more  numerous.  Another  sect,  the  Seventh-day 
BaptistSt  was  started  toward  the  close  of  the  17th  century  by  Francis 
Bamjyfield,  They  derive  their  name  from  their  observance  of  the  seventh 
instead  of  the  first  day  of  the  week,  as  their  Sabbath.  From  England 
the  Baptists  soon  went  to  North  America,  which  thenceforth  became 
their  chief  seat.  There  the  original  English  form  of  the  sect  was  diver- 
sified with  a  great  variety  of  sha<les.  All  the  American  Baptists  re- 
tained the  Congregational  constitution.     (Cf.  §  49,  6.) 

3.  The  Quakers.  (Cf.  William  Penn,  a  summary  of  the  hist,  discipl. 
and  doctrine  of  Friends.  Lond.  1092. —  G.  W.  Alberti,  aufr.  Nachricht 
von  d.  Rel.,  Gottesdienst  Sitt.  u.  Gebr.  d.  Qu.  Ilann.  1750. — H.  Tuke, 
Principles  of  Rel.  as  professed  by  the  Quakers.  [NeaVs  Hist,  of  the 
Puritans. — SewelVs  and  Rutty' s  Hist,  of  the  Quakers]). —  Geotge  Fox 
(ob,  1G91),  a  shoemaker  in  the  county  of  Leicester,  arose  (1047)  as  a 
preacher  of  repentance  and  a  reformer,  during  the  disturbances  which 
then  distracted  Church  and  State  in  England.  Rejecting  all  external 
Churchism,  he  desired  to  base  Christianity  wholly  upon  the  inner  light 
of  the  Spirit  in  man,  as  a  continuous  divine  revelation.  He  gained 
many  adherents,  and  in  1049  founded  a  distinct  religious  communion, 
which  assumed  the  name  of  the  Society  of  Friends,  but  their  opponents, 
in  ridicule,  called  them  Quakers  (trembfers,  probably,  from  Philip. 
2  :  12.)  The  doctrinal  views  of  the  Friends  were  reduced  to  a  system, 
during  Fox's  life,  by  George  Keith  (who,  however,  subsequently  re- 
turned to  the  Anglican  Church,  and  assailed  Quakerism),  and  especially 
by  Robert  Barclay  (ob.  1090.  Theologice  vere  Christ,  apologia,  and  a 
Catechism  or  Confession  of  Faith,  pronounced  good  by  the  general 
assembly  of  the  patriarchs,  prophets,  and  apostles).  Their  refusal  to 
96rF3  in  war,  to  take  the  oath,  or  to  pay  tithes,  subjected  them  to  severe 
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persecutions,  imprisonment,  etc.  William  Penn  (ob,  171S),  son  of  thi 
finglish  admiral,  then  appeared  as  their  deliverer  and  second  founder. 
In  payment  of  a  debt  due  his  father,  the  Government  conveyed  to  him 
a  large  tract  of  land  along  the  Delaware,  in  North  America,  which  he 
converted  into  an  asylum  for  all  the  persecuted  and  oppressed,  and  not 
only  from  among  Quakers.  He  founded,  there,  the  colony  of  Pennsyl- 
vania (1682),  under  the  English  Government.  Its  chief  city  was  Phi- 
ladelphia, and  the  fuudamentiil  principle  of  its  charter  complete  liberty 
of  religion  and  conscience.  In  England,  also,  the  Quakers  soon  ob- 
tained toleration,  and  were  granted  the  same  rights  with  other  dissent- 
ers, all  possible  forbearance  being  exercised  towards  their  views  con- 
cerning the  oath,  war,  etc.  The  Quakers  acknowledge  the  Bible  as 
the  word  of  God,  but  regard  the  inner  word  of  God  in  men  as  of  supe- 
rior force,  the  former  being  considered  merely  as  the  starting-point  of 
the  latter,  and  a  means  of  exciting  it.  They  wholly  reject  the  ministry 
and  theological  learning.  Their  communion  consists  only  of  such  as 
are  enlightened.  In  their  meetings,  whoever  is  moved  by  the  Spirit, 
man  or  woman,  may  speak,  pray,  or  exhort.  If  none  is  thus  moved, 
they  continue  sitting  for  a  while  in  silent  contemplation,  and  then  as 
quietly  separate.  They  have  no  singing  or  music.  Baptism  and  the 
Lord's  Supper  are  not  observed  by  them.  In  social  life,  the  Quakers 
are  distinguished  by  strict  honesty,  earnestness,  an  extremely  simple 
mode  of  living,  a  contempt  of  all  luxury,  change  of  fashion,  or  conven- 
ticmal  rules  of  society,  etc.  They  conscientiously  forbade  taking  the 
oath,  and  all  military  and  civil  service.  Subsequently,  however,  many 
of  them  abated  their  rigorous  severity  in  life  and  manners;  such  were 
called  the  wef,  whilst  those  who  adhered  to  their  original  rigor  were 
called  the  dri/,  Quakers.  During  the  present  century  a  new  party  arose 
among  the  American  Quakers,  under  Elias  Hicks,  who  wholly  tore 
loose  from  historical  Christianity,  by  denying  the  divinity  of  Christ, 
and  the  inspiration  of  the  Holy  Scriptures.  This  movement  compelled 
the  opposing  party,  called  KvatuifJical  Friends,  to  attach  themselves 
more  closely  to  the  authority  of  the  Holy  Scriptures.  (Cf.  §  40,  7. 
[Also,  Gurney,  on  the  peculiarities  of  Friends,  and  Is,  Crewdson,  Bea- 
jon  to  the  Friends,  1835 J). 

4.  Many  other  fanatics  arose  during  this  period,  who  failed,  however, 
to  foun<l  permanent  sects.  Jean  de  Labadie,  of  France,  whom  the  Jo- 
suits  educated,  joined  the  Reformed  Church,  and  by  the  aid  of  his 
talented  and  learned  adherent,  Anna  Maria  von  Schurmann,  founded 
the  sect  of  Labadists  in  the  Nether  hinds,  who  insisted  upon  an  inner 
Christianity,  in  true  m3'stic  sectarian  style.  —  Pefer  Foiret,  court- 
preacher  at  Deux-Ponts  in  ino  Palatinate,  previously  a  Cartesian  phi- 
losopher, was  a  warm  admirer  of  Bourignon  and  Guyon,  whose  writings 
he  published,  and  whose  genuine  Catholic  mysticism  he  caricatured  by 
protestanizing  it  (L'6conomie  divine.  Amsterd.  1687,  7  Bde.). — Jane 
Leade,  of  the  county  of  Norfolk,  a  great  admirer  of  Bohme's  writings, 
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had  spasms  and  yisions,  in  which  divine  wisdom  appeared  to  her  io 
the  form  of  a  virgin.  She  spread  her  Gnostic  revelations  by  means  of 
numerous  tracts,  founded  the  Philadelphia  Society,  and  died  in  1704, 
aged  81  years.  The  chief  of  her  adherents  was  John  Pordagey  a  phy- 
sician, whose  writings  furnish  the  most  insane  specimen  of  the  mystical 
gibberish. — From  the  Lutheran  Church  sprang  Fred.  Breckling,  a  Hol- 
stein  preacher,  who  was  called  to  account  for  his  slanders  against  the 
Lutheran  Church  and  its  ministers,  and  fled  to  Holland.  There  he 
preached  for  some  time  at  Zwoll,  but  was  then  deposed  for  his  Chiliasm. 
After  that  he  lived  privately,  and  wrote  a  number  of  unimportant 
mystical  works  [ob.  1711). —  Quirimis  Kuhlmann  of  Breslau,  who  tra- 
velled through  all  Europe  and  part  of  Asia,  advocating  insane  schemes 
jf  a  reformation  and  union  of  all  religions  and  sciences,  and  finally 
perished  at  the  stake  in  Moscow  (1G89). — Of  greater  importance  was 
John  Gichiel  (ob.  1710),  previously  procurator  of  the  imperial  chamber 
at  Spires,  an  eccentric  admirer  of  Bohme.  lie  desired  to  tear  himself 
l(X)se  from  all  natural  bonds,  and  descend  into  the  depths  of  the  God- 
head, lie  had  revelations  and  visions,  and  zealously  opposed  the  doc- 
trine of  justification.  Ilis  adherents,  GichteUans,  called  themselves 
Angelic  Brethren  (Matt.  22  :  30),  and  strove,  in  the  spirit  of  their 
-naster,  to  attain  to  an  angelic  sinlessncss,  by  tearing  loose  from  all 
carnal  desires,  cares,  and  toils,  and  to  a  priesthood  after  the  order  of 
Melchisedec,  to  appease  the  wrath  of  God.     (Cf.  J  49.) 

5.  Russian  Sects,  (Cf.  A,  c.  Jlarthausenj  Studien  Uber  d.  innern 
Zustand  Russlands.  Ilann.  1847, 1.  337,  etc.) — A  great  number  of  sect* 
arose  in  the  Russian  empire,  designated  by  the  general  name  of 
Raskolniki  (apostates).  Their  origin  and  history  is  involved  in  much 
obscurity.  According  to  their  fundamental  character,  they  form  two 
diametrically  opposite  leading  classes:  I.  The  Starowerzi,  or  those 
holding  the  ancient  faith.  Their  origin  was  occasioned  by  the  litur- 
gical reformation  of  the  learned  and  powerful  patriarch  Nikon ,  who 
(1652)  attempted  to  effect  a  thorough  improvement  of  the  liturgical 
hooks,  which  had  been  greatly  perverted  by  previous  ignorance.  But 
his  movement  was  strongly  opposed  by  the  people,  who  adhered  to 
their  old  forms.  This  opposition  was  by  no  means  overcome,  but  led 
to  a  separation  of  many  (farmers)  from  the  parent  Church.  They 
combine  with  their  stiff  adherence  to  the  old  liturgical  forms,  a  con- 
tracted aversion  to  all  new  customs,  and  articles  of  luxury,  introduced 
into  society  (ex.  gr.  think  it  a  sin  to  shave  the  beard,  to  smoke  tobacco, 
to  drink  tea  or  coffee,  etc.)  This  sect,  which  is  still  very  numerous,  is 
in  general  distinguished  by  a  simple,  moral,  and  temperate  manner 
of  life.  There  are  three  kinds  of  Starowerzi :  (1.)  The  Jedinowerzi 
(holding  the  same  faith),  who  approach  nearest  to  the  orthodox  Church, 
recognize  its  priesthood,  and  differ  from  it  only  in  their  religious  cere- 
monies and  social  manners.  (2.)  The  Starovbradzi  (adherents  to  the 
jld  customs),  who  differ  from  the  last  named  only  by  their  refusal  to 
62* 
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recognice  the  prieBts  of  the  orthodox  Church.  (3.)  Tha  Btrpopoutsehim 
(the  priestlesB),  vhu  have  no  priests,  but  onl;  elders.  The;  are  split 
np  into  DumerouH  smaller  Bcvta,  same  of  wiiicb  hsTe  adopted  decidedly 
Gnostic  elements. — II.  Eitremely  oppoaite  to  the  Staroweni  wp  find  a 
Dumlier  of  sects  of  a  Juadamentallt/  Gnoalie,  mystic,  and  Janaiimt  len- 
denq/,  rejecting  all  extarnal  cburchism,  with  its  ceremonies  and  Micra- 
mentA,  or  utterly  diluting  tbem.  Many  of  these  sects,  vhosa  GnoFtiuiem 
is  embraced  in  fanatical  forms,  probably  perpetuated  themselves  fnirn  the 
Middle  Ages,  by  means  of  secret  traditions,  thatperiiid  haTinglieen  ei- 
ceedingly  fertile  in  Gnostic  and  Manlcbiean  productions.  To  thiH  sect 
beloDg  the  Monlsckiki  (the  self-sacrificing),  nho  submit  from  time  to 
time  to  ft  "  bapti»iQ  by  fire,"  by  burning  tiiemselTes ;  the  Sk-opsi 
(eunuchs)  who  mutilate  themnelvea ;  the  ChlialovUcliini  (flagellants]., 
who  are  also  accused  of  practising  immoral  orgies  ;  the  ZlcDiZi,  whom  d~ 
torture  can  constrain  to  utter  an  audible  sound,  etc.  Other  sorlj!  of 
spiritualistic  Gnostic  fanatics  arose  in  the  18th  century,  through  ocoi. 
dental  influences.     (Cf.  J  45,  1.) 

J  43.  PIIILOSOPUERS  AKD  FREE-TIilNKERS. 

The  Bcholaiitic  philosophy  of  the  middle  ages  had  oatlired 

Itself  even  during  the  pre- Reformation  period.  But  a  long  time 
elapsed  before  the  philosophiL'al  impulse  of  the  new  era  created 
for  itself  independent  and  appropriate  forms  and  methods.  The 
Italian  Dominican.  Thomas  Campanella,  may  be  rejiarded  as  an 
echo  of  the  philosuphical  movement  of  the  I6th  century,  and 
Bacni  of  Verulam,  England,  as  the  forerunner  of  modern  philo- 
sophy whilst  Detcarles  of  France  mnst  be  acknowledged  as  ita 
proper  founder.  After  him  we  find  the  pinnacles  of  philosophi- 
cal development  occupied  by  Spinoza,  Locke,  and  Liribnilz,  By 
the  side  of  philosophy,  we  see  a  numljcr  of /rKortfjiicm  starting 
up,  and  borrowing  from  it.^  armory  weapons  of  attack  upoa 
theology  and  the  Church.  They  were  lije  heralds  of  the  uuiver- 
sal  predominance,  in  the  following  cenliiry,  of  that  infldelttj  1 
which  declared  the  Bible  and  Rerelation  as  only  imaginary  andi'J 
deceptive  sonrces  of  religious  knowledge,  and  nature  a 
to  be  alone  reliable. 

1.  Phihsopht/.    (Cf.  H.  Kitler.  Gesch.  A.  chr.  Philoa.  Bd. ' 
Erdmann,  \f,t«.  e.  Wsch.  Darstell.  d.  Gosch.  neueren  Pli 
1836,  t!\c.)—Thoma»  Ciimpandla,  of  Stilo  in  Calabria,  entered  thi 
Dominican  Order,  but  soon  lost  all  toitle  for  Aristotelian  philno 
and  scholastic  theology,  and  turned  to  Plato,  the  Cabala,  Astroloi 
magic,  etc     Suspected  of  holding  republican  sentiments,  he  was  plqo 
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tn  eostodj  by  the  SpanUh  government  (1599).  Seven  tinea  he  endured 
the  rack  for  24  hours  without  conresHing,  and  then  pined  Tor  27  yewn 
in  a  hard  imprisonment.  Pope  Urbun  VIII,  at  length  (1626)  effected 
bis  trnngfer  to  the  prison  of  the  papal  Inquisition  In  16*29  the  Inqui- 
sitioo  acquitted  him,  and  a  pension  wh8  beetoned  on  bim.  But  the 
Spaniards  laid  new  snares  for  him,  and  he  was  compelled  to  flee  to 
France,  to  his  patron  Richelieu.  He  died  in  1639.  His  most  complete 
philoMiphiual  work  is  tJie  Pbilueophia  rationalis.  In  his  Atheismns 
triumphatus  he  defended  the  Christian  Religion,  in  the  Romish  form, 
but  so  unsatisfactorilj  that  manj  thuu^ht  Atheiamus  triumphant 
would  have  been  a  mure  appropriate  title.  His  Monarchia  Messiie, 
also,  seemed  even  to  Catholics,  an  unfortunate  apologj  for  popery.  In 
his  Civitos  solis,  an  imitation  of  Plata's  Republic,  he  advanced  com- 
munistic views.  Herder,  in  bia  Adrastea,  revived  his  memory  as  a 
poet.  —  FraiicU  Bacon  of  Verulaia  (fur  a  time  Lord  Hi(;h-ChaDcellor 
of  England),  the  great  successor  of  Roger  Bacon  (I.  J  llM,  3),  was  the 
first  pruuiinent  and  successful  reformer  of  the  scholastic  mode.  With 
a  most  comprehensive  mind,  and  as  a  prophet  of  science,  he  organized 
its  entire  sphere,  and  prognosticated  its  future  development.  ("  Da 
augrocDtis  scientiarum,"  and  "  Novum  orgatium  eci'entiarum.")  He 
BtrictI;  diBtinguisbed  between  sphere  of  kiioKledge  (philosophy  and 
nature),  which  can  only  be  auquired  by  experience,  and  that  a{  J'ailh 
(theology  and  the  Churuh).  of  which  revelation  is  the  only  source  of 
knowledge.  But  in  spite  of  this  distinction  he  uttered  the  sentiment : 
Philo!<ophia  obiter  libata  a  Deo  abducit.  pleniter  hausta  ad  Deum 
reducit.  He  earnestly  insisted  upon  the  close  observance  of  nature, 
as  the  only  way  of  perfecting  knowledge,  and  rendering  it  available ; 
thus  he  became  the  author  of  empiricism  in  philosophy,  and  the  patri- 
arch of  the  utilitarianism  of  modern  times. — The  honor  of  being  the 
founder  of  modern  philosophy  (in  the  proper  sense),  really  belongs  to 
I  iJ^^carUa  uf  Fmnce  (Henutus  OurleaiuB,  oi.  1650).    """' 

The  think- 

I  with   doubting,  and   by 

iwledge  of  what  is  true 

iiperfcetion 

k  of  a  most  perfect  being, 

le  onlologieal  proof), 

to  sustain  uny  rela- 

i  adherents  among  tha 

pnetraled  into  the  Be- 

1  a  pafsionale  coutro- 

Beformed  (VoHtius, 

a  Jewish  convert  in 
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be  carried  away  by  it.    But  his  "  Traetatus  theologico-politicas/'  ii 
which  he  critically  assailed  the  Christian  idea  of  Revelatioii,  and  th« 
authenticity  of  the  Old  Testament  books,  especially  the  Pentateuch, 
and  vindicated  absolute  free-thinking,  called  forth  the  theologians  of 
his  day  in  opposition  to  his  views,  and  in  ilc fence  of  Christianity.  (Cf. 
Sc/UiUer,  die  Lehre  d.  Sp.  Mlinst.  1836. — SijwarU  d.  Spinozismus  hist, 
u.  philos.  erlautert,  Tlib.  1839. —  C.  v,  Orelli,  Spinoza's  Leben  u.  Lehre. 
Aarau,  1843  ;  Spinoza's  Works,  in  German,  by  Auerhach,  Stuttg.  1841.) 
—  In  the  sensualism  of  John  Locke  (ob,  1704)  we  have  a  middle  term 
between  Bacon's  empiricism  and  Descartes'  rationalism  on  the  one 
hand,  and  English  deism  and  French  materialism  on  the  other.     His 
'*  £ssay  on  the  Human  Understanding"  denies  all  innate  ideas,  and  strives 
to  prove  that  all  our  ideas  are  the  products  of  outward  or  inward  ex- 
perience (sensation  or  reflection).     Even  in  this  work,  and  still  more 
in  his  '*  Reasonableness  of  Christianity,"  which  professes  to  be  an 
apology  for  Christianity,  and,  indeed,  admits  the  truth  of  the  bibli- 
cal history,  of  miracles,  and  of  the  Messiaship  of  Christ,  we  find  oon- 
oealed  a  lurking  pelagianism,  as  the  basis  of  his  religious  contemplation, 
which  discards  the  ideas  of  sin  and  an  atonement,  and  openly  reduces 
Christianity  to  the  low  level  of  a  sound  human  understanding.  —  Gott- 
fried  Wilh.  Leibnitz  (a  Hanoverian  statesman,  o6.  1716),  opened  the 
first  period  of  German  philosophy.     The  philosophy  of  Leibnitz  is 
equally  opposed  to  the  Paracelsian  theosophy  of  Bbhme,  the  empiricism 
of  Bacon  and  Locke,  the  pantheism  of  Spinoza,  and  the  skepticism  and 
manichseism  of  Baylo,  and  is,  indeed,  a  Christian  philosophy,  though, 
alas  I  it  did  not  attain  to  its  full,  legitimate  development.     But  as  it 
took  up,  improved,  and  carried  out  the  philosophical  rationalism  of 
Descartes,  it  furnished  a  starting-point  for  subsequent  theological  ra- 
tionalism.   The  foundation  of  his  system  (which  is  moat  fully  exhibited 
in  his  works:  **  Essai  de  Th6o(lie6e"  against  Bayle,  **  Nouveau  essai 
Bur  I'entendement  hunisiin"  against  Locke,  and  *'  Principia  philosophias 
ad  principem  Eugenium")  is  the  doctrine  of  monads.     In  opposition  to 
the  atom  theory  of  materialism,  he  regarded  all  terrestrial  phenomena 
as  concentrations  of  the  so-called  monads  (?.  e.  moat  simple,  indivisible 
substances),  each  one  of  which,  according  to  its  particular  place  and 
design,  was  an  image  or  reflection  of  the  entire  universe.     Of  these 
monads,  emanating  from  God  as  the  Monas  monadum,  the  world  was 
made  a  harmony,  permanently  arranged  by  God  (harmonia  prseatabi- 
lita).    This  world  must  be  the  best  that  could  be  made,  or  it  would  not 
exist  at  all  (optimism).    In  opposition  to  Bayle,  who  had  argued  against 
the  wisdom,  goodness,  and  justice  of  God,  in  Manichajan  style,  because 
of  the  existence  of  evil  and  sin,  Leibnitz  endeavored  to  show  that  the 
presence  of  evil  in  the  world  did  not  conflict  with  the  idea  of  a  best 
possible  world,  nor  with  the  goodness,  wisdom,  etc.  of  God,  since  the 
?ery  idea  of  a  creature  necessarily  involved  finiteness  and  imperfection, 
«,  in  other  words,  metaphysical  evil,  and  that  this  rendered  moral  and 
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physical  ovil  an  unavoidable  consequence,  but  not  a  consequence  which 
disturbed  the  harmonia  praBstabilita.  Against  Locke  he  vindicated  the 
existence  of  innate  ideas  as  eternal  truths  ;  he  assailed  indeterminism 
against  Clarke  ;  aflBrmed  the  agreement  of  philosophy  with  Revelation, 
which  might  be  above  reason,  but  not  against  it ;  and  he  hoped  that  he 
could  demonstrate  the  truth  of  his  system  with  the  same  measure  of 
evidence  employed  in  mathematics.  (Cf.  Ludovlci,  Entw.  e.  hist.  d. 
Leibnitzischen  Phil.  Lpz.  1737,  2  Bde. —  G.  E.  Ckihrauer^  G.  W.  v.  Leib- 
nitz, e.  Biogr.  Bresl.  1842,  2  Thle.)     (Cf.  J  50,  7.) 

2.  Free-thinkers.     (Cf.  /.  A.  TriniuSj  Freidenkerlexic.  Lpz.  1759.— 
U.  G.  ThorschmuU,  author  of  a  complete  English  Free-thinker  library. 
Ilalle,  1765,  fol.,  4  vols. — Leland,  Abr.  d.  vornchmst.  deist.  Schr.  aus 
d.  Engl.  V.  H.  G.  Schmidt.  Hann.  1755.  3  Bde. —  G.  V.  LechJer^  Gesch. 
d.  engl.  Deism.     Stuttg.  1841. — L.  Noack,  die  Freidenker  in  d.  ReL 
Bd.  1.     Die  englischen  Deisten.     Bern,  1853.) — The  pressure  of  the 
spirit  of  the  times  and  of  worldliness,  towards  emancipation  from  all 
positive  Christianity,  first  appeared  amidst  the  political  freedom  and 
ecclesiastical  ruptures   of  England,    The  tendency  was  called  Na* 
turaHsMy  because  it  would  acknowledge  only  a  natural  instead  of  re- 
vealed religion  —  and  Deism,  because  it  acknowledged  only  a  general 
providence  of  the  one  God,  instead  of  the  triune  God  of  redemption. 
The  impossibility  of  revelation,  inspiration,  prophecies  and  miracles, 
was  affirmed  on  philosophical  grounds  ;  their  actual  existence  in  the 
Bible  and  history  was  denied  on  critical  grounds.     The  simple  system 
of  deism  was :  God,  providence,  freedom  of  the  will,  virtue  and  con- 
tinuation of  the  soul   after  death.     The  Christian  doctrines  of  the 
Trinity,  original  sin,  satisfaction,  justification,  resurrection,  etc.,  ap- 
peared absurd  and  irrational.     Deism  in  England,  however,  only  met 
with  sympathy  among  educated  and  prominent  worldlings;  the  people 
and  the  entire  clergy  adhered  to  positive  religion.    The  theological  re- 
futations of  the  system  were  numerous,  but  their  polemical  power  was 
broken  by  a  latitudinarian  spirit.     The  most  important  English  Deists 
of  this  century  were:  (1.)  Edward  Herbert  of  Cherbury,  knight  and 
honorable  statesman  (ob.  1648).     He  reduced  religion  to  five  points: 
belief  in  God  ;  obligation  to  honor  him  by  an  upright  life  ;  expiation  of 
Bin  by  sincere  repentance;  retribution  in  eternal  life.     (Writings:  De 
Teritate,  De  religione  gentilium).  (2.)  Thomas Hobbes  (ob.  1679),  an  acute 
and  productive  philosophico-political  author,  who  regarded  Christianity 
as  an  oriental  phantom,  only  of  importance  as  a  support  of  absolute 
royalty  and  as  an  antidote  against    revolution.     The  state  of  nature 
is  a  bellum  omnium  contra  omncs ;  religion  is  the  means  by  which 
civilization  and  order  is  restored.    It  belongs  to  the  State  to  determine 
the  religion  which  shall  be  established.     Every  one,  indeed,  may  be- 
lieve what  he  chooses,  but,  in  reference  to  worship  and  churchdom,  he 
must  submit  entirely  to  the  regulations  of  the  State,  whose  representa- 
tivd  is  the  king.     (Chief  work :  Leviathan,  or  the  matter,  form,  and 
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power  of  a  commonwealth,  ecclesiastical  and  civil,  1651).  (3.)  (Jharleg 
Blount  (oh,  1693,  by  suicide),  a  rabid  opponent  of  all  miracles  as  pure 
priestly  frauds.  (Oracles  of  Reason,  Religio  Laici,  Great  is  the  Diana 
of  the  £phesian8.  Translation  of  the  life  of  Apollonius  of  Tyana,  by 
Philostratus).  (4.)  Thottias  Browne  a  physician  (oh,  1682,  Religio 
Medici). — The  most  celebrated  of  the  opponents  of  deism  of  this  period 
are:  Richard  Baxter  (i  41,  1),  Ralph  Vudworth  (oh.  1688),  a  latitudi« 
narian  theologian  and  platonizing  philosopher,  who  attempted  to  prove 
the  chief  doctrines  of  Christianity  by  means  of  the  theory  of  innate 
ideas  (his  principal  treatise,  Systema  intellectuale,  was  3)ublished  by 
Lor  V.  Mos/ieim,  in  a  Lat.  translation,  with  remarks),  and  Samuel 
Clurke  (oh,  1729),  who  himself  was  charged  with  holding  Arian  views 
of  the  Trinity).  The  pious  Irishman,  Roheri  Boyle,  in  London  founded 
(1691)  an  annual  stipend  of  £40  sterling  for  combating  deistic  and 
atheistic  unbelief,  in  eight  annual  sermons.     (Cf.  {.  50,  1.) 

The  same  hostility  to  positive  religion  which  inspired  the  English 
deists,  manifested  itself  also  at  the  same  time  in  other  countries,  al« 
though  in  more  separate  and  transient  forms.  In  Germany,  since  1672, 
Mathias  Knutzen  ("Hans  Friederich  von  der  vernunft"),  a  travelling 
candidate  of  Ilolstcin,  endeavored,  by  scattering  numberless  tracts,  to 
establish  a  sect  of  free-thinkers,  under  the  name  of  the  "conscientious** 
(oonscientiarii).  The  Christian  ** Koran"  was  said  to  contain  only  lies 
and  frauds ;  reason  and  conscience  were  the  true  Bible  ;  neither  a  God, 
Dor  a  hell,  nor  a  heaven  existed ;  priests  and  magistrates  ought  to  be 
driven  out  of  the  world,  etc.  As  he  asserted  that  in  Jona  and  the 
neighborhood  there  existed  already  more  than  700  believers  in  his  dt>c- 
trines,  the  academic  senate  authorized  the  most  careful  and  anxious 
investigation  ;  the  result  proved  his  statement  to  be  empty  bragging. 
(Cf.  U,  Rossel,  in  the  th.  studd.  u.  Kritt.  1844.  IV.)  —  In  France,  the 
path  of  a  frivolous  unbelief  was  opened  by  the  talented  but  flippant 
sceptic  Refer  Bayle  (ob.  1700).  Tlie  Jesuits  gained  him,  the  son  of  a 
Reformed  preacher,  for  their  church  ;  but  within  a  year  and  a  half 
afterwards  he  apostatized.  He  applied  himself  now  to  the  study  of 
Cartesian  philosophy,  defemiod  Protestantism  in  several  polemic  trea- 
tises, and  wrote  his  celebrated  Dictionnaire  historiijue  et  critique,  in 
which,  it  is  true,  he  avoids  any  open  hostility  to,  or  ridicule  of,  the 
facts  of  levelation,  but  nevertheless  invites  thereto  by  his  frivolouf 
treatment  of  them.     (Cf  J.  44,  10.) 


THIRD  PERIOD 

OF 

CHURCH    HISTOBY 

W  ITS  MODERN  GERMANIC  FORM  OF  DEV£LOPMENT 

EIGHTEENTH  CENTURY. 

Cf.  /.  A.  C,  Einenif  vers.  e.  vollet.  K.  G.  18.  Jahrb.  Lpz.  1782.  3  Bae, 
— /.  R.  Schlegel,  K.  G.  d.  18.  Jahrb.  Heilbr.  1784.  2  Bde.— /.  t?.  Huih, 
Ter8.  e.  K.  G.  d.  18.  Jahrb.  Augsb.  1807.  2Bde.—F.  C.  Schlosser,  Gesch. 
d.  18.  Jahrb.  4.  A.  Ueidelb.  1853.  ff.  4  Bde.— A'.  B.  nayenhach,  K.  G. 
d.  18.  19.  Jahrb.  2  A.  Lpz.  1856.  2  Bde.— J.  C.  L,  Gieseler,  K.  G.  d.  18. 
Jahrb.  Ilerausg.  v.  C.  R.  Redepenning.  Bonn,  1857.  —  The  Weimar 
Acta  hist  ecclest.  or  gesamm.  Nachr.  v.  d.  neuest.  K.  G.  Weim.  1734- 
68.  20  Bde. ;  Nova  acta,  1758-74.  12  Bde. ;  acta  nostri  temp.  1774-90. 
13  Bde.— Fr,  Walch,  Neueste  Rel.  Gesch.  Lemgo,  1771,  ff.  9  Bde.— C. 
/.  Planck,  Neueste  Rel.  Gesch.  Lemgo,  1787,  ff.  3  Bde.  —  M.  Grigoire, 
Hist,  des  sectes  r^ligieuses  depuis  le  commenc.  du  si^cle  dernier.  Par. 
1828.  5  vols. 

I.  THE  PROVINCE  OF  THE  CATHOLIC  CHURCH. 

I  44.  THE  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  CHURCH. 

Even  during  the  first  half  of  this  century,  many  slights  and 
defeats,  that  were  hard  to  bear,  were  inflicted  upon  the  papal 
hierarchy  by  the  Roman  Catholic  courts.  In  the  second  half, 
however,  dangers,  which  threatened  even  its  existence,  encom- 
passed it  on  every  side.  Portugal  and  the  Bourbon  court  in 
France,  Spain,  and  Italy,  did  not  rest  until  the  papacv  pro- 
nounced  the  sentence  of  death  upon  the  Jesuits,  who  had  become 
its  strong  support,  but  also  its  master.  Soon  thereupon  the  Ger- 
man archbishops  threatened  t  >  emancipate  themselves  and  the 
Ckrman  Church  from   Rome,  and  what  they  were  not  able  to 

achieve  in  the  way  of  ecclesiastical  progress,  that  a  German 

( 2-J7 ) 
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emperor  nndertook  in  the  way  of  civil  reforms.  This  danger  was 
Bcarcelv  avoided,  before  the  horrors  of  the  French  Revolution 
began,  which  attempted  to  exterminate  Christianity  as  well  as 
the  papacy.  Nevertheless,  Catholicism  celebrated,  especially 
during  the  first  decennia  of  this  century,  many  victories  after  its 
fashion,  through  contra-reforraation  and  conversion.  Its  heathen 
missions,  however,  which  had  been  so  glorionsly  begun,  came  to 
a  sad  end,  and  home  missions  were  also  crippled  everywhere. 
The  Jansenist  controversy  entered  upon  a  new  stage  at  the  be- 
ginning of  this  century,  which  drove  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
into  open  semipelagianism,  and  the  Jansenists  into  extreme 
fanaticism.  Ecclesiastical  theology  sank  gradually  into  complete 
irapotency,  and  the  Roman  Catholic  world  contributed  a  quota 
to  illumination,  in  comparison  with  which  that  of  the  Protestant 
world  was  only  a  dim  twilight. 

1.  The  Popes  of  the  first  half  of  the  Century. —  Clement  XI.  (170Q- 
21)  protested  in  vain  against  the  Elector  of  Brandenburg  placing  a 
royal  crown  upon  his  head.  He  fell  into  a  controversy  with  the  Em- 
peror Joseph  I.  about  the  Jus  primarum  precum  (the  right  of  proposal 
to  vacant  benefices,  which  Joseph  treated  as  the  right  of  nomination), 
end  about  Parma,  which  the  pope  declared  to  be  a  papal,  the  emperor 
an  imperial  fief.  Clement  even  took  up  arms,  but  came  off  the  loser. 
The  sovereign  power  of  the  Sicilian  crown  in  ecclesiastical  matters  he 
attempted  to  break  by  ban  and  interdict,  but  was  compelled  instead  to 
support  3000  exiled  priests.  Benedict  XIII.  (1721-30)  lived  to  see 
John  V.  of  Portugal,  who  already  under  Clement  XI.  obtained  by  defi- 
ance a  patriarch  of  Lisbon,  suspend  all  intercourse  with  Home,  because 
the  pope  would  not  appoint  the  nuncio,  recalled  from  Portugal,  cardinal. 
He  canonized  Gregory  VII.  in  the  vain  hope  thereby  also  to  canonize 
his  system,  but  almost  all  courts  forbade  the  acknowledgment  of  the 
new  saint.  His  second  successor,  Benedict  XIV.  (1740-58),  on  the  other 
hand,  desired,  from  free  conviction,  to  liberate  the  papistic  theocratic 
principles  from  their  mediaeval  character,  and  give  them  a  proportion 
more  adapted  to  the  present  circumstances;  he  also  insisted  upon  the 
scientific  culture  of  the  clergy,  and  undertook  to  lessen  the  number  of 
festival  days,  but  abandcmed  the  latter  on  account  of  violent  opposition 

2.  Old  and  New  Orders.  —  The  Mechifarist- Congregation  traces  its 
origin  to  the  Armenian  Mekhitar,  who  (1701)  organized  at  Constantino- 
ple an  association  for  the  promotion  of  religious  and  scientific  culture 
among  his  countrymen  ;  but,  being  opposed  by  the  Armenian  bishop, 
he  fled  to  Morea  (then  under  Venetian  rule)  and  connected  himself 
with  the  united  Armenians.  The  pope  confirmed  the  congregation 
(L712),  which,  during  the  war  with  the  Turks,  emigrated  to  Venice, 
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and  settled  upon  the  island  of  St.  Lazaro  Its  members,  mostly  Arme 
nians  by  birth,  united  in  themselves,  since  then,  Armenian  and  Euro* 
pean  learning,  transplanted  Roman  Catholic  literature  to  Armenia, 
and  transmitted  the  knowledge  of  Armenian  literature  to  the  Occident. 
In  modern  times  a  celebrated  Mechitarist  college  has  been  founded  at 
Vienna,  which  has  done  great  service  in  educating  the  youth  and  people 
by  publishing  and  selling  books.  The  order  of  Liodorians  or  Redemp- 
TiONiSTS  was  founded  (1732)  hj  Alphonstis  Maria  de  JAguori  (formerly 
attorney  at  Naples),  to  aid  the  poorest  and  most  abandoned  among  the 
people  by  pastoral  care  and  instructing  the  young.  The  chief  vehicles 
of.  its  eflBciency  were  the  adoration  of  the  most  holy  sacrament  of  the 
altar  and  the  worship  of  the  most  blessed  virgin.  The  founder  died  in 
1782,  and  was  canonized  in  1839.  His  numerous  devotional  writings 
found  great  favor  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  have  been  trans- 
lated into  all  the  languages  of  Europe.  His  Order,  meanwhile,  only 
attained  to  great  importance  after  receiving  into  its  bosom  crowds  of 
Jesuits,  who  had  been  scattered  by  the  abolition  of  their  Order  (1773). 
The  Jesuits  especially  were  active  in  promoting  the  silly  worship  of  the 
heart  of  Jesus  by  establishing  brr^therhoods  and  risterhoods  among  the 
people ;  but  they  met  with  much  opposition,  especially  from  the  Domi- 
nicans, who  dragged  the  anatomy  of  the  heart  into  their  mocking 
polemics.  Rome  also  hesitated  long  in  acknowledging  it,  until  finally 
the  friend  of  the  Jesuits,  Clement  XIII.,  to  please  his  prot^g^s,  intro- 
duced (1765)  the  Festival  of  the  Heart  of  Jesus  (Feb.  6).  With  regard 
to  the  old  Orders,  the  fate  of  Clugny  is  worthy  of  special  mention. 
After  the  13th  century,  luxuriancy  and  worldliness  spread  without  re- 
sistance, on  account  of  the  prevailing  love  of  pomp  and  enormous 
wealth  of  this  congregation.  All  attempts  at  reformation  were  fruit 
less.  In  order  to  escape  the  rapacity  of  the  neighboring  lords,  Clugny 
placed  itself  under  royal  protection,  and  became  now  a  royal  com 
mandry.  At  the  time  of  the  Reformation,  its  abbots  were,  for  the 
most  part,  from  the  house  of  the  Guises.  But  their  attempts  at  reform 
were  also  without  permanent  results  ;  they  rather  caused  endless  divi- 
sions and  collisions.  The  plan  to  unite  the  party  of  the  Reformers  v^iih 
the  Maurinians,  which  Cardinal  Richelieu  carried  out  (1627),  as  also 
the  later  attempts  of  Cardinal  Mazarin,  to  support  them  by  a  union 
with  the  congregation  of  St.  Yanne,  failed  on  account  of  the  opposition 
of  the  Cluniacensians.  The  abbots  squandered  the  revenues  at  the 
court,  and  allowed  everything  to  go  topsy-turvy  in  the  monasteries. 
When  (1790)  all  the  monasteries  in  France  were  closed,  the  town  of 
Clugny  purchased  the  monastery  and  its  church  for  100,000  fr.,  and 
levelled  them  to  the  ground. 

3.  Heathen  Missions.     (Cf.  J  35,3).  —  The  accommodation  contro- 

rersy  extended  from  the  previous  century  also  into  the  present.   Finally 

the  Dominicans  were  victorious.     In  1742,  all  the  Jesuit  missionaries 

in  China  were  compelled  to  swear  that  they  would  more  strictly  reject 
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all  heathen  customs  and  usages.  But  the  rejection  of  native  custooif 
proToked,  instead  of  the  toleration  hitherto  existing,  a  long  persecu- 
tion, from  which  only  some  ruins  of  the  church  were  saved.  In  Eati 
India  labored  at  the  beginning  of  this  century  the  Italian  Jesuit  ^e^cAt, 
a  great  linguist,  who  toiled  zealously,  and  with  incredible  success,  to 
secure  the  native  literature  for  missionary  purposes,  and  to  substitute 
for  it  a  Christian  one.  Besides,  the  Capuchins  opposed  the  Jesuits 
also  here  with  the  same  arguments,  with  the  same  result  as  in  China. 
Violent  persecutions  wore  provoked  by  the  enjoined  renunciation  of 
the  accommodation  system,  and  ruined  the  mission.  The  idyllic  Jesuit 
state  in  Paraguay  was  also  finally  (1750)  destroyed  by  a  treaty  between 
Portugal  and  Spain.  ,    .n  ^ 

4.  Contra-Reformaiion,  —  In  Poland,  the  Protestants  lost  (1717)  the 
right  to  build  new  churches,  and  were  even  declared  (1733)  incapable 
of  holding  civil  offices,  and  of  participating  in  the  diets.  In  the  Pro- 
testant city  of  Thorn,  the  Jesuits  avenged  a  popular  riot  directed  against 
their  college  there,  by  a  fearful  official  massacre  (1724).  In  SaUburg 
the  Archbishop  Count  Firmian  attempted  forcibly  to  convert  the  evan- 
gelicals, who  had  been  tolerated  up  to  this  time  as  quiet  and  industrious 
subjects  (1729).  But  their  elders  swore  upon  the  host  and  consecrated 
salt  (2  Chron.  13  :  5)  to  remain  true  to  their  faith.  This  "salt  cove- 
nant" was  interpreted  as  rebellion,  and  in  spite  of  the  intervention  of 
Protestant  princes,  all  the  evangelicals  were  banished  from  house  and 
home  in  the  bitter  winter  of  1731.  About  20,000  were  gladly  welcomed 
in  Prussian  Litthauen,  others  emigrated  to  America.  The  pope  highly 
praised  the  "glorious"  Archbishop  (cf.  /. /.  Moser,  ActenmUsziger 
Bericht,  etc.,  Erl.  1732,  2  Bde. — K.  Pause,  Gesch.  d.  ausw.  d.  ev.  Salzb. 
Lpz.  1827). —  C^rtr/«  XII.  of  Sweden,  who,  being  at  war  with  August 
II.  of  Poland,  had  taken  military  possession  of  Silesia  and  Saxony, 
compelled  the  Emperor  Joseph  I.  in  the  Old-Ranstadt  treaty  (1707) 
again  solemnly  to  confirm  to  the  Protestants  in  Silesia  the  concessions 
of  the  Westphalian  peace,  and  to  restore  to  them  a  part  of  the  churches 
taken  from  them  by  force. 

In  France,  the  persecutions  continued  against  the  Huguenots.  Their 
pastors  (the  pasteurs  du  desert)  could  perform  spiritual  offices  only  in 
constant  danger  of  death ;  and  though  many  of  them  received  the 
martyr's  crown  at  the  hands  of  the  hangman,  there  were  not  wanting 
heroic  men,  who  filled  the  gaps,  and  those  committed  to  their  care  re- 
warded  them  by  faithfulness  and  steadfastness  in  faith  (cf.  (7.  H.  Cih 
qiierel,  Iliet.  des  ^glises  du  desert.  Par.  1841,  2  vols. — Pej/rat,  Hist 
des  pasteurs  du  desert.  Par.  1842,  2  vols. —  G,  SchiUing,  die  verfolg. 
d.  prot.  K.  in  Frkr.  narh  Coqucrel.  Stuttg.  184G). — A  terrible  exam- 
ple of  the  fanaticism  of  Rom.  Oath.  France  is  presented  in  the  judicial 
murder  of  Jean  Colas  at  Toulouse  (1762).  One  of  his  sons  hung  him- 
self in  an  attack  of  melancholy.  The  report  spread  that  it  was  done 
by  his  father,  to  anticipate  the  contemplated  conversion  of  the  son. 
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The  Dominicans  canonized  the  suicide  as  a  martyr  of  the  Kcman  Ca« 
tholic  faith ;  the  oxcited  mob  cried  for  vengeance,  and  the  parliament 
permitted  the  unfortunate  father  to  be  broken  upon  the  wheel.  The 
remaining  sons  were  compelled  to  renounce  their  iaith,  and  the  daugh- 
tcrs  wore  placed  in  a  nunnery.  Two  years  later  Voltaire  brought  this 
dreadful  crime  again  to  notice  in  his  Treatise  sur  la  tolerance,  and,  by 
agitating  public  opinion,  he  brought  to  pjvss  a  revision  of  the  trial, 
which  placed  the  entire  innocence  of  the  abused  family  in  the  clearest 
light.  Louis  XV.  gave  them  a  sum  of  30,000  livres.  The  fanatical 
accusers,  the  false  witnesses,  and  the  judicial  murderers,  were  not 
punished.  Still  this  event  contributed  towards  improving  in  a  measure 
the  condition  of  the  Protestants,  and  in  1787  Louis  XVI.  issued  the 
edict  of  Versailles^  by  which  a  legal  civil  existence  was  guaranteed  to 
them.  Only  the  French  Revolution  brought  them  (already  1789,  by  a 
decree  of  the  National  Convention)  religious  freedom,  and  Napoleon's 
organic  law  (1802)  also  renewed  and  confirmed  to  them  this  oon^ 
cession. 

5.  Conversions.  —  Pecuniary  embarrassment  and  the  prospect  of 
marrying  a  rich  heiress,  influenced  Duke  Charles  Alexander  von  W^ 
temberff,  who  was  then  in  the  military  service  of  Austria,  to  permit 
himself  to  be  converted  by  the  Jesuits  in  1712.  But  when  he  ascended 
the  throne,  he  was  bound  in  the  most  solemn  manner  to  permit  the  old 
state  of  things  to  exist,  and  to  allow  no  Roman  Catholic  worship  in  the 
land,  outside  of  his  court-chapel.  The  most  important  of  the  other 
ooDYerts  of  this  century  are  Winckelmann  and  Stolherg.  In  the  case 
of  both,  although  in  directly  opposite  ways,  Protestant  illumination 
was  blamed  with  their  apostacy  from  Protestantism.  Wliilst  Winck- 
elTnann,  the  greatest  art  critic  of  all  times,  was  not  led  by  religious, 
but  by  artistic  ultra-montanisra,  into  the  bosom  of  the  only  saving 
church  (1754),  the  warm  heart  of  a  Leop.  v.  Stolherg  was  not  able 
longer  to  hold  out  beneath  the  air-pump  of  Protestant  rationalism,  and 
escaped  to  the  perfumed  atmosphere  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
(1800). 

6.  Jansenism  in  its  Second  Stage.  (Cf.  J  36,  2.)  —  A  new  measure 
of  violence,  proceeding  from  the  papal  court,  which  was  controlled  by 
French  influence,  renewed  the  Jansenist  controversy  in  a  much  more 
threatening  form.  A  priest  of  the  Oratorium,  who  had  been  driven 
from  Paris,  Pascha^ius  Quesnel  [oh.  1719),  published  in  1D93  an  edition 
of  the  New  Testament,  with  excellent  edifying  remarks  of  an  evange- 
lical character.  Many  bishops  used  and.  recommended  this  book, 
among  them  also  the  Archbishop  of  Paris,  Cardinal  Noailles,  who  had 
it  previously  examined  by  Rossuet.  The  Jesuits,  who  hated  the  ener 
getic  and  honest  archbishop  as  greatly  as  the  "Jansenist''  book,  re- 
commended by  him,  obtained,  through  the  artful  confessor  of  the  king, 
the  Jesuit  Le  Tellier,  a  papal  bull  (1713)  from  Clement  XL,  the  so- 
lulled  ConstittUicH  *'  Unigenitus,"  in  which  101  sentences,  taken  froa 
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Quesn(^'8  New  Testament,  were  condemned  as  heretical  This  act  oi 
papal  indiscretion,  by  which  the  most  palpable  semipelagianism  WM 
stamped  as  Roman  Catholic  doctrine,  and  Augustine  practically  made 
a  heretic,  divided  the  French  Church  into  the  two  parties,  yii..,  th« 
Constitutionalists  or  Accepfanift  who  accepted  the  constitution,  and 
the  Appellants^  at  the  head  of  whom  was  Noailles,  who  formally  and 
oolemnly  protested  against  it.  The  death  of  Louis  XIV.  (1715),  and 
the  regency  of  the  Duke  of  Orleans,  afforded  the  appellants  free  scop<» 
for  a  time  ;  even  the  thunderbolt  of  excommunication  hurled  at  them 
in  1718,  had  no  effect.  But  Dubois^  the  favorite  of  the  duke,  strove 
after  the  cardinal's  hat,  and  took  sides  against  the  appellants;  and 
Louis  XV.,  led  by  his  former  teacher,  Cardinal  Fleury^  oppressed  them 
in  every  way.  Noaillts  was  compelled  (1728)  to  submit,  and  (1730) 
the  constitution  was  formally  registered  as  the  law  of  the  empire.  A 
fanatical  ascetic  spirit  now  took  possession  of  the  extremely  oppressed 
Janscnists.  A  young  Jansenist  clergyman,  Francis  v,  Paris,  died  with 
an  appellation  document  in  his  hand  (1727).  His  followers  honored 
him  as  a  saint,  and  numerous  reports  of  miracles,  that  occurred  at  his 
grave  in  the  grave-3'^ard  of  Medardus  in  Paris,  made  the  same  a  daily 
place  of  pilgrimage  for  thousands  of  fanatics.  The  wild  fanaticism, 
which  manifested  itself  in  convulsions  and  prophecies  concerning  the 
destruction  of  the  State  and  Church,  spread  wider  and  wider,  and 
seized  also,  with  contagious  power,  many  who  were  altogether  frivolous 
and  hitherto  unbelieving  men.  The  government  had  the  church-yard 
walled  up  (1732),  but  portions  of  the  earth  from  the  grave  of  the  saint 
also  produced  convulsions  and  worked  miracles.  Thousands  of  con- 
vulsionaires  were  now  cast  y^to  prison,  and  the  Archbishop  Beaumont 
of  Paris,  in  connection  with  many  bishops,  resolved  (1752)  to  refuse 
the  dying  sacraments  to  all  those  who  produced  no  evidence  that  they 
accepted  the  constitution.  The  grave  of  "  St.  Francis"  became,  mean- 
while, the  grave  of  Jansenism,  for  every  fanaticism  carries  in  itself  the 
germ  of  death,  and  communicates  it  to  every  phenomenon,  which  it 
brings  under  its  powt^r.  Nevertheless,  remnants  of  Jansenists  existed 
in  France  even  to  the  Revolution,  which  they  had  prophesied  ;  and  in 
the  Kefherlamis  a  Jansenist  Roman  Catholic  Church,  embracing  5000 
souls  in  25  congregations,  independent  of  the  pope,  under  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Utrecht  and  the  Bish(/ps  of  Harlem  and  Daintry,  has  con- 
tinued to  the  present  time.  In  the  northern  part  of  the  Netherlands 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  was  abolished  by  the  Reformation,  except 
in  Utrecht,  where  there  remained  a  chapter  and  an  archbishop  in  par- 
tibus.  In  1704  the  occupant  of  this  position,  Peter  Cochh,  was  charged 
by  the  Jesuits  with  being  a  Jansenist,  and  was  deposed  by  the  pope. 
The  cliapter,  however,  would  not  acknowledge  his  Jesuit  successor. 
All  later  attempts  at  reconciliation  were  frustrated  by  the  refusal  of 
the  citizens  of  Utrecht  to  receive  the  constitution  uni^enitus.  (Of. 
Th,  Fliedner,  Collectenreise  nach  Holland  and  England.  Essen,183l.)* 
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7.  The  Abolitum  of  the  Order  of  the  Jesuits  nj73).  (Cf.  0  v.  Murr 
Geech.  d.  Jes.  in  Portug.  Nurmb.  1787,  2  Bde.  [le  Bret.]  S.inunl.  d 
merkw.  Schr.  d.  Auf  h.  d.  Jes.  betr.  Frkf.  1773,  4  Bde.  4.-'AL  r.  St 
Priest,  Gesch.  d.  Sturzes  d.  Jes.  deutsch  v.  L.  v,  Moseler,  Hamm.  1845. 
— Carracioli,  vie  de  Clem.  XIV.,  Par.  1775. — Aug,  Theinery  Gesch.  d. 
Pontificals  Clem.  XIV.  nach  unedist.  Staatsschr.  Lpz.,  1853,  2  Bde.) — 
The  Jesuits  strove  continually  with  increasing  zeal  and  success  towards 
a  dominion  of  the  world,  and  in  addition  to  or  instead  of  the  original 
absolute  subjection  to  the  interests  of  the  papacy,  the  founding  of  an 
independent  politico-hierarchical  power  seemed  more  and  more  to  be- 
come the  chief  object  in  view.  Their  aspiration  after  sovereignty  lost, 
it  is  true,  its  first  support  by  the  destruction  of  the  Jesuit-state  in 
Paraguay,  but  for  that  they  obtained  a  part  of  the  commerce  of  the 
world,  and  endeavored  to  control  the  politics  of  Europe.  The  Jansenist 
controversy  also  increased  the  hatred  of  the  people  towards  them : 
Pascal  exposed  them  before  the  whole  educated  world,  the  other  orders 
of  monks  were  from  the  beginning  hostile  to  them :  their  participation 
in  commerce  excited  the  jealousy  of  traders,  and  their  interference 
with  politics  finally  overthrew  them  entirely.  The  government  of  For- 
tagal  took  the  first  decided  step.  A  rebellion  in  Paraguay,  and  an 
attempt  upon  the  life  of  the  king  (Joseph  Emanuel),  were  generally 
attributed  to  them;  and  the  minister  Pombaly  whose  plans  of  reform 
they  opposed  everywhere,  accomplislied  their  entire  banishment  from 
Portugal  in  1759,  together  with  the  confiscation  of  their  property 
Pope  Clement  XIII.  (1758-69),  who  was  elected  and  ruled  by  the  Je- 
Buits,  took  them  into  his  protection  by  a  bull ;  but  Portugal  prohibited 
the  bull,  conveyed  the  papal  nuncio  beyond  the  frontiers,  suspended 
all  intercourse  with  Rome,  and  sent  whole  ship-loads  of  Jesuits  to  the 
pope.  Prance  followed  the  example  of  Portugal,  when  the  General, 
Lor.  Ricci,  answered  the  demands  of  the  king  for  a  reformation  of  his 
order  with  the  laconic  words:  Sint  ut  sunt,  aut  non  sint.  The  whole 
order  was  held  responsible  for  the  great  bankruptcy  of  the  Jesuit  La 
Valette,  and  it  was  at  length  (17G4)  banished  from  France  as  being 
dangerous  to  the  State.  Spain  also,  and  Kajdcs,  and  Parma,  soon 
thereupon  had  all  Jesuits  arrested  and  carried  beyond  the  frontiers. 
The  new  election  for  pope,  after  the  death  of  Clement  XIII.,  was  a 
vital  question  for  the  Order,  but  the  influence  of  the  c»)urts  triumi»hed, 
and  the  liberal  Minorite  Ganganelli  was  elected  as  Clement  XIV. 
(1769-74).  Urged  by  the  Bourbon  courts,  he  finally,  after  long  waver- 
ing and  hesitation,  pronounced,  by^he  bull  Doniinus  ac  Redcnitor 
noster  (1773),  the  abolition  of  the  Order  (which  now  numbered  22,000 
members),  as  an  act  of  present  necessity,  but  added  thereto,  <>ighing: 
Questa  suppressiono  mi  dara  la  mortc.  And  it  so  happened,  for  in  the 
next  year  he  died,  with  all  the  signs  of  having  been  poisoned.  All  the 
Roman  Catholic  courts  carried  out  the  abolition,  even  Austria,  after 
that  the  Spanish  conrt  had  sent  to  the  Empress  Maria  Theresa  a  cop^ 
63* 
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of  tbeir  general  confession  from  the  confiscated  papers  of  the  JesuiU 
The  heretic  Frederick  II.,  however,  still  tolerated  the  Order  for  a  time 
in  Silesia,  and  Catharine  II.  in  her  Polish  provinces.     (Clement  XIV, 
also  abolished  the  reading  of  the  Lord's  Supper  bull  on  Maundy  Thurs- 
day, I  115.)     (Cf.  i  57,  I,  2.) 

8.  Anti' Hierarchical  Movement  in  German}/,  (Cf.  E.  v.  M'dnch, 
Gesch.  d.  emser  Congresses  u.  s.  Peructation.  Karlsr.  1S40. — Fh, 
Wolf,  Gesch.  d.  rom.  kath.  K.  unter  Pius  VI.,  1802,  7  Bde.— G^ro^z- 
Hojfinger,  Lob.  u.  Rcgier.-Gesch,  Joseph's  II.  Stuttg.  1835,  3  Bde. — 
M.  C.  Payanelj  Gesch.  Joseph's  II.,  aus  d.  Franz,  v.  Fr.  Kohler.  Lpx. 
1844. — F,  V.  M'dnchf  Loop.  v.  Oest.  als  Reformator ;  in  dess.  DenkwUr^ 
digkk.  zur  Gesch.  p.  303,  sq. — De  Potter,  Leb.  u.  Memoiren  des  Scipio 
V.  Ricci,  Aus  d.  Fr.  Stuttg.  1826,  4  Bde.)— The  suffragan  Bishop  of 
Treves,  Nicholas  von  Uontheim,  published,  at  the  time  when  Clement 
XIII.  was  contending  with  the  Bourbon  courts,  a  treatise  (De  statu 
ecclesiae  et  legit,  potestati  Rom.  Pontificis  ad  reuniendos  dissidentes  in 
rel.  Christ,  composit.  Bullioni  [Frcf.]  1763-74,  4  vol.  4to.),  in  which  he 
defended,  with  ability  and  learning,  the  superior  authority  of  the 
general  councils  and  the  independence  of  tlie  bishops  against  the 
hierarchical  pretensions  of  the  popes.  The  book  produced  a  profound 
sensation  in  and  beyond  Germany,  and  the  pope  did  not  dare  to  harm 
the  bold  champion  of  the  freedom  of  the  Church.  It  was  only  his  se- 
cond successor,  Pius  VI.  (1775-99)  who  had  the  poor  satisfaction  of 
extnrtinjy  ft  retrft^tion  from  the  dying  old  man  (1778),  but  he  also  lived 
to  see  other  and  more  dangerous  storms  break  loose  upon  the  hierarchy. 
First,  the  Electors  of  Mayence,  Treves,  and  Cologne,  together  with  the 
Archbishop  of  Salzburg,  provoked  by  the  arbitrary  conduct  of  a  papal 
nuncio,  assembled  together  in  a  spiritual  congress  at  Ems  (1786),  and 
resolved  upon  the  restoration  of  a  German  Roman  Catholic  National 
Church,  independent  of  Rome,  in  the  so-called  Ems  Punctation. 
But  the  German  bishops  found  it  more  convenient  to  obey  the  distant 
pope  than  the  near  archbishops.  They  joined  their  opposition  with 
that  of  the  pope,  and  the  project  of  the  archbishops  produced  no  re- 
sults. Still  more  threatening  to  the  continuance  of  the  hierarchy  was 
the  government  of  the  Emperor /o.<je/)^  II.  in  Austria  (1765-90).  He 
had  scarcely  come  into  possession  of  sole  authority,  after  the  death  of 
his  mother,  before  he  began  a  radical  reform  of  ecclesiastical  affairs  in 
his  kingdom.  Already  in  1781  he  issued  the  edict  of  tolerance,  by 
which  political  rights  and  the  free  exercise  of  religion  was  secured  to 
the  Protestants.  The  Roman  C!itholic  Church  was  to  be  torn  from 
Roman  influence,  to  be  placed  under  a  sovereign  episcopate,  and  made 
serviceable  for  the  religious  and  moral  culture  of  the  nation,  and  all 
its  institutions,  which  could  not  be  used  to  promote  this  object,  were  to 
be  abolished.  The  bishops,  as  well  as  the  pope,  protested  in  vain ;  the 
latter  even,  trusting  in  the  power  of  his  personality,  undertook  a  jour- 
ney to  Vienna  (1782).    He  was  politely  and  solemnly  received,  but  was 
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not  able  to  change  the  decision  of  the  emperor  in  the  least.  Still  Jo- 
seph's undertaking,  which  was  carried  on  in  haste,  without  propel 
discretion  and  reflection,  without  sparing  what  had  been  historically 
established,  and  generally  more  from  a  humanitarian  than  religious 
stand-point,  failed  on  account  of  the  brief  reign  of  the  emperor  and 
the  reaction  of  all  those  who  had  suffered  from  it.  The  Grand-Duke, 
Leopold  von  Tuscany^  Joseph's  brother,  also  attempted,  since  1786, 
to  reform  in  a  similar  way  the  Church  of  his  province,  with  the  co- 
operation of  the  pious  (Janaenist)  Bishop  Scipio  of  Ricci  (Si/nod  at 
Fistoja,  1786),  but  in  this  case  also  th*^  hierarchy  was  finally  triumph- 
ant.    (Cf  i  57.  5.) 

9.   The  French  Revolution.     (Cf.  Abbe  Baldassari,  Gcsch.  dor  Weg- 
fUhrung  u.  Gefangenschaft  Pius  VI.,  aus  d.  Franz,  v.  //.  Sleek,  Llibg. 
1844.) — Pius  VI.  was  to  survive  a  still  worse  state  of  affairs.     In  1789 
the  horrors  of  the  Revolution  began  to  afflict  the  Church  no  less  than 
the  State.    The  National  Assembly  [\l%^-^\)  did  not  design  to  interfere 
with  the  faith  of  the  people,  but  only  with  the  hierarchy,  and  to  deliver 
the  State  out  of  its  financial  embarras.sments  by  the  possessions  of  the 
Church.     All  monasteries  were  aboli-shed  (1790)  and  their  possessions 
sold.    (Concerning  the  fate  of  Cluguy,  cf.  above   2,    and  of  Za  Trappe, 
i  57,  2.)     The  clergy  were  to  be  paid  by  the  State  and  elected  by  the 
people.     The  liberty  of  faith  was  declared  to  be  an  inalienable  right 
of  man.     The  National  Assembly  required  the  clergy  to  take  the  oath 
of  allegiance  to  the  Constitution ;  the  pope  forbade  it;  both  under  the  pen- 
alty of  removal  from  office.    Thus  a  formal  schism  took  place ;  the  priests, 
who  refused  to  take  the  oath,  for  the  most  part  emigrated.     Avignon 
was  united  with  the  French  State.    The  terroristic  National  Connenlion 
(1792-95)  brought  the  king  to  the  scaffold,  destroyed  all  Christian 
customs,  and  formally  abolished  Christianity  (cf.  J  10).    The  Directory 
(1795-99),  occupied  more  with  foreign  affairs,  again,  it  is  true,  per- 
mitted Christian  worship,  but  French  armies  overran  Italy  and  avenged 
the  opposition  of  the  pope  by  proclaiming  a  lloman  republic  (1798). 
Pius  VI.  was  taken  as  a  prisoner  to  France,  and  died  from  the  cruelties 
of  the  French,  without  doing  anything  to  prejudice  himself  and  his 
dignity  (1799).     (Cf  {  57,  1.) 

10.  Th€  Roman  Calholic  Contribution  towards  Illumination.  (Cf. 
L,  Noack,  d.  Freidenker  in  d.  Relig.  Bd.  II.  Die  Tranzos.  Frci«lenker, 
Berne,  1854.) — The  Siecle  de  Louis  XIV.,  with  the  morality  of  its 
Jesuistic  confessors,  with  its  licentiousness,  bigotry,  and  hypocrisy  at 
the  court,  with  its  dragoon  and  Bastilc  polemics  against  all  reactions 
of  a  living  Chri.«*tianity  (among  Huguenots,  mystics,  and  Jansenists), 
with  its  Cevennes  prophets  and  Jansenist  convulsionaires,  etc.,  called 
forth  a  free-thinking  spirit  in  the  educated  French  world,  to  which 
Catholicism,  Jansenism,  and  Protestantism,  appeared  both  ridiculous 
and  abv^urd.  This  spirit  was  essentially  different  from  English  deism. 
The  principle  of  English  deism  was  Common-sense,  the  general  moj*al 
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oonsoiousness  in  man,  advocated  with  the  clumsy  weapons  of  raticaal 
criticism;  it  still  held  fast  to  something  ideal  and  moral  in  man,  ani 
had  a  kind  of  religion  (providence,  virtue,  immorUility).  French  Na- 
turalism, on  the  other  hand,  was  a  philosophy  of  esprit,  that  pecu- 
liarly French,  frivolous  ingenuity,  using  the  weapons  of  ridicule  and 
wit,  which  denied  and  derided  everything  moral  and  ideal.  Neverthe- 
less, a  close  and  causal  connection  existed  between  the  two ;  the  philo- 
sophy of  Common-sense  was  carried  over  to  France,  and  was  here 
remodelled  into  a  philosophy  of  esprit :  t/iM  was  a  travesty  of  that. 
The  birth-places  of  this  French  philosophy  were  the  bureaux  d'esprit, 
the  clubs  and  salons  of  the  metropolis,  its  common  and  widely  circu- 
lating <»rgan  was  the  Encyclopedic,  edited  by  Diderot  nud  D'Aiembert. 
rts  most  brilliant  and  influential  representatives,  whose  numerous 
writings  unchristianized  and  demoralized  not  only  France,  but  also  the 
educated  and  leading  classes  in  remaining  Europe,  were,  besides  the 
two  above-named :  Voltaire  (ob.  1778),  Uelvetius,  Montesquieu^  and 
Rousseau  (ob.  1778).  The  physician  De  la  Mettrie  ("L'homme  ma- 
chine," etc.),  and  the  German-French  Baron  de  Uolbach  (*'  Syst^me  de 
la  nature,"  etc.),  reduced  it  to  the  most  shameless  materialism.  The 
French  Revolution  ripened  the  fruit  of  this  sowing.  The  National 
Convention  formally  abolished  Christianity,  permitted  about  2000 
churches  to  be  burned  and  destroyed,  and  built  a  temple  de  la  Raison, 
in  which  a  harlot  represented  the  goddess  of  reason  (1794).  The  Arch- 
bishop of  Paris,  Oobely  appeared  with  his  clergy  before  the  bar  of  the 
Convention,  and  declared  that  his  previous  life  had  been  a  delusion; 
that  he  now  acknowledged  no  other  religion  but  tliat  of  lil>erty.  ifo- 
bcsiiicrre,  however,  ha«l  the  resolution  passed  in  1794 :  Le  people  fran- 
<juis  re(;onnait  TEtre  supremo  et  rinnnortalit6  de  Tiime,  and  had  a 
8tui)id  Fete  do  I'Etrc  supremo  celebrated.  The  Directory,  it  Is  tiue, 
allowed  Christian  worship  again,  but  it  also  favored,  as  it  was  able, 
the  doistic  sect  of  Thcoph iJanthropu<ts,  which,  with  its  hollow  phrases, 
soon  provoked  the  ridicule  of  pu])Hc  opinion. 

The  German  Roman  Catholic  Church  also  suffered  from  this  spirit 
of  illumination,  which,  since  tlie  middle  of  this  century,  spread  through 
Protestant  Germany.  Whilst  the  (magnetic?)  exorcisms  and  cures  of 
Pater  Gassner  in  Regensburg  still  gained  many  triumphs  for  Roman 
Catholicism  (certainly  of  so  doubtful  a  character,  that  the  bishops,  the 
emperor,  and  finally  the  Roman  court  itsoif,  found  it  necessary  to  cheek 
the  doings  of  the  wonder-worker),  Atf.  Weishaupt,  professor  in  Ingol- 
stadt,  instituted,  with  the  forms  of  Free-masonry,  the  secret  Order  of 
ninminati  (1770),  which  spread  the  most  suj>erficial  ideas  of  progress 
and  human  perfectibility  over  the  whole  of  Germany,  although  it  was 
alrea<ly  dissolved  in  1780  by  the  Bavarian  government,  in  consequence 
of  the  treason  of  several  members.  But  its  secondary  effects  existed 
long  afterwards.  The  spirit  of  illumination  also  influenced  Roman 
Oatholic  the«4ogy.    But  that  the  Church  still  possessed  power  to  check 
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h,  IB  showl.  by  the  fate  of  Prof.  Lorenzo  IsenbUhl  of  Majence,  who  ap- 
plied the  passage,  Isaiah  7 :  14,  not  to  the  mother  of  Christ,  but  to  the 
betrothed  bride  of  the  prophet,  and  was  therefor  deposed  and  sent  back 
to  the  seminary  for  two  years  on  account  of  deficient  theological  know- 
ledge (1774).  When  he  later  (1778)  published  a  learned  treatise  on 
the  same  subject,  he  had  to  atone  for  it  by  imprisonment.  The  pope 
also  condemned  his  interpretation,  and  IsenVjiehl  recanted  as  a  good 
Catholic.  It  went  still  harder  with  a  young  jurist  of  Salzbttrg,  named 
Steinbuhltr,  who,  on  account  of  several  satires  on  Roman  Catholic 
ceremonies,  was  condemned  to  death  (1781),  but  was  afterwards  par- 
doned, although  he  soon  afterwards  died  from  the  cruel  treatment  he 
received. 

11.  Roman  Catholic  Theology. — The  revocation  of  the  edict  of  Nantes 
was  the  sentence  of  death  for  French  Reformed  theology,  which  waa 
thereby  deprived  of  all  the  conditions  of  life ;  but  it  at  the  same  time 
also  deprived  French  Roman  Catholic  theology  of  its  stimulus  and  im- 
pulse.    The  latter  could  now  lie  peaceably  on  its  lees,  since  Huguenot 
polemics  were  silenced,  and  Huguenot  learning  no  longer  provoked  to 
rivalry,  and  resignedly  commit  the  carrying  on  of  polemics  to  the  dra- 
goons, the  scaffold,  and  the  Bastile.     There  was  yet  added  to  this  the 
violent  extermination  of  Jansenism,  which  deprived  the  French  Roman 
Catholic  Church  of  its  noblest  powers.     The  first  half  of  this  century 
has,  nevertheless,  a  few  distihguished  names  to  show,  as  sporadic  se- 
condary effects  of  the  previous  brilliant  epoch ;  in  the  second  half, 
however,  theology  sank  into  absolute   impotency.  Retribution  did  not 
tarry.     The  Huguenot  opposition  to  the   papacy  and    the   Jansenist 
to  Pelagianism  were  destroyed,  but  the  most  tjhauieless  naturalism, 
atheism,  and  materialism,  with  the  war-cry :  Ecnisez  rinfame,  stood 
now  victorious  on  the  plain  ;  and  Roman  Catholic  theology  sunk  into  so 
deep  a  lethargy,  that  it  could  not  even  attempt  earnestly  to  combat  and 
resist,  but  was  compelled  to  surrender  itself  and  the  entire  French  na- 
tion to  the  monster.     Theological  learning  had  also  greatly  declined  in 
the  other  Roman  Catholic  countries.     Only  Italy  had  a  few  brilliant 
names  in  the  first  half  of  this  century.     In  Roman  Catholic  Germany 
a  self-dependent  activity  in  theology  only  manifested  itself  in  the  time 
of  Joseph  II.,  and  under  the  tolerance  which  he  granted  an  almost 
cynical  spirit  of  free-thinking  (especially  in  judging  matters  of  a 
Church-historical    character)    developed    itself  among   many    Roman 
Catholic  the<dogians  of  the  empire  (Roi/ko^  WolfT,  Dannenmayr,  Michl 
etc.)     On  the  other  hand,  from  the  school  of  the  noble  mystic,  Michael 
Sailtr  (ob.  1832),  there  went  forth  a  Catholicism  that  was  as  hearty 
and  warm  as  it  was  mild  and  irenieal,  which  could  also  be  enjoyed 
by  pious  Protestants  of  a  comm  »n  faith  and  life,  and  whose  brotherly 
spiritual  communion  needed  not  to  be  repelled.     Sailer  was  removed 
from  his  office  in  Dillingen  (1794),  because  he  was  not  considered  suffi- 
ciently orthodox,  but  he  became  later  Prof,  at  Ingolstadt,  and  {ob.  1832) 
M  Biskop  of  Regensburg. 


238       SECTION   III. — THIRD  PERIOD  (CENT.  18  A.D.;. 

Distinguishod  in  the  sphere  of  Biblical  Theology  are:  the  Orator! 
Jac,  le  Long  (ob.  1721),  whose  chi)f  work,  Bibliotheca  Sacra,  presenta 
a  very  valuable  historical  apparatus  for  the  study  of  the  Bible,— espe- 
cially in  the  essentially  improved  form,  which  has  been  ^iven  to  it  by 
the  Protestant  editors  Bonier  and  Masch  (Halle,  1778,  4Bdo.  4to.). 
John  Martianay  (ob.  1717),  the  learned  publisher  of  Jerome,  also  wrote 
an  admirable  work  on  Ilermeneutics,  in  which  he  lays  down  the  prin- 
ciple, that  the  Bible  is  to  be  explained  by  the  Bible.  The  Benedictine, 
Auguistine  Calmet  (ob,  1757),  contributed  a  valuable  Diction naire  hist, 
chronol.  g6ogr.  de  la  Bible  and  a  Commentaire  litt6ral  et  critique  on 
the  whole  Bible,  in  23  vols.  4to.  His  exegesis  is  especially  valuable  aa 
regards  external  matters,  but  its  theology  is  superficial.  The  mosi 
valuable  are  the  appended  historical  and  critical  Dissertations,  which 
Mosheim  had  translated  and  accompanied  with  condensed  remarks. 
The  Oratorian  Uoubigant  and  the  Italian  Bernard  de  Rossi  contributed 
much  of  importance  for  the  criticism  of  the  text  of  the  Old  Testament, 
In  the  time  of  Joseph  II.,  the  free-thinking,  latitudinarian,  supernatu- 
ralistic  John  Jahn^  Prof,  at  Vienna,  elevated  the  study  of  the  Bible 
in  the  German  Roman  Catholic  Church,  by  publishing  a  number  of 
learned  works  (the  most  valuable  of  which  are :  Einleitung  ins  A.  T. 
4  Bde.  u.  Biblischo  Archaologie,  5  Bde.) ;  but  he  was  compelled  to 
abandon  his  professorship,  on  account  of  unchurchly  tendencies,  and 
died  in  1816,  as  canon  at  Vienna.  In  the^tphere  of  Church  Hiatory^  the 
Italian  John  Dominic  Mansi  (ob.  1769)  (Vollst'dndigste  u.  beste  Samm- 
lung  der  Concilienacten  1750,  sq.  31  vols,  fol.)  and  Ant.  Afuratori,  (ob. 
1750),  (Scriptores  rerum  Italic,  28  vols.  fol. ;  Antiqu.  Italic,  mod.  aevi, 
6  vols,  fol.),  gave  proof  of  splendid  scholarship  and  of  unwearying  in- 
dustry in  collecting  material.  There  are  no  contributions  of  a  dogmatic 
or  polemic  character  of  any  importance.  But  amid  the  horrors  of  the 
French  Revolution,  the  noble  theosophist,  Louis  Claude  de  St.  Martin, 
an  ardent  admirer  of  Jacob  Bohnie,  wrote  his  spirited  and  prof»)und 
works  (Des  errcurs  et  de  la  v^rit^,  L'homme  de  ddsir,  etc.).  and  the 
Viscount  Chateaubriand  praised  the  beauties  of  Christianity  (G6nie  du 
Christianisrac),  and  celebrated  in  song  the  Christian  martyrs.  (Cf. 
J  57,  6.) 

?  45.  THE  ORIENTAL  ORTHODOX  CHURCH. 

The  oppressed  condition  of  the  orthodox  Church  in  the  Otto- 
man em])ire  remained  unchanj^eahly  tke  same.  It  developed  itself 
more  powerfully  and  richly  in  BiL^sin^  where  it  was  the  ruling 
Church.  Althouprh  the  Russian  Church,  since  it  possessed  an 
independent  patriarchate  at  Moscow  (1589),  was  independent  of 
the  mother-church  at  Constantinople  in  regard  to  the  form  of 
government,  it  still  stood  in  the  most  intimate  religious  connec- 
uon  with  it,  especially  as  the  bond  of  a  commoD  confessioQ  had 
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been  again  lately  strengthened  by  the  confessional  treatise  of 
Peter  Mogila.  The  patriarchal  form  of  government  was,  mean- 
while, only  a  temporary  one  in  Russia,  for  the  great  Emperor 
Peter  I.  permitted  the  patriarchate  to  remain  vacant  after  the 
death  of  the  patriarch  Hadrian  (1702),  connected  ecclesiastical 
supremacy  with  the  imperial  power,  and  constituted  (1721)  the 
holy  directing  Synod,  to  which  he  transferred  the  supreme  con- 
trol of  spiritual  and  ecclesiastical  affairs ;  —  to  which  also  the 
patriarch  of  Constantinople  gave  his  consent.  Theophanes 
Prokopovncz,  the  metropolitan  of  Nowgorod,  was  the  emperor^s 
right  hand  in  this  reform  of  Church  government. 

Since  the  liturgical  reformation  of  the  Patriarch  Nikon  ({  42, 
5),  a  new  and  peculiar  style  of  Church  Music  developed  itself  in 
the  Russian  Church,  which  was  sung  by  pure  and  powerful  male  voices, 
without  any  instrumental  accompaniment,  a  splendid  foil  for  the  rich 
liturgy.  Russian  Church  music  attained  its  perfection  under  Catharine 
II.  Among  the  Russian  Theologians  the  above-named  Prokopowicz 
(ob,  1736)  holds  a  prominent  position.  His  dogmatic  Handbook  (in 
Lat.  transl.  Christ,  orthod.  theologia.  Regiom,  1773,  5  vols.)  is  distin- 
guished by  learning,  clearness  of  style,  and  moderation  of  judgment. 
Since  the  middle  of  this  century,  however,  a  Protestantizing  tendency 
crept  in  among  many  representatives  of  theological  science,  especially 
among  the  higher  clergy,  which  tendency,  it  is  true,  held  firmly  fast 
to  the  older  oecumenical  synodal  theology,  but  avoided  the  later  dog- 
matic forms,  or  at  least  attached  no  importance  to  them.  Already  the 
excellent  catechism  of  orthodox  doctrines  (transl.  into  German.  Riga, 
1770),  which  the  learned  Platon  (late  metropolitan  of  Moscow)  as  tutor 
of  the  Grand-Duke  Paul  Petrowitschy  published,  at  first  for  the  use  of 
his  noble  pupil,  is  not  entirely  free  from  this  tendency.  It  appears 
more  decidedly  in  the  dogmatic  text-book  of  the  archimandric  TJieophy- 
lactic  of  Moscow  (1773).  It  was  only  in  recent  times  that  it  was 
entirely  overcome  and  suppressed.  To  the  Sects  of  the  17th  cen- 
tury (I  42,  5),  there  were  added  in  the  18th  a  number  of  new  ones 
of  spiritualistic  gnostic  tendency,  in  the  organization  of  which  proba- 
bly occidental  influences  cooperated.  To  these  belong  especially  the 
Malacani  (milk-eaters)  and  Duchoborzens  (champions  of  the  spirit), 
which  again  divide  into  a  number  of  minor  sects,  and  which  may  also 
have  absorbed  many  of  the  older  (mediaeval)  sects.  Their  doctrines 
are  a  remarkable  mixture  of  Gnosticism,  theosophy,  mysticism,  Pro- 
testantism, and  Rationalism.  The  Duchoborzens  especially,  although 
belonging  only  to  the  peasantry,  have  a  completely  finished  theological 
lystem  of  a  wonderful  speculative  character.  (Cf.  A.  v.  HarfJiausen, 
referred  tr  at  §  42,  5,  and  T.  E.  Leniz,  de  Duch(borzis.  Dorpati. 
1829,  4to.) 
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II.  THE  PROTESTANT  CHURCH,    t.^^^ 

2  46.  THE  LUTHERAN  CHURCH  BEFORE  THE  ILLUMI- 
NATION. 

By  the  fonnding  of  the  University  at  Halle  (1694),  the  pie- 
tistic  controversy  received  a  new  impulse,  and  soon  involved  the 
whole  German  Church  in  a  passionate  strife,  in  which,  on  both 
sides,  the  right  and  true  medium  was  only  too  often  missed  in 
establishing  their  own  views,  and  those  of  the  opponents  were 
perverted  by  unwarranted  inferences.  Spener  died  as  early  as  1705; 
Francke  in  1127,  Breilhaupt  in  1732.     Hallean  pietism  became, 
after  the  loss  of  its  chiefs,  continually  weaker,  more  illiberal, 
unscientific,  and  indifferent  towards  purity  of  doctrine,  more  prone 
to  fall  into  artificial  pious  feelings,  more  zealous  and  exclusive  in 
pious  phrases  and  methodistic  fbrms  of  life.     The  conventicle 
mode  of  worship,  originated  and  nourished  by  it,  became  a  Pan- 
dora-box of  all  possible  fanaticism  and  sectarianism  (§  49,  1). 
But  still  it  produced  a  fermentation  in  theology  and  the  Church, 
which  worked  wholesomely  for  many  years.     More  than  6000 
theologians  from  all  parts  of  Germany,  received,  up  to  Francke^8 
death,  their  theological  education  at  Halle,  and  carried  the  leaven 
of  his  spirit  into  as  many  congregations  and  schools.    In  a  short 
time,  a  large  number  of  distinguished  teachers  of  theology  ap- 
peared in  almost  aU  the  German  Lutheran  established  Churches, 
who,  being  as  far  removed  from  the  one-sidedness  of  the  pietists 
as  their  opponents,   practised   and  taught  pure  doctrines  and 
pious  living,  without  denying  the  orthodox  stand-point,  so  far  as 
it  was  authorized  and  beneficial,  and  derived  benefit  from  the 
syncretistic  as  well  as  pietistic  controversies.     From   Calixtus 
they  learned  mildness  and  justice  towards  the   Reformed  and 
Roman  Catholic  Church  ;  by  Spener  they  were  incited  to  deep 
experimental  piety,  which  also  enriched  their  theological  know- 
ledge with  a  new  stream  of  life  ;  from  Gottfr.  Arnold's  one-sided- 
noss  they  learned  to  seek  after  distorted  truth  even  among  here- 
r.ics  and  sectarians ;  and  from  Galov  and  LoHcher  they  inherited 
\  zeal  for  pure  doctrines.     The  most  prominent  of  them  all  were 
Alh.Bemjel  in  Wiirtemberg  {ob.  1752),  and  Ghr,  Aug.  Crusiua 
in  Lei})sic  {ob.  1775),  both  stars  of  the  first  magnitude,  and  at 
iho  same  time  prophecies  of  a  future  time  of  blooming  of  Lu- 
ineran  theology  ;  a  future  one,  for  this  stand- point,  deepened 
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ktkd  ennobled  in  so  many  ways,  did  not  at  that  time  attain  perfect 
development  and  domiuion  (§  50).  The  deluge  of  illumiuatioik 
since  the  middle  of  this  century  rushed  in  upon  the  Qerraau  Lu- 
theran Church,  and  overflowed  also  the  seed  sown  by  these  noble 
men.  Nevertheless,  the  first  five  decades  of  this  century  still 
constitute,  in  spite  of  many  excrescences,  a  blooming  period  of 
theological  science  and  Christian  life  in  the  Lutheran  Churi*h. 

1.  The  Pieiistic  Controversies  since  the  Founding  of  the  University  ai 
Halle.    (Cf.  the  lit.  at  i  38,  3,  and  Mor,  v.  Enyelhardt,  Val.  C.  Loscher, 
2d  ed.  Stuttg.  1855.)  —  That  Pietism,  which  had  been  condemned  by 
and  excluded  from  the  orthodox  Universities  of  Leipsic  and  Witten- 
berg, now  found  a  refuge  at  Halle,  where,  protected  and  encouraged 
by  the  civil  power,  it  freely  developed  itself  in  practical  life  and  in 
science,  and  from  here  could  spread  over  all  the  provinces  of  Germany 
through  crowds  of  students ;  this  provoked  the  anger  of  the  orthodox. 
The  faculty  of  Wittenberg,  with  John  Deuischmann  at  the  head,  pub- 
lished (1695)  a  controversial  treatise  (Christlich.  Vorstellung,  etc.), 
in  which  they  charged  Spener  with  holding  not  less  than  264  errors. 
The  faculty  of  Leipsic  also  was  not  silent,  and  Carpzov  abused  the 
mild  and  peace-loving  Spener  as  a  procella  ecelesiaj.    Next  to  Carpzov 
and  Deutschmann,  the  most  violent  opponents  of  the  pietists  were  Sam, 
Schelwig  in  Dantzic  (ob.  1716),   (Synopsis  controverss.  sub  pietatis 
prsetextu  motarum  1701),  Friedr.  Mayer  in  Wittenberg,  Hamburg  and 
Greifswalde  (oh.  1712),  and  Jofin  Fecht  in  Rostock  (ob.  1716).     When 
Spener  died  (1705),  it  was  most  earnestly  disputed  whether  he  could 
be  called  the  sainted.     Fecht  (de  beat  it.  mort.  in  Dom.)  denied  it. 
Among  the  later  champions  for  the  palladium  of  pure  doctrines,  the 
learned  Valent.  Ernst  Loscher y  superint.  at  Dresden  (1709-47),  who  at 
least  cannot  be  charged  with  dead  orthodoxy,  was  the  most  estimable 
and  able.    He  opened  the  contest  (1702)  by  publishing  an  anti-pietistio 
journal  (Unschuldige  Nachrichten  von  alten  und  neuen  theol.  Sachen), 
of  which  31  vols,  appeared  up  to  1751.     His  **  Vollstandiger  Timotheue 
Verinug"  is,  without  doubt,  the  most  thorough  of  all  the  controversial 
treatises  against  Pietism  (2  v()ls.  1718-21;  the  first  sketch  appeared 
already,  1711,  in  the  Unschuldigen  Nachrichten).     Franz  Baddeus  of 
Jena  carried  on  a  mediation  between  Loscher  and  the  Hallean  theolo- 
gians for  a  time,  but  without  result.    Francke  and  Breithhaupt  received 
(1710)  an  ever  ready  colleague  and  fellow-combatant  in  Joachim  Lanyt 
(ob.  1744),  (Antibarbarus  orthodoxioB  dogmatico-hermencuticus  1709- 
11; — die  Gestalt  des  Kreuzreichcs  Christi,  1713; — Abfertig.  d.  Tim. 
Ver.  1719,  etc.) ;  who,  however,  was  in  no  respect  a  match  for  his  op. 
•H)nent  Loscher.    Pietism,  meanwhile,  penetrated  the  popular  life  mor« 
and  more,  and  excited  in  many  places  even  violent  popular  tumults. 
Uany  States  prohibited  the  pietistic  conventicles,  others  permittee] 
64 
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them  (ox.  gr.  WUrtomberg  and  Denmark).  A  yerj  singular  pheno 
menon  were  the  praying  children  in  Silesia  (1707).  Children  of  foai 
years  of  age  and  above  that  assembled  on  the  open  field  to  sing  and 
pray  (especially  for  the  recovery  of  the  Churches  taken  ]>osses8ion  of 
by  the  Roman  Catholics).  Proceeding,  probably,  from  the  imitative 
instinct  of  children,  and  from  the  impression  which  the  open-air  wor- 
ship of  the  Swedish  army  made  upon  them,  this  phenomenon  obtained 
an  epidemic  and  contagious  character,  and  spread  over  the  entire 
sountry.  In  vain  the  pulpits  declaimed  against  it,  in  vain  the  civil 
authorities  proceeded  against  it ;  blows  and  confinement  only  increased 
the  zeal  of  the  children.  Finally  it  was  resolved  to  provide  churches 
for  their  worship.  After  that  tlie  excitement  gradually  subsided.  But 
the  matter  was  discussed  for  a  long  time  afterwards  by  the  orthodox 
and  pietists,  the  former  (ex.  gr.  Erdra.  Neumeister)  declared  it  to  be  a 
work  of  the  devil ;  the  latter  (Freylinghausen,  Petersen,  etc.)  a  won- 
derful awakening  of  divine  grace.  (Cf.  /.  G.  Walch,  1.  c.  I.,  853,  sq. 
and  Hagenbachj  d.  Rinderkreuzzug  u.  die  betenden  Kinder;  in  A. 
Knapp's  Christoterpe,  1853.) 

The  Orthodox  regarded  the  Pietists  as  a  new  sect,  holding  doctrines 
that  were  dangerous  and  hostile  to  the  pure  doctrines  of  the  Lutheran 
Church  ;  whilst  tlie  Pietists  themselves  declared,  that  they  only  wished 
to  preserve  Lutheran   orthodoxy  unadulterated,  and  to  substitute  a 
biblical,  practical  Christianity  for  its  then  existing  rigid  form  and 
dead  externality.    The  single  points  of  controversy  concentrated  espe- 
cially around  the  doctrines  of  regeneration,  of  justification,  of  sancti- 
fication,  of  the  Church,  and  of  the  millenium  (Rev.  20  :  5,  7).     (1.) 
Regeneration,     The  orthodox  affirmed,  that  regeneration  took  place  in 
baptism ;  that  every  baptized  person  was  regenerated ;  but  that  the 
new  birth  required  fostering,  nourishment,  and  growth  ;  and  where 
these  had  been  wanting,  reawakening.     The  Pietists,  on  the  other 
hand,  identified  awakening  or  conversion  with  regeneration,  which 
was  conditioned  in  subsequent  life  ])y  the  Word  of  God,  mediated  by 
spiritual  and  physical  conjiicfs  of  repentance,  and  thereupon  following 
communication  of  grace,  and  sealod  by  a  very  palpable  approbation  of 
God  in  the  state  of  grace  attained.    With  this  sealing  began  the  life  of 
the  child  in  Christ.    Accordingly  they  distinguished  between  a  theologi* 
viatorum,  viz.,  the  churchly  syml)olical  doctrine,  and  a  theologia  rege 
nitorum,  which  has  to  do  with  the  conditions  of  the  sonl  after  regene- 
ration ;  on  which  account  they  were   also  charged  with  holding  the 
doctrine,  that  a  true  Christian,  who  had  attained  the  ago  of  spiritual 
manhood,  could  and   must  be    without   sin    even    in   this    life.     (2.) 
Juntiiicatiou  and  Sanctif  cation.     Iti  opposition  to  a  very  common  view 
of  the  doctrine  of  justification,  which   made  it  too  external,   Spener 
taught  that  living  faith  alone  attained  justitication,  and  that  it  must 
be  active  in  preserving  it  (although  without   any  merit).     A  sure 
guarantee  of  attained  justification  existed  only  in  a  faith  which  gave 
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dyidonce  cf  being  alive  in  a  pious  life  and  acUve  Christianitj,  and  not 
already  in  a  belief  in  the  external,  objective  promise  of  the  vt  )rd  of 
God.  Uis  opponents  charged  him,  on  this  account,  with  coi  founding 
justification  with  sanctification,  and  with  disregarding  the  farmer  at 
the  expense  of  the  latter.  And  if  the  royal  doctrine  of  justification 
was  not  allowed  to  recede  into  the  back-ground  by  Spener  himself,  it 
was  by  many  of  his  adherents ;  and  an  importance  was  attached,  in  a 
one-sided  way,  to  practical  Christianity,  such  as  the  Lutheran  Church 
could  never  approve.  Moreover,  Spener  and  Francke  preached  against 
worldly  dissipations  and  amusements,  and  against  the  dance,  the 
theatre,  card-playing  (to  which  others  in  their  blind  zeal  added  even 
laughing,  taking  a  walk,  smoking  tobacco,  etc.),  as  inimical  to  earnest* 
ness  and  progress  in  sanctification,  and  therefore  sinful;  whilst  the 
orthodox  placed  these  things  among  the  adiapfiora.  (3.)  The  Church 
and  Office.  Orthodoxy  regarded  the  word,  the  sacraments,  and  the 
office,  administering  them,  as  the  basis  and  foundation  of  the  Church ; 
Pietism,  on  the  contrary,  conditioned  the  nature  and  existence  of  the 
Church  by  individual  believers ;  according  to  the  former,  the  Church 
begat,  nourished,  and  fostered  believers ;  according  to  the  latter,  bfn 
lievers  constituted,  preserved,  and  renewed  the  Church ;  to  which  end, 
conventicles  (ecclcsiola)  in  ecclesia),  as  meeting  places  and  propaganda 
of  living  Christianity,  were  the  most  appropriate  means.  Orthodoxy 
lay  all  stress  upon  the  office  and  the  official  grace  vouchsafed  to  it ; 
Pietism  upon  the  person  and  his  faith.  Spener  taught,  that  only  he, 
who  had  experienced  the  grace  of  the  Gospel  in  his  heart,  i.  «.,  who 
was  regenerated,  could  be  a  true  preacher  and  pastor ;  Loscher,  on  tho 
contrary,  affirmed,  that  the  ministrations  of  even  an  unconverted, 
though  decidedly  orthodox  preacher,  were  blessed  just  as  much  as 
those  of  a  converted  one,  because  the  saving  power  resided  not  in  the 
person  of  the  preacher,  but  in  the  word  of  God,  which  he  still  preached 
in  its  purity,  and  in  the  sacraments,  which  he  administered  according 
to  their  appointment.  The  Pietists  then  went  so  far  as  entirely  to  deny 
that  there  was  any  saving  power  in  the  preaching  of  an  unconverted 
person.  The  official  promise  of  absolution  without  internal  sealing 
had  no  significance  for  them ;  they  even  regarded  it  as  dangerous  and 
injurious,  because  it  lulled  the  conscience  to  sleep  and  made  sinners 
secure.  Hence  they  cherished  great  aversion  to  private  confession  and 
priestly  absolution.  They  altogether  rejected  such  a  thing  as  official 
grace;  true  ordination  was  regeneration;  every  regenerated  person, 
and  he  alone,  was  a  true  preacher.  Orthodoxy  demanded  above  all 
else  pure  doctrines  and  churchly  confession ;  Pietism  also  declared 
these  to  be  necessary,  but  not  as  being  the  principal  things.  Spener 
held  firmly  fast  to  the  necessity  of  adhesion  to  the  symbols ;  but  th« 
later  pietists  disputed  it,  because  the  symbols  as  a  work  of  man  could 
contain  eirors.  Among  tho  orthodox,  on  the  contrary,  some  went  hc 
far  «8  to  affirm  a  freedom  from  all  err  >r  ir  the  symbols,  which  rested 
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not  only  upon  an  accidental,  but  upon  an  indirect,  ditine  illuminatioii. 
Spener's  aversion  to  coercion  a^  to  the  use  of  the  pericopes^  to  prescribed 
prayers,  and  to  exorcism,  became  also  a  matter  of  violent  controversy*, 
on  the  contrary,  his  mntroductiou  of  confirmcUion  before  the  first  par- 
ticipation of  the  Lord's  Supper  met  with  approbation  and  imitation 
also  among  the  orthodox.  (4.)  Eschatology,  Spener  interpreted  the 
biblical  doctrine  of  the  millennium  to  mean,  that  at  some  future  time, 
after  the  overthrow  of  the  papacy,  after  the  conversion  of  the  heathens 
and  Jews,  there  would  come  a  period  of  the  most  glorious  and  undis 
turbed  development  and  formation  for  the  Church  of  Christ  on  earth, 
as  ante-sabbath  of  the  eternal  sabbath.  His  opponents  stigmatized 
this  as  Chiliasm  and  fanaticism  ;  and  they  were  right,  not,  however, 
as  against  Spener,  but  as  against  the  abuse  and  misrepresentation  of 
his  doctrine  by  many  of  his  adherents.  Connected  with  this  finally 
(5.)  was  a  controversy  about  divine  providence^  occasioned  by  the 
founding  of  the  orphans'  house  at  IluUe,  by  A,  H,  Francke.  The 
Pietists  spoke  of  the  origin  and  prosperity  of  this  institution  as  a  fact 
of  direct  (miraculous)  divine  providence;  whilst  LOscher,  by  proving 
the  use  of  the  ordinary  means,  which  were  contributed  towards  it^ 
exhibited  the  entire  matter  as  lying  within  the  sphere  of  general  and 
daily  providence,  without  thereby,  meanwhile,  denying  the  value  of 
the  strong  faith  in  God,  and  of  the  active  love  possessed  by  its  founder, 
as  also  the  significance  of  the  divine  blessing,  which  rested  upon  the 
undertaking. 

2.  Lutheran  Theology, — The  last  important  representative  of  the  Old 
Orthodox  /School  was  VaL  Ernst  Loscher^  who,  with  his  rich  scholar- 
ship, contributed,  besides  his  polemics  against  pietism,  much  that  was 
valuable  to  biblical  philosophy  and  Church  history  (De  causis  linguae 
hebr.  ;  Ausfiilirl.  Hist,  motuum  zw.  d.  Luth.  u.  Reform.  ;  Vollstiind. 
Ref.  Acta;  Histoiro  d.  mittl.  zeiten,  etc.).  The  Pietiatic  School^  which, 
from  principle,  was  more  concerned  about  making  theology  fruitful 
for  practical  Christianity  than  about  its  scientific  advancement,  only 
contributed  works  of  permanent  value  to  devotional  literature  (6). 
The  leurued,  copious  author,  Joachim  Lange,  published,  in  7  fol.  vols., 
a  prt)lix  commentary  on  the  whole  Bible  (Mosaisches,  Biblisch-hist.. 
Davidirtch-salomouisches,  Prophetisches,  Evangelibohes,  Apostoliscnes, 
Apokalyptisches  Licht  und  Recht).  The  jurist,  Christian  Thomasius, 
at  first  connected  himself  with  the  pietists,  only,  however,  in  mutual 
external  contest  against  the  enslavement  of  conscience  by  the  orthodox ; 
but  he  was  soon  disavowed  by  them  as  an  indifferentist.  To  him  be- 
longs the  honor  of  turning  public  opinion  against  prosecution  for 
witchcraft.  (Vernlinftige  u.  christl.  aber  nicht  schoinheil.  Gedanken 
Uber  allerhand  Handel;  —  Kurzo  Lehrsatze  vom  Luster  d.  Zauborei 
mit  d.  Hexenprocess.) 

But  there  came  forth,  out  of  the  conflicts  between  the  3rthodox  and 
Dietistic  schools,  a  third  school^  which  cast  off  the  errors  and  partial! 
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tie&  of  both,  and  united  in  itself  their  excellencies,  in  which  Lutheran 
theology,  uniting  orthodoxy  with  free  investigation,  scholarship  with 
religious  fervor,  penetration  with  depth,  decided  adhe-tion  to  confes- 
sions with  mildness  and  justice,  produced  yet  much  splendid  fruit. 
The  most  important  theologians  of  this  school  are:  David  Hollazm 
Pomerania  (oh.  1713),  (Examen  theologicum  acroamaticum),  Bened, 
Starck  of  Leipsic  (ob,  1727),  (Notae  selectse  in  loca  dub.  et  diffic.  V.  T. 
et  in  N.  T.),  Francis  Buddeus  of  Jena  (oh.  1729),  (Hist,  ecclst.  Vet. 
Test. ;  Institutiones  theol.  dogm.  et  thool.  moralis,  Isagoge  hist,  theol. 
ad  theol.  univ.),  Ernst.  Sal.  Cyprian  of  Gotha  (oh.  1745),  Gesch.  d. 
Papstth. ;  Hist.  d.  Augsb.  Conf);  John  Christian  Wolf  of  Hamburg 
(oh,  1739),  (Bibliotheca  Hebraica;  Curoe  philol.  et  crit.  in  N.  T.) ; 
Eherh.  Weismann  of  Tahingen  (oh.  1747),  (Hist,  ecclest.) ;  Sal.  Deyling 
of  Leipsic  (oh.  1755),  (Observatt.  ss.) ;  John  Gottl.  Carpzov  of  Leipsic 
(oh.  1767),  (Critica  s.  V.  T. ;  Introductio  ad  libros  can.  V.  T. ;  Apparatus 
antiquitt.  s.  Codicis) ;  /.  Heinr.  Mtchaelis  of  Halle  (oh.  1731),  (Biblia 
hebr.  s.  variis  lectionibus  et  brcv.  annott. ;  uberiores  annott.  in  Hagio- 
graphos.,  3  Bde.  4to ;  his  nephew.  Christian  Bened.  Michaelis  of 
Halle  (oh.  1764),  assisted  him  in  both  these  works) ;  John  George  Walch 
of  Jena  (oh.  1775),  Einl.  in  d.  Religionsstreitigkk.  ausser  d.  luth.  K., 
5  Bde.,  in  d.  luth.  K.,  5  Bde.,  Biblioth.  theol.  selecta,  Biblioth.  patris- 
tica,  Luther's  Werkc) ;  Christoph.  Matthew  Pfaffof  Tubingen  (ob.  1760), 
(K-G.,  K-Recht,  Dogmatik,  Moral) ;  Lorenz  von  Mosheim  of  llelmst'ddt 
and  Gottingen  (oh.  1755),  the  father  of  modern  Church  history  (Institutt. 
hist,  eccl.,  Commentarii  de  rebus  Christianorum  ante  Constant.  M. ; 
Dissertation es,  Sittenlehre,  etc.);  John  Alh.  Bcngel,  prelate  at  Stutt- 
gard  (oh.  1752),  (eine  Krit.  Ausg.  d.  N.  T. ;  Gnomon  N.  T.,  a  commen- 
tary on  the  N.  T.,  distino;uished  by  pregnancy  of  expression  and  depth 
of  comprehension ;  Erklarte  Off!).  Joh.,  which  intimated  that  the 
dawning  of  the  millennium  could  be  looked  for  in  the  year  1836 ;  Ordo 
temporum,  etc.  Cf.  /.  C.  Bnrk\  Bengel'a  Leben  u.  Wirken.  Stuttg., 
1831) ;  and  ChriMian  Aug.  Crusius  of  Leipsic  (oh.  1775),  (Hyponmemata 
ad  theol.  propheticum.  Cf.  Fr.  Delitzchj  d.  bibl.  proph.  Theol.,  ihr^ 
Fortbild.  durch  Chr.  A.  Cr.,  etc.  Lpz.  1845).  —  A  fourth  school  of 
theologians  was  created  by  the  application  of  the  mathematical  de- 
monstration method  of  the  philosopher  Christian  von  Wolf]  of  Halle 
(oh.  1754).  Wolf  connected  his  philosophy  with  Leibnitz,  and  also 
endeavored  to  reconcile  philosophy  and  Christianity  ;  but  under  the 
manipulations  of  his  dry,  logical,  mathematical  method,  the  livinfi; 
breath  of  the  Leibnitzian  system  departed  ;  the  harmonia  pra?stabilita 
of  the  world  became  a  machine,  etc.  The  great  evil  done  by  his  system 
of  philosophising  consisted  in  this,  that,  applied  to  the  demonstration 
of  Chri-stian  truth,  it  cnly  proved  its  logical  correctness  without  giving 
any  insight  into  its  nature  and  significance,  that  it  only  formally  called 
the  understanding  into  exercise,  and  left  the  soul  enpty  and  tbe  heart 
cold,  whereby  a  degeneration  into  natural  theology,  which  rejected  rfr 
64* 
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velation  and  mysteries,  was  ana  voidable.  Consequently  the  polemiot 
of  t'ae  theologians,  among  which  were  not  only  narrow-minded  pietists, 
like  Joach,  Lange,  but  also  such  able,  calm,  and  enlightened  men,  like 
Chr.  A,  Crusius  and  Fr,  Btiddeus,  were  not  without  foundation,  when 
they  included  them  also  in  part  in  their  accusations  (which  ex.  gr.  run 
into  fatalism  and  atheism  with  Lange).  Wolf  w.is  deposed  (1723)  by 
a  governmentrorder  of  Frederick  William  I.,  and  was  compelled  to 
leave  the  Prussian  States  within  two  days,  under  penalty  of  the  halter. 
But  Frederick  II.  had  scarcely  ascended  the  throne  before  he  recalled 
(1740)  the  philosopher  to  Halle,  and  heaped  honors  upon  him.  (Cf. 
Thoiuck,  Verm.  Schr.  II.,  p.  10,  sq.) — Wolf's  philosophical  method  in- 
troduced into  theology,  was  first  accepted  by  the  pious  and  learned 
Prof.  Siymund  Jacob  Baumgarten  in  Halle  (oh.  1757 ).  His  theology  as  to 
its  contents  was  still  based  on  orthodox  ground  (Ev.  Glaubenslehre ; 
Gesch.  d.  Religionsparteien ;  Theol.  Bcdenken).  /.  Gust.  Reinbeck, 
provost  in  Berlin  (o6.  1741),  also  belongs  to  the  more  moderate  repre- 
sentatives of  this  tendency  (Betrachtungen  U.  d.  in  d.  Augsb.  Conf. 
enth.  giittl.  Wahrhh.  4  Bde.  4to.,  fortges,  v.  /.  G.  Canz,  Bd.  5-9).  The 
application  of  the  mathematical  method  of  demonstration  was  carried 
farthest  by  Joh,  Carpov  of  Weimar  (ob.  1768),  (Theol.  revelata  me- 
thodo  scientifica  adornata,  4  vols.  4to).  As  applied  to  the  sermon^  the 
method  degenerated  into  the  most  offensive  insipidity.     (Cf.  J  50.) 

3.  Theoi'ies  of  Canon  Law. — Church  government  passed,  on  account 
of  the  exigencies  of  the  first  century  of  the  Protestant  Church,  into 
the  hands  of  the  princes,  who,  just  because  no  one  else  existed  for  this 
purpose,  exercised  as  praecipua  membra  ecclcsije  the  jura  cpiscopalia 
(J  22,  1).  This  matter  of  exigency  became  in  years  by  degrees  a 
matter  of  right.  Orthodox  theology  and  the  jurisprudence  connected 
with  it  (especially  Benedict  Carpzov  of  Leipsic,  oh.  1660)  justified  the 
change  by  the  Episcopal  System.  This  retained  the  mediajval  distinc- 
tion between  spiritual  and  temporal  authority,  as  two  independent 
spheres  appointed  by  God ;  but  it  at  the  same  time  made  the  prince  to 
be  the  summus  episcopus,  in  whose  person,  consequently,  the  highest 
spiritual  authority  was  joined  with  the  highest  temporal  authority. 
The  deep  contradictions  of  this  system,  however,  appeared  so  glaringly 
in  countries  having  mixed  confessions  (inasmuch  as  often  a  Reformed 
or  even  a  Papist  prince  was  the  summus  episcopus  of  the  Lutheran 
Church  of  his  country),  that  it  was  necessary  to  establish  the  exist- 
ing right  of  princes  on  other  grounds.  These  were  found  first  in  the 
Territorial  St/stem,  according  to  which  the  prince  possessed  the  highest 
spiritual  authority,  not  as  prnecipuum  membrum  eoclesia;,  but  as  head 
of  the  State,  which  spiritual  authority,  therefore,  was  regarded  not  as 
independent  by  the  side  of  civil  authority,  but  only  as  one  side  of  the 
same  (Cujus  regie,  illius  et  religio).  This  system  was  already  praj- 
tically  prepared  for  by  the  historical  development  of  the  German  Re- 
ibrmation  (Diet  of  Speiers  a.  1526),  and  received  a  legal  basis  through 
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the  Augsburg  as  well  as  the  Westphalian  peace.  It  lacked  only  a  scien- 
tific foundation.  This  was  given  first  by  Samuel  Pufendorf  oi  Heidel- 
berg (06.  1694),  adopting  the  views  of  Hobbes  (§  43,  2).  It  was 
more  perfectly  developed  and  more  genera. ly  commended  by  Christian 
Thomasius  of  Ualle  {oh.  1728),  and  the  celebrated  Justus  Htnning 
Bohmer  made  it  the  foundation  of  his  Jus  ecclesiasticum  protestantium. 
Thomasius'  connection  with  the  Pietists,  and  their  indifference  to 
creeds,  obtained  for  it  admission  and  favor  among  them.  Speuer  him- 
self preferred  the  Calvinistic  Presbyterian  form  of  government,  be- 
cause by  it  the  equally  authorized  cooperation  of  the  three  Orders 
(Ministerium  ecclesiasticum,  Magistratus  politicus,  Status  ceconomicus) 
could  most  easily  be  realized.  This  protest  by  Spener  against  both 
systems  was  certainly  not  without  influence  in  the  construction  of  a 
third  system,  the  Collegiate  System^  whose  originator  was  the  Chancellor 
-^^^ of  Tubingen  (06.  17G0).  According  to  it,  only  the  right  of  eccle- 
siastical sovereignty  (jus  circa  sacra)  is  incumbent  on  the  ruler  of  the 
country  as  such;  whilst  the  jura  in  sacra  (doctrines,  worship,  ecclesias- 
tical legislation  and  its  execution,  appointment  to  the  ministry  and 
excommunication)  are  incumbent  as  jura  collegialia  on  the  totality  of 
all  church-members.  The  normal  constitution  would  therefore  be  this, 
when  all  together  carried  it  into  execution  in  a  collegiate  way  (through 
synods  and  elections  in  the  congregation).  External  circumstances, 
however,  at  the  period  of  the  Reformation,  made  it  also  necessary  to 
transfer  the  collegiate  rights  to  the  princes,  which  is  also  not  in  itself 
inadmissible,  provided  only  that  the  principle  is  held  fast,  that  the 
prince  administers  them  ex  commisso,  and  is  always  accountable  and 
responsible  to  those  who  have  committed  them  to  him.  This  system, 
which,  because  it  in  fact  left  everything  in  the  old  way,  could  only 
claim  the  honor  of  an  old  theory,  and  if  it  was  to  be  seriously  carried 
out,  would  entirely  destroy  the  ecclesiastical  organism  by  its  under- 
valuing the  ministerii  ecclesiastici  (the  ministry),  found  its  most  zeal- 
ous defenders  among  the  later  rationalists,  on  account  of  its  democratic 
tendency.  Practically,  however,  neither  of  the  three  sj'stems  were 
purely  and  consistently  introduced  and  carried  through.  In  most  of 
the  churches  the  form  of  government  vacillated  among  all  three. 

4.  Hymnology  also  bore  many  precious  fruits  during  the  first  half 
of  this  century.  We  distinguish  the  following  groups  of  composers 
of  hymns:  (A.*)  The  Pietistic  School ^  with  a  scriptural-practical  and 
devotional  tendency.  The  spiritual  life  of  believers,  tlie  breaking 
through  of  grace  in  conversion,  growth  in  holiness,  the  changing  con- 
ditions, experiences,  and  feelings  in  the  life  of  the  soul,  were  made  the 
objects  of  contemplation  and  description.  They  are  for  the  most  part 
no  longer  hymns  for  the  congregation  for  the  people,  for  common  wor 
ihip,  but  more  for  individual  edification,  and  for  the  closet  There  are 
only,  relatively  speaking,  a  few  hymns  of  this  school  that  make  an 
ezoeption,  and  still  deserve  the  name  of  church-hymns.  When  piet/sm 
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declined,  the  spiritual  poetical  inspiration  awakened  by  it  decLoed 
also  gradually ;  it  lost  its  original  truth,  power,  and  depth,  and  dege- 
nerated into  sentimcnti.lity  and  spiritless  trifling  with  figures,  allego- 
ries, and  phrases.  Moreover,  among  the  Hallean  pietists,  we  must 
distinguish  between  an  older  (1690-1720)  and  a  younger  poetical 
school  (1720-52),  the  former  characterized  by  a  sound  piety  in  the 
spirit  of  A.  II.  Francke,  with  hymns  in  a  simple,  tender,  and  profound 
tone.  I.  The  most  distinguished  of  the  very  numerous  poets  of  this 
older  school  are :  Anasiasias  Freylinghauseriy  Francke's  son-in-law  and 
director  of  the  orphan's  house  at  Halle  [oh.  1739),  ("  Wer  istwohlwie 
du");  —  Breithavpij  Joach,  Lange,  theological  Professors  at  Ilalle; 
*^Dan.  Ilernischmidty  Prof,  at  Ilalle  (oh.  1723),  (**  Lobe  den  Herrn,  O 
/neine  Seele") ; — diristian  Friedr.  Richter,  physician  to  the  orphan's 
house  (ob.  1711),  author  of  33  excellent  hymns  (**  Gott,  den  ich  als  die 
Licbe  kenne,"  **  Es  glanzct  der  Christen  invendiges  Leben") ; — Emily 
Julianna,  Countess  of  Sohwarzburg-Rudolstadt  (ob,  170G),  composed 
687  hymns,  among  which  also :  "  Wer  weiss.  wie  nahe  mir  mein  Ende," 
the  authorship  of  which  was  also  claimed  by  a  cotemporary  preacher, 
named  Pfefferkorn ;  —  /.  Ilcinrich  Schroder^  pastor  in  Magdeburg  (ob. 
1728),  (**  Eins  ist  Noth") ;  —  /.  Jwi.  Winckler,  pastor  of  the  Cathedral 
of  Magde))urg  (ob,  1722),  ("  Ringe  recht") ;  —  ChH^floph  Verier,  con- 
rector  in  Nuremberg  [ob.  1722),  ("Wie  wohl  ist  mir,  o.  Freund  der 
Seelen") ; — Ajidr.  Goiter,  aulic  counsellor  in  Wernigerode  (ob,  1735), 
("Schaffet,  schaffet,  Menschenkinder") ; — Barth  Crassetiun,  preacher 
at  Dusseldorf  ("Dir,  dir,  Jehova,  will  ich  singen"). — II.  T\\q  youtiger 
Hallean  school  embraces  the  period  of  declining  pietism.  The  superi(»r 
poets  of  this  school  are :  E.  II.  v.  Bogatzky  (ob.  1774),  also  an  esteemed 
ascetic  author;  —  John  Jak.  Uambach,  Prof,  in  Giessen  (ob.  1735),  the 
most  churchly  of  the  poets  of  this  school  ("Grosser  Mittler,"  etc. ); — 
Conrad  AUendorf,  court-])reacher  at  Kothen  (ob,  1773),  publisher  of 
the  so-called  Kothnisen  Lieder — a  collection  of  spiritual  love-hymns  in 
the  spirit  of  Solomon's  Song — ("  Unter  Lilien  jener  Freuden");  — 
Fried.  Lehr,  deacon  in  Kothen  (c»6.1744),  ("  Mein  Jesus  nimnit  die  Sunder 
au");  —  E.  Gottl.  Wolfcrsdorj\  pastor  in  Bunzlau,  founder  of  the  or- 
phiwi's  house  there  (ob.  1761). 

(B.)  'I'ho  poets  of  the  Orthodox  Tendency.  Although  the  poets  of  this 
school  were  in  part  opponents  of  the  pietists,  they  yet  were  all  more  or 
less  incited  to  a  more  living  apprehension  of  piety  by  the  spirit  which 
proceeded  from  Spener.  Orthodox  poets  of  the  strictest  observance 
were,  Val.  E.  iJjscher  and  Erdmann  Ncumeiater  (pastor  and  inspector 
of  schools  at  Hamburg,  ob.  1750),  both  being  as  zealous,  and  even 
violent  in  their  opposition  to  the  one-sidedness  of  pietism,  as  they  were 
fresh  and  strong  in  their  orthodoxy,  as  spiritual  poet*  also  not  insigni- 
ficant, without,  however,  being  able  to  soar  to  the  region  of  the  genuine 
church-hymn,  from  which  they  were  hindered  especially  by  their  di- 
dactic character.     Ad,  LeAmti^ ,  otherwise  a  pious  and  spirited  man. 
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redaced  the  entire  doctrinal  Bystem  and  all  the  pericopes  tc  verse^ 
Renj,  Schmolck's  (pastor  at  Schweidnitz,  ob.  1737),  and  Sal.  Franck*$ 
(secretary  of  the  consistory  at  Weimar,  06. 1725)  hymns  have  the  same 
devout  and  tender  expression,  that  we  find  among  the  better  pietists. 
Franck  composed  about  300  hymns  ("  So  ruhest  du,  0  meine  Ruh") ; 
Schmoick  even  more  than  1000  (among  which  the  baptismal  hymn : 
"  Liebster  Jesu,  wir  sind  hier"). — To  the  tendency,  mediating  between 
pietism  and  orthodoxy,  which  was  represented  in  theology  by  Ben  gel 
and  Crusius,  belong  yet  several  very  important  poets :  John  Andr.  Eolhe, 
Zinzendorrs  colleague  at  Berthelsdorf  [oh.  1758),  author  of  the  beau- 
tiful hymn:  "  Ich  habe  nun  den  Grund  gefunden;"  John  Menizer, 
preacher  in  Oberlausitz,  (ob.  1734),  (*'0  dass  ich  tausend  Zungen 
hatte");  and  Phil  Friedr.  Hiller  of  WUrtembcrg  [ob.  1769),  who 
composed  more  than  1000  hymns ;  and  Lvdw.  v.  Pfeil,  statesman  [ob, 
1784).  —  In  1751,  J.  Jacob  v.  Moser  collected  a  register  of  50,000 
printed  hymns  in  the  German  language.     (Cf.  §  54,  1.) 

5.  Church  Music.  —  The  original  inventive  fullness  of  the  nationit« 
song  (from  which  proceeded  the  ohl  church  hymn)  was  already  ex- 
hausted in  the  17th  century,  and  finally  even  the  taste  for  and  pleasure 
in  it  gradually  disappeared  through  the  influence  of  the  opera.  The 
then  existing  secular  national  song  borrowed  its  melodies  fn>m  the  ope- 
ra, and  in  a  short  time  found  means  of  introducing  it  into  the  spiritual 
song.  When  usually  the  composers  of  hymns,  towards  the  end  of  the 
17th  century,  following  the  pattern  of  Solomon's  Song,  struck  the  key- 
notes of  spiritual  nuptial  love  for  the  l)ridogroom  of  souls,  they  sought 
after  corresponding  musical  sounds,  and  found  them  in  the  flatteringly 
Bweet  aiid  languishing  melodies  of  the  operatic  national  song  of  that 
period.  Pietism,  otherwise  so  exclusive  of  everything  worldly,  followed 
this  example  in  a  still  more  unlimited  degree ;  and,  in  fact,  the  sweet, 
tender,  and  languishing  tones  of  the  secular  national  song  must  have 
appeared  to  it  to  be  better  adapted  to  the  peculiarity  of  its  hymns,  than 
the  old  churchly  tones,  and  the  joyful,  fresh,  and  powerful  jubilee  of 
the  rythm  of  the  old  church  music.  Thus,  through  the  mighty  influ- 
ence of  pietism,  a  large  number  of  this  kind  of  melodies  (the  so-called 
Ifaltean  melodies)  were  introduced  to  churchly  use.  Anasi.  Frey- 
linghauseUy  is  to  be  regarded  as  its  proper  father.  He  not  only  himself 
composed  many  of  the  so-called  Hallean  melodies,  but  he  also  col- 
lected the  best  composed  by  other  musicians,  and  combined  them  in 
his  hymn  book,  which  appeared  (1704)  with  the  most  mournful  of 
the  older  melodies.  The  ablest  musicians  of  this  tendency,  in  addition 
to  him,  are:  Knorr  v.  Rosenroih,  Adam  Drese,  Cfir.  Fr.  liichier,  fur- 
ther, H.  George  Heuss,  rector  in  Blankenburg  [ob.  1710),  and  J.  G, 
Hille,  cantor  in  Glancha  about  the  year  1739. 

The  musicians  of  this  period  had  already  entirely  lost  all  taste  for 
the  old  choral,  and  the  aria-style  had  degenerated  greatly  under  the 
influence  of  pietism,  when  a  master  appeared,  in  whom  was  gathered 
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and  coNcentrated  eyerything  grand  and  glorious  that  bad  been  contri 
buted  by  evangelical,  churchly,  congregational,  and  artistic  music,  a 
musician  educated  for  the  kingdom  uf  heaven,  like  unto  a  householder, 
nvho  bringeth  forth  out  of  his  treasury  things  new  and  old ; — in  whom 
also  the  development  of  church  music  was  concluded  for  a  whole  cen- 
tury. This  was  John  Sebast,  Bach,  since  1723  musical  director  in  the 
Thomas-school  in  Lcipsic  (ob,  1750),  the  most  perfect  organist  that  ever 
lived.  He  returned,  with  unqualified  predilection,  to  the  old  choral, 
which  no  one  appreciated  and  understood  more  thoroughly  than  he. 
He  harmonized  it  for  the  organ,  unfolded  his  inmost  being  and  his 
deepest  thoughts  in  the  richest  fullness  of  harmony  through  four- 
voiced  melodies ;  and  made,  after  Hammerschmidt's  manner,  many  old 
splendid  chorals  in  the  form  of  a  dialogue  in  the  language  of  Scripture, 
together  with  recitatives,  duetts,  and  arias,  echo  with  wonderful  power 
in  his  sacred  concerts.  In  the  art  of  fugue,  in  knowledge  of  the 
mysteries  of  harmony,  in  richness  of  modulation,  etc.,  he  was  the 
greatest  master  of  all  times.  Ho  advanced  the  aria-style  to  its  most 
glorious  and  exalted  development,  and  the  greatest  and  most  sublime 
thoughts  of  German  Protestantism  are  clothed  in  heavenly  music  in 
his  passion-oratorios.  We  have  from  him,  besides,  five  annual  church 
compositions  for  every  Sunday  and  festival.  (Cf.  C.  L.  Hilgenfeldt,  J. 
Seb.  Bach's  Leben,  Wirk.  u.  Werke.  Lpz.  1850.) — Besides  Bach,  there 
was  also  another  master  of  unapproachable  greatness  in  the  oratorio, 
Oeon/e  Friedr,  Handel  of  Halle,  wl|o,  however,  lived  from  1710  to  his 
death  (1759)  mostly  in  England.  He  labored  for  the  opera  for  more 
than  25  years,  and  only  turned  to  the  oratorio  in  his  later  years.  Whilst 
his  operas  have  long  since  been  forgotten,  he  will  be  distinguished  in 
this  department  for  all  time.  His  most  perfect  oratorio  is  the  '*  Mes- 
siah;*' Herder  called  it  a  Christian  epopee  in  sounds.  Of  his  other 
great  oratorios  are  to  be  mentioned:  "  Samson,"  **JudasMaccabeus," 
"Joshua,"  and  *' Jephtha."     (Cf.  §  81,  2.) 

6.  Christian  lAfe  and  Devotional  Literature,  —  Pietism  poured  a 
mijijhty  religious  stream  into  the  national  life,  and  sustained  it  by 
zealous  preaching,  pastoral  care,  devotional  meetings,  and  an  almost 
exuberant  devotional  literature.  Orthodoxy,  also,  which  had  been  en- 
riched hy  pietism,  manifested  a  not  loss  efficient  and  still  more  sterling 
activity  through  the  ministry,  word,  and  pen.  August.  Hermann 
Francke  [ob.  1727)  founded,  with  seven  florins  in  his  hand,  but  with 
stronji  faith  in  his  heart,  the  orphan's  house  at  Halle ;  Woltersdorf 
provo(l  himself  to  be  Francke's  successor  in  faith  and  love,  by  founding 
the  orphan's  house  at  Bunzlau;  the  Baron  von  Canstein  {ob.  1710) 
devotinl  his  wealth  to  founding  the  Bible  institution  at  Halle,  from 
which  millions  of  Bibles  have  been  already  sent  forth,  etc.  The  newly 
awakened  zeal  for  missions  gives  evidence  of  the  stirring  religious  life 
and  interest  in  the  Lutheran  church.  The  most  important  of  the  manj 
asoeti:  authors  are:  /.  Ancut,  Freylinghatisen  (Grundlegung  der  Theo 
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logie),  John  Porst,  provost  at  Berlin  (ob,  1728\  (Gottl.  FVlhrung  d. 
Seelen ;  Wachsthum  d.  Wiedergebornen ;  an  excellent  hymn-book) ; 
George  Nitsch  of  Gotba  (oh.  1729),  (Theol.  Sendscbreiben) ;  John  Jacob 
Rambach  of  Giessen  (06. 1735),  distinguished  both  as  a  learned  theolo- 
gian and  as  a  spiritual  poet  and  pulpit  orator  (Passionsbetrachtungen, 
etc.) ;  Benj.  Schmolck  of  Schweidnitz  (ob.  1737),  (Communionbuch ; 
Morgen-und  Abendsegen,  etc.) ;  Dav.  Hollaz^  son  of  the  dogmatist 
(Evang.  Gnadenordnung) ;  George  Conrad  Rieger  of  StutgUrd  (ob, 
1743),  (Herzenspostille,  etc.);  /.  A.  Steinmeiz^  Abbot  of  Klosterbergen 
(ob.  1763),  (Sendscbreiben ;  Sammlung  auserlesener  materien  zum 
Bau  des  Reiches  Gottes,  etc.).  Among  those  who  were  not  theologians, 
the  following  are  especially  distinguished  as  ascetic  authors  :  the  Sile 
sian  nobleman  Charles  Henry  von  Bogaizky  of  Halle  (oh.  1774),  a  man 
who  was  unweariedly  laborious  in  promoting  the  kingdom  of  God  in 
every  way  (Glildenes  Schatzkastlein,  Tagliches  Hausbuch  der  Kinder 
Gottes,  Communionbuch,  etc.),  and  John  Jacob  von  Moser^  a  celebrated 
statesman  and  publicist,  a  man  of  the  most  solid  and  approved  piety 
(although  the  Moravian  congregation  at  Ebersdorf  excluded  him  from 
the  Lord's  Supper),  died  in  1785,  at  Stutgard,  after  a  life  filled  with 
persecutions  and  troubles  (having  been  imprisoned  for  six  years  in  the 
fortress  of  Ilohentwiel).  —  How  great  also  the  need  for  solid  and  in- 
structive edification  was,  is  shown  by  the  many  popular  expositions  of 
the  Bible,  the  best  of  which  are  the  Pjaffiache  Bibeiwerk  (Tlibg.  1780), 
the  Hirschberger  Bibel  (1750),  by  Liebich  und  Burg,  the  Synopsis 
biblioth.  exeg.  or  kurzgef.  Auszug  d.  Auslegung,  etc.  (Lpz.  1741,  6 
Bde.  4to.),  by  Chrisi-oph  Starke^  and  the  comprehensive  Hallesche  Bibel 
by  8,  J.  BautRgarten,  Jacob  Brucker^  Romanus  Teller ^  etc.  (Lpz.  1748, 
Bq.  19  Bde.  4to,) 

7.  Heathen  Missions.  (Cf.  ^.  H.  and  C.  A.  FranckCy  Berichte  d.  D'dn. 
miss,  in  Ostind.  Halle,  1708-72. — St.  Schulz,  Leitungen  des  Hochsten, 
etc.  Ualle,  1771,  sq.  5  Bde. — J.  F.  Fenger,  Gcsch.  d.  tranquebar'schen 
mission,  aus  d.  Dan.  v.  C.  Francke.  Grimma,  1845. — K.  Graiil,  Ausbr. 
u.  Entwickl.  d.  chr.  K.  untcr  d.  Tamulen ;  in  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr., 
1850,  HI. — J.  H.  Brauer,  Bcitr.  zur  Gesch.  d.  Hcidenbek.  H.  II.: 
Zeigenbalg.  Alt.  1837.  —  /.  C.  G.  Schmidf,  kurzgef.  Lebensbeschr.  ev. 
miss.  Bd.  I.  and  III.  Lpz.  1839. — R.  Vormhauniy  ev.  missionsgesch.  in 
Biographien,  Bd.  II.  DUsscld.  1852,  —  H.  Egede,  Auaf  nachr.  v.  d. 
griinland.  miss.  Hamb.,  1740.  —  A.  G.  Rudelhach,  H.  Egede ;  in  s. 
ehristl.  Biogr.  Bd.  I.  Lpz.  1850.)  —  The  revival  of  practical  Chris- 
tianity, which  proceeded  from  pietism,  contributed  greatly  also  to  the 
extension  of  Heathen  missions.  Frederick  IV.  of  Denmark  f(  unded 
the  mission  at  Tranquebar  for  his  Ea^i  India  possessions,  for  which 
Francke  sent  to  him  two  very  excellent  and  zealous  laborers,  Heiwy 
Pl'dtzschau  and  Barih.  Zirgenhalg.  The  latter  translated  the  New 
Testament  into  the  Tamul  language  (06  1719).  This  Danish  East 
Indian  mission  extended  its  labors  also  into  the  English  possessions 
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Tbo  orphan's  bouse  at  Halle  contributed  to  it  quite  a  number  of  ex 
cellent  missionaries,  tbe  most  prominent  of  wbom  was  Christian  Frie- 
derich  Schwarz  [oh,  1798),  the  patriarch  of  Lutheran  missions,  whc 
labored  almost  50  years  as  a  faithful  missionary.  In  the  last  quartet 
of  this  century,  however,  the  zeal  for  this  mission  expired  under  th« 
influence  of  rationalism  ;  the  connection  with  the  orphan's  house  was 
dissolved,  and  the  rich  Lutheran  harvest  was  gathered  almost  entirely 
into  tht  garners  of  the  Anglican  church.  The  Ilallean  Prof.  Ccdltn- 
hery  founded  (1728)  a  special  institute  at  Halle  for  the  conversion  of 
tbe  Jews^  under  whose  auspices  Stephen  Schulz  travelled  over  Europe, 
Asia,  and  Africa,  to  preach  the  Gospel  to  the  Jews.  As  early  as  th« 
lltb  century  the  Gospel  had  been  carried  to  Greenland,  since  which 
time,  however,  tbe  church  there  had  been  forgotten,  and,  an  it  now 
appears,  had  disappeared  entirely  from  view.  This  negligence  of 
Christendom  pressed  heavily  on  tbe  heart  of  the  preacher  Hans 
Egede,  in  Norway ;  he  did  not  rest  until  he,  supported  by  a  Danish- 
Norwegian  commercial  enterprise,  could  tread  up<m  the  icy  land  with 
his  family  in  1721.  He  labored  unweariedly  amid  incredible  hardships 
vind  privations,  and  at  the  beginning  with  but  little  success ;  and  he 
also  remained  alone  behind  when  the  commercial  enterprise  was  aban- 
doned. In  1733  he  had  the  unexpected  joy  of  being  joined  by  three 
Moravian  missionaries,  Chriaiian  Dacid,  and  the  brothers  Stach,  But, 
alas !  this  joy  was  only  too  soon  embittered  by  the  pride  of  the  new- 
itomers,  who  wished  to  model  everything  after  their  peculiar  Moravian 
principles,  and  slandered  and  avt)ided  the  brave  Eyedt,  who  could  not 
submit  t4)  their  demands,  as  an  unholy  and  unc<.>nverted  man;  whilst 
he  was  justly  offended  at  their  confusion  of  justification  and  sanctifica- 
t'lon,  at  their  contempt  for  pure  doctrines,  and  their  special,  unscrip- 
turul  notions  and  plirases,  diisposed  as  be  also  was,  to  overlook  their 
want  of  theological  education.  He  repaid  their  hostility  with  the  most 
self-denying  care  when  they  were  attacked  by  a  contagious  disease. 
In  IToO,  having  transferred  the  prosecution  of  his  work  to  his  son  J*aulf 
he  returned  to  Denmark,  and  labored  since  then  in  Copenhagen  as 
supcrintondant  of  a  Greenlandish  missionary  seminary  (o6.  1758). 
(Cf.  |5l,  5.) 

i  47.  THE  MORAVIANS. 

Cf.  N.  L.  V.  Zinzendorfy  Ufhi  lavrau  od.  naturelle  Reflexiones  uber 
sich  sclbst.  174U.  —  A,  G.  Spanyenbery,  Leben  d.  Grafen  v.  Z.  Barby, 
J  772,  8  Bde. — /.  W.  Verbetk,  des  Grafen  v.  Z.  Leb-  u.  Char.  Gcadau, 
I84r>. — /y.  C.  V.  Schrautenhach  (a  younger  contemporary  of  Z..  not  be- 
longinj;  to  the  denomination,  but  closely  related  to  it),  Erinuer.  an.  d. 
Gr.  Z.  (1781).  Berlin.  1828,  and  more  thorough;  Der  G.  v.  Z.  u.  d. 
BrUdergcm.  sr.  zeit;  herausg  v.  F.  W,  Kolhing.  Gnadau,  1851.— 
Harnhayen  von  Ense,  Leb.  d.  Gr.  v.  z.  in  d.  Biogr.  Denkmalen.  Bd.  V., 
Berlin,  1^30.-iV.  Filyram,  Leb.  u.  Wirk.  d  Gr.  N.  L.  v.  Z.,  aus  (rom.) 
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Kftth.-Ol4iuben8principien  betrachtet.  Lpz.,  1857.  —  Jej.  Risler,  Leb. 
Spangenborg's,  Barbj,  1794.  —  K,  F.  Ledderhose,  Leb.  Sp's.  Ileidlb., 
1840.  —  (Zitizendorf),  BUdingische  Samml.  einiger  in  d.  K.  O.  einsch- 
lagender  Schriften.  BUd.  1742,  ff.  3  Bde.  —A.  G.  Spangenherg,  kurzgof. 
bist.  Nachr.  v.  d.  gegenw.  Verf.  d.  ev.  BrUderunit.  5.  A.  Gnadau,  1833. 
Dav,  Cram,  alte  u.  neue  BrUderliist.  Barby,  1774,  continued  (Bd.  2-4) 
by  J,  K.  Uegner,  1791,  ft'.  (Kolbing),  Die  Gedenktage  der  erneuerten 
Bruder^rem.  Gnadau,  1821.— C  V.  Lynar,  Nachr.  v.  d.  Urspr.  u.  Fortg. 
d.  Bru<lernuit.  Halle,  1781.  —  /'.  Liiiz,  Blicke  in  d.  Gegenw.  u.  Ver- 
gangenh.  d.  ev.  Brlidergem.  Lpz.,  1846.  —  E,  W.  Crbger,  Gesch.  d. 
erneuerten  BrUderkirche.  Gnadau,  1852,  ff.  3  Bde.  —  /.  F.  Schroder, 
d.  Gr.  V.  Z.  u.  Ilerrnh.  od.  Oesch.  d.  Brliderunitilt.  Nordh.  1857. — A,  Benr 
gel,  Abriss  d.  s.  g.  Brlidergem.  Stuttg.  1751,  2  Thle. — J.  O.  Walchf 
theol.  Bedenk.  v.  d.  Beschaffenh.  d.  herrnhlitischen  Secti.  Frkf.  1747. — 
/.  Ph.  Fresciiitis,  bewarht  Nachr.  v.  herrnliUtischen  Sacben.  2.  A.  Lpi. 
1746,  ff.  4  Bde.  — 5.  /.  Raunigarten,  theol.  Bedenk.  1741,  ff.  — iV:  L.  v 
Zinzendorf,  die  gegenw.  Gestalt.  d.  Kreuzreiches  Christi.  Lpz.  1745, 
4to.  —  A.  G.  Spa ngeriberg,  apol,  Schlussschrift,  worinnen  uber  tausend 
Beschuldigg.  nach  d.  Wahrh.  beantw.  werdon.  Lpz.  1752,  2  Bde.  4 
DesH,,  Declaration  ii.  d.  Beschuldigg.,  etc.  Lpz.  1751,  4to, — Max,  Goffcl, 
Gesch.  d.  luspirationsgemeinden,  IV.  Der  herrnhUtische  Periodus 
1730-43 ;  in  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1855,  I.  —  A.  Chrisiiani,  d.  Gr. 
Zinzend.  u.  d.  Sattler  Rock ;  in  d.  Mittheill.  fur.  d.  ev.  K.  Russl., 
1855,  V.     [The  Moravian  Manual.    E.  De  Schweiniiz.    Philada.  1859]. 

The  talented  Count  Zinzendorf^  captivated  when  but  a  boy, 
glowing  with  burning  love  towards  the  Saviour,  by  the  idea  of  a 
spiritual  fraternity  of  the  friends  of  Jesus,  obtained  an  opportu- 
nity to  realize  this  idea  in  a  way  peculiar  to  himself,  by  the  arri- 
val of  several  Moravian  exiles  upon  his  estates.  Upon  Hutberg 
he  cast  the  mustard-seed  of  his  youthful  dreams  into  fruitful 
ground,  and  it  soon  grew  up  to  a  stately  tree  under  the  unweary- 
ing culture  of  the  noble  gardener,  and  its  vigorous  sprouts  were 
not  only  transplanted  to  all  the  Protestant  countries  of  Europe, 
but  also  to  all  other  parts  of  the  world.  The  communion  which 
he  founded  was  called  the  ''  renewed  fraternity, ^^  but  in  fact  it 
was  not  a  renewed,  but  a  new  fraternity,  the  most  faithful  copy 
)f  his  altoprether  original  peculiarity,  which  for  a  time  ran  into 
•inheard-of  extravagances.  That  the  communion  did  not  perish 
by  these  extravagances,  that  its  fraternization  with  fanatics  and 
persons  professit  g  to  be  inspired,  its  sectarian  establishment  of  a 
special  covenant  with  the  Saviour,  and  the  not  too  humble  ima- 
gination of  their  philadelphian  position  in  the  kingdom  of  God, 
did  not  plunge  it  into  bottomless  fanaticism,  and  that  it  was  ablo 
65 
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to  preserve  itself  opright  npon  the  slipperj  and  dangeroos  gronnd 
of  its  marriage-mystery,  is  a  phenomenon  that  stands  alone  in 
Church  History,  and  testifies  stronger  than  everything  else,  how 
deeply  and  firmly  the  originator  and  the  coramanion  were  rooted 
in  the  Gospel.  The  count  himself  laid  aside  many  of  his  extra^ 
vagances,  and  what  remained  were  eradicated  so  far  as  they  were 
not  connected  with  the  fundamental  idea  of  the  special  covenant 
by  his  successor,  the  prudent  and  circumspect  Spangenberg.  He 
succeeded,  not  indeed  in  abolishing  the  sectarian  character  of  the 
fraternity,  but  in  modifying  and  concealing  it.  A  great  advan- 
tage to  the  fraternity  in  this  view,  was  the  contrast  of  its  faith- 
ful adhesion  to  tlie  foundation  of  salvation,  with  the  general 
agostacy  from  faith  which  prevailed  everywhere  in  the  Church. 
In  this  period  of  general  apostacy  it  preserved  the  faith  of  many 
pious  souls,  and  afforded  them  a  welcome  refuge,  with  rich  spiritual 
nourishment  and  care.  But  with  the  resuscitation  of  religious 
life  in  the  19th  century,  it  lost  more  and  more  its  significance  for 
Europe,  on  account  of  its  adhesion  to  its  old  one-sided ness,  its 
continuing  indifi'erence  to  science,  and  aversion  to  conflict.  In 
one  respect,  however,  its  efficiency  is  greatly  felt,  even  to  the 
present  day, — that  is,  its  heathen  missions,  and  its  widely  ramified 
system  of  education  also  deserves  special  acknowledgment.  They  have 
now  a  half  million  members,  with  about  a  hundred  settlements. 

1.  The  Founder  of  the  Moravians,  NicholaJt  Louis  Count  von  Zin* 
zendorf  iind  Pottendorf,  was  born  in  the  year  1700,  at  Dresden.  Spener 
was  among  his  sponsors.  As  his  father  died  early,  and  his  mother 
married  a  second  time,  his  pious,  pietistically-inclined  grandmother,  a 
woman  of  Gersdorf,  underto{>k  the  training  of  tlie  boy,  who  was  en- 
dowed with  rich  j;ifts  of  the  head  and  heart.  With  her  ho  learned, 
even  in  his  teudcirest  youth,  to  seek  his  happiness  in  the  most  inti- 
mate personal  communion  with  the  Lord.  But  her  training  was  directed 
»nly  towards  nourishing  his  religious  feelinj^s,  and  neglected  to  confine 
them  within  the  limits  of  wlw)lesome  discipline,  which  was  doubly  ne- 
cessary for  his  l)old,  rich,  and  aspiring  spirit.  At  this  time  already 
the  tendency  of  his  whole  life  fixed  itself.  When  10  years  old  he 
entered  the  grammar-school  at  liaUIe  under  the  direction  of  A.  H. 
Francke,  where  the  pietistic  fundamental  idea  of  the  necessity  of  an 
ecclesiola  in  ecclesia,  took  root  in  his  soul.  Already  in  his  15th  year 
he  souf^ht  to  realize  it  by  fouudinj;  a  mnsfard'Seed  order  (Matt.  13  :  31) 
among  his  fellow-pupils.  Having  completed  his  preparatory  studies, 
his  uncle  and  guardian,  who  began  to  have  scruples  about  his  pietistio 
extravagances,  sent  him  to  orthodox  Wittenberg  to  study  Uw.  '  Here 
he  at  first  found  a  kind  of  satisfaction,  a  morsel  of  martyr-happiness. 
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!a  swimming,  as  a  rigid  pietist,  against  the  orthod  x  stream.  Never- 
theless, his  residence  at  Wittenberg  exerted  a  wholesome  influence  o^ 
him,  for  it  liberated  him  insensibly  from  the  narrow-mindedness  of 
Hallean  pietism,  which,  at  all  events,  did  not  accord  with  the  catholio 
tendency  of  his  spirit.  The  fundamental  idea  of  pietism  (ecclesiola  in 
eccle^ia)  he,  meanwhile,  held  fat^t ;  but  it  assumed  in  his  spirit  a  form 
80  grand  and  comprehensive,  such  aa  pietism  was  not  able  to  produce. 
His  efforts  to  bring  to  pass  a  personal  conference,  and  if  possible  a 
anion  between  the  Halleun  and  Wittenberg  leaders,  were  fruitless. 
In  1711  he  left  Wittenberg,  and  during  a  two  years'  tour  came  into 
personal  contact  with  the  most  distinguished  Christian  men  of  all  con- 
fessions and  sects  (in  Paris  with  Noailles  and  the  Jansenists).  After 
his  return  home  (1721),  he  entered  the  civil  service  of  Saxony,  in 
obedience  to  the  desire  of  his  relatives.  But  a  religious  genius  such 
as  Zinzcndorf  could  find  no  satisfaction  in  such  service,  and  soon  an 
opportunity  was  afforded  him  to  realize  the  plan  which  ruled  all  his 
thoughts  and  feelings. 

2.  The  Founding  :f  the  Moravians  (1722-27).  — Already  the  Smal- 
caldian,  and  much  more  the  Thirty-years'  war,  inflicted  unspeakable 
calamities  and  persecution  upon  the  Bohemian  and  Moravian  Brethren, 
Many  of  them  sought  a  refuge  for  their  faith  and  life  in  emigration  to 
Poland  aiwl  Prussia  (among  them  also  Bishop  John  Amos  Comenius, 
ob.  1671).  Those  that  remained  were  exposed  to  the  most  wicked 
oppression,  even  after  the  Westphalian  peace.  They  could  only  serve 
God  after  the  faith  of  their  fathers  in  their  houses  secretly  and  in  con- 
stant danger  of  death ;  externally  and  publicly  they  must  belong  to 
the  Romish  Church.  Thus  gradually  the  light  of  the  Gospel  went  out 
in  the  dwellings  of  their  descendants,  and  the  remembrance  of  the 
faith  and  the  Church  of  their  fathers  was  preserved  only  in  a  tradition 
which  continually  faded  more  and  more.  A  Moravian  carpenter,  Chris^ 
iian  David.,  born  and  educated  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  but 
awakened  on  his  travels  through  evangelical  preaching,  rekindled,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  18th  century,  the  dying  flame  in  several  families. 
They  emigrated  under  David's  guidance,  and  sought  a  refuge  upon  the 
estates  of  Count  Zinzcndorf  in  Lausatia  (1722).  The  count  was  absent 
at  the  time,  but  his  steward,  witli  the  approbation  of  the  count's  grand- 
mother, allowed  them  to  settle  on  Ilutberg  near  Berthelsdorf.  Uttering 
the  words  of  Ps.  84  :  4,  Christian  David  struck  the  axe  into  the  tree, 
which  was' cut  down  to  build  the  first  house.  Soon  the  village  of 
Hemihut  sprung  up,  and  became  the  centre  of  the  society,  which  Zin- 
lendorf  now  made  every  effort  to  establish.  Gradually  other  Moravian 
exiles  gathered  in  ;  but  a  much  greater  number  of  religiously  awakened 
people  of  all  nations  flocked  thither.  Pietists,  Separatists,  Calvinists, 
Schwcnkfeldians,  etc.  Zinzcndorf  did  not  contemplate  a  separation 
from  the  Lutheran  Church.  The  colonists  were  -placed  in  the  parish 
*f  the  excellent  preacher  Rothe  of  Berthelsdorf  ( j  4C,  4).     Tt  was  no 
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easy  matter  to  organize  such  a  mixed  crowd ;  and  only  ihe  glowing 
enthusiasm  of  Zinzendorf  for  the  idea  of  a  collection  of  pouls,  hie 
eminent  talent  for  organization,  the  wonderful  elasticity  and  tenacity 
of  his  will,  the  extraordinary  prudence,  circumspection,  and  wisdom 
of  his  understanding,  were  able  to  hold  the  diverse  elements  together, 
and  to  avoid  an  open  rupture  amid  the  constantly  occurring  dissensions. 
The  Moravians  demanded  the  re-establishment  of  the  old  Moravian 
fvmstitution  and  discipline ;  and  of  the  other  elements,  each  one  desired 
that  to  be  placed  in  the  foreground,  which  was  the  most  important  to 
H.  All  only  sympathized  with  each  other  in  the  aversion  to  holding 
fast  simply  to  the  Lutheran  Church  and  its  preacher  Rothe.  Thus  the 
count  saw  himself  compelled  to  create  a  new  and  separate  society  of 
anity.  The  old  Moravian  constitution  did  not  specially  commend  itself 
to  him,  but  the  lot  decided  in  favor  of  it,  and  the  consideration  of  be- 
ing able  to  appear  as  the  continuation  of  an  ante-reformatory  martyr- 
church,  had  also  its  weight.  Thus  then  Zinzendorf  formed  a  constitu- 
tion with  old  Moravian  forms  and  names,  but  pervaded  throughout 
with  a  new  spirit,  and  ruled  by  quite  other  tendencies.  The  Moravians 
did  not  venture  to  condemn  the  difference ;  the  most  able  among  them, 
who  perhaps  discovered  it,  were  silenced  by  prominent  positions ;  in- 
dividual discontents  left  Uerrnhut.  On  the  basis  of  this  constitution, 
chartered  by  Zinzendorf,  the  colony  now  constituted  itself,  Aug.  13, 
1727,  under  the  name  of  Renewed  Moravian  Church, 

3.  The  Progress  of  the  Church  to  Zinzendorf  s  Death  (1727-60).^ 
Immediately  after  the  organization  of  the  Church  or  Society,  it  began 
to  manifest  an  astonishing  activity  in  propagating  itself,  the  life  and 
soul  of  which  Zinzendorf  was,  and  remained  until  his  death.  New 
congregations  were  organized  in  Germany,  Holland,  England,  Ireland, 
Denmark,  Norway,  and  North  America ;  members  of  the  society  were 
sent  to  Protestant  countries  to  form  smaller  societies  among  the  dioas- 
pora  within  the  established  churches,  but  with  Moravian  spirit  and 
forms,  thus  for  instance  with  special  suoooss  in  Livonia  and  Esthonia 
since  1729.  Zinzendorf  was  examined  (1734)  at  Tubingen  as  a  candi- 
date for  the  ministry,  and  received  (1737)  from  the  hand  of  JablonsAy, 
court-proacher  at  Berlin,  who  was  at  the  same  time  Bishop  of  the  Mo- 
ravians,  episcopal  ordination,  which  the  same  had  given  already  two 
years  bef.^re  to  another  member  of  the  fraternity,  David  Nitschmann 
(a  whool  Wright  by  trade) ;  as  also  generally  increasing  importance  was 
attached  to  e])iscopal  succession  in  proportion  as  the  connection  with 
England  became  more  intimate.  Meanwhile,  the  movements  of  the 
Bocioty  attracted  the  greatest  attention.  The  government  of  Saxony 
sent  (173G)  a  commission  to  Ilorrnhut,  of  which  VaJ.  E.  iJi.fcher  was  a 
meui])or.  Although  this  comtnission  made,  upon  the  whole,  a  favorable 
report,  nevertheless  the  originator  of  the  society  was  banished  from 
the  country.  This  exile  continued  for  ten  years.  Zinzendorf,  like  all 
religious  fugitives  then,  fled  to  Wetteraw.     lie  settled  with  his  little 
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congregabon  at  Ronneburg  near  BudiDgen,  established  flourishing 
congregations  at  Marienborn  and  Herruhaag,  and  made  extensive 
journeys  in  Europe  and  America.  This  period  of  exile  is  the  period 
of  the  greatest  outward  extension,  but  also  (especially  the  years  1741^ 
50)  the  period  of  the  greatest  internal  dangers.  The  historians  of  the 
society  designate  these  years  as  the  siftifi(f -period.  At  the  same  time  a 
real  flood  of  controversial  treatises  and  lampoons  began  to  break  upon 
the  society  and  its  founders,  partly  in  an  earnest  and  dignified  tone, 
with  a  sharply  penetrating  criticism  from  the  side  of  most  honorable, 
worthy,  and  learned  representatives  of  Lutheran  theology  (John  FliU, 
FrescniuSf  S.  J.  BaunigarteHy  J,  G.  Walch,  Abbot  SteinmetZf  Alb. 
Benf/d,  et  al.),  partly  in  a  coarse,  offensive,  and  scandalous  manner, 
ex.  qr.  by  /.  Leonh.  Froreisen  (Abschildcrung  des  Mahomet's  und  des 
Zinzendorf's  als  seines  heutigen  Affen.  Strasb.  1747,  etc.),  the  latter 
being  done  especially  also  by  members  who  had  withdrawn  from  the 
society,  concerning  whom  we  may  presuppose  the  most  exact  know- 
ledge of  the  internal  condition  of  the  society,  but  also  the  strongest 
disposition  to  misrepresent  and  ridicule  it.  (Cf.  ex.  gr.  B.  Alex.  Volck^ 
town-clerk  of  Biidingen,  das  entdeckte  Geheimnisz  d.  Bosh.  d.  herrnh. 
Secte.  Frkf.  1749,  ff.,  and  H.  Joach.  Bother  tailor  in  Berlin,  Zuverl. 
Nachr.  des  entd.  herrnh.  Ehegeheimnisses.  Berl.  1751,  2  Bde.)  It  is, 
however,  nevertheless  true,  that  the  count  and  his  society  at  this  time 
gave  only  too  much  matter  and  occasion  for  misrepresentation,  perver- 
sion, and  slander,  by  extravagances  and  peculiarities  of  the  most 
obnoxious  and  dangerous  kind.  To  this  period  behmgs,  first  of  all,  the 
celebrated  fiction  of  the  special  coceiiant — the  Pandora-box  of  all  other 
errors  —  and  the  bold  political  stratagem  (1741)  by  which  Zinzendorf 
made  Leonhard  Dobcr  to  '*  succeed*'  the  Lord  Jesus  in  the  office  of 
chief-elder.  To  this  period  belong  also  the  greatest  literary  fruitfulness 
of  the  count,  together  with  the  development  of  his  peculiar  theological 
views,  modes  of  speech,  and  doctrines;  the  composition  and  public  use 
in  worship  of  the  notorious,  later  expelled,  spiritual  hymns,  with  their 
indescribably  foolish  trifling,  and  their  partly  blasphemous,  partly 
obscene  images  and  analogies ;  further,  the  mountebank  laudation  of 
his  society,  the  not  always  honest  proselytism,  the  introduction  and 
practice  of  a  very  questionable  and  shameless  matrimonial  discipline ; 
finally,  the  so-called  elegancies  [i.  e.  excepting  joyful  festivities,  whose' 
centre  was  the  cultus  of  the  "  Seitenhohlchens,"  with  illuminated  or  ?u^\a  t-* 
transparent  representations  and  tasteless  emblems  or  decorations  of  A/^^,l 
the  same,  etc.),  such  as  the  '^  miie-societies**  for  preparing  these  ele- 
gancies, towards  which  especially  the  congregation  at  Herrnhaag,  the 
,  model  for  all  the  others,  contributed  the  non-plus-ultra  of  hilly  insi- 
pidity. Even  the  pietiv'^tic  party,  whose  theory  of  repentance  and  con- 
version was  certainly  and  justly  offensive  to  the  society,  opposed  it  on 
account  of  its  blessed  resting  in  the  favor  of  its  Saviour,  which  inclined 
10  Antinomism.  (Cf.  K,  H,  r.  Bogatzky,  Aufr.  Declaration  ti.  e.  gegen 
65* 
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ihn  herausgek.  herrnhutische  Schrift.  mit  e.  Yorr.  v.  Abt  StoinmetK 
Halle,  1751. — O,  Tersteyen^  Waruungsschreiben  wider  die  Leichtsin* 
nigk.  8c.  der  Ilermhuter,  im  weg  d.  Wahrh.  St.  V.).  The  controversial 
treatises  of  inspired  fanatics  in  Wetteraw,  with  whom  Zinzendorf  foi^ 
merly  fraternized,  but  had  now  completely  broken,  brought  things  to 
light,  of  which  thos^o  without  had  no  idea,  and  which  greatly  compro- 
mised Zinzendorf 's  sincerity  and  integrity  (J  49,  2). — All  this  opposi- 
tion, 'kIious  as  it  for  the  most  part  was,  produced  meanwhile  a  salutary 
effect.  The  count  became  gradually  more  careful  as  to  himself,  more 
cautious  in  his  addresses,  more  discreet  in  his  conduct,  removed  several 
of  the  worst  excrescences  in  doctrine  and  practice,  and  exterminated 
also  in  great  part  the  fanatical  element.  In  1747,  finally,  the  go- 
vernment of  Saxony  revoked  the  edict  of  exile  against  tiie  founder  of 
the  society ;  and  as  it  two  years  later  explicitly  accepted  the  Augsburg 
Confession,  it  attained  formal  recognition  in  Saxony.  At  the  same 
time  it  was  recognized  in  England  by  an  act  of  parliament  (1749)  as  a 
church  entitled  to  equal  privileges  with  tfiat  of  the  Anglican  Episcopal, 
with  pure  episcopal  succession.  Zinzendorf  managed  all  the  important 
matters  of  the  society  until  his  death,  and  it  adhered  to  him  with  child- 
like confidence,  and  was  a  faithful  copy  of  his  character,  inheriting  not 
only  his  fervor,  but  also  his  extravagances  in  forms  of  expression,  of 
doctrine,  and  of  life,  lie  died  (1700)  in  the  perfect  enjoyment  of  that 
happiness  which  his  glowing  love  to  the  Saviour  had  prepared  for  him. 

4.  Zinzendorf^ s  Plan  and  Labors.  —  The  pietistic  idea  of  the  neces- 
sity of  an  ecclesiola  in  ecclesia  gave  him  the  first  impulse  to  the  work 
of  his  life.  But  the  weakness  of  this  tendency  could  not  remain  con- 
cealed to  his  sharp  and  penetrating  spirit.  With  clear  vision  he  looked 
through  the  little,  narrow-minded  doings  of  Pietism,  which  never  could 
accomplish  anything  rightly  with  its  establishment  of  institutions,  its 
unscriptural  methods  of  piety,  and  theories  of  conversion  and  sealing. 
Zinzendorf,  therefore,  desired  not  a  conventicle,  but  a  society ;  not  an 
ideal,  invisible,  but  a  real,  visible  Church ;  not  a  narrow-minded  me- 
thodisni,  but  a  free,  rich  dominion  of  the  Christian  spirit.  He  did  not 
aim  at  first  at  the  conversion  of  the  world,  nor  at  the  reformation  of 
the  Church,  but  at  the  collection  and  conservation  of  souls  belonging 
to  the  Saviour.  But  he  hoped  to  build  a  reservoir,  into  which  all  the 
rivulets  of  the  water  of  life  would  flow  together,  and  from  which  he 
would  be  able  to  water  the  whole  world.  And  as  he  succeeded  so  well 
in  forming  a  society,  and  it  had  progressed  so  rapidly,  he  was  perfectly 
convinced  that  it  was  the  Philadelphia  of  Revelations  (3  :  7  ff.),  that 
with  it  had  begun  the  Philadelphian  period o{  Church  History,  concern- 
ing which  all  the  prophets  an«l  apostles  had  prophesied.  His  plan  was 
designed  originally  for  all  Christendom,  and  he  took  steps  to  realize  it 
in  this  form.  To  build  a  bridge  between  the  Roman  Catholic  Chur'^h 
and  his  society,  he  published  (1727)  a  small  Christian- Catholic  hymn 
and  prayer-book,  mostly  taken  from  Angelus  Silesius'  "  Ilcly  Delight 
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of  the  Soul  "  and  sketched  a  letter  to  the  pope  (published  later  b^ 
Walch)  with  which  he  intended  to  send  this  b(M)k  to  him.  Zinzen- 
dorf  positively  denied  the  whole  matter,  and  pronounced  the 
letter  to  be  a  ptsquil ;  but  Spangenberg  admitted  that  the  count  had 
sketched  it,  but  never  sent  it  off.  He  also  endeavored  to  interest  the 
Greek  Church  in  his  society  by  writing  to  the  patriarch  and  to  the 
Empress  Elizabeth  of  Russia,  whereby  he  brought  the  Greek  descent 
of  the  Moravian  brethren  to  bear.  Practically,  however,  his  collection 
of  souls  was  confined  within  the  limits  of  the  Protestant  Church,  and 
within  these  limits  contributions  were  made  to  it  from  all  confessions, 
sects,  and  communions.  lie  was  personally  attached  sincerely  to  the 
Lutheran  Church  and  its  characteristic  doctrines.  But  in  a  society 
which  was  in  principle  designed  to  be  the  rendezvous  of  the  pious  out 
of  all  nations,  doctrine  and  creed  could  not  be  the  uniting  and  cement- 
ing bond.  It  could  only  form  a  communion  of  love,  not  of  faith.  The 
inmost  kernel  of  Lutheranism,  reconciliation  by  the  blood  of  Christ, 
was  preserved,  and  even  made  to  be  the  proper  living  element  of  the 
society,  tht)ugh  only  as  the  blessed y«e/i/i^  of  his  blood.  But  this  con- 
tinued to  be  the  properly  Lutheran  basis  in  the  society,  which  also, 
when  it  was  divided  into  confessional  tropes  (into  the  Moravian,  Lu- 
theran, and  Reformed  trope),  remained  in  all  the  common  basis.  This 
division  first  took  place  in  1744,  and  was  occasioned  by  the  founding 
of  the  new  congregations  at  Marienborn  and  llcrrnhaag  in  Wetteraw, 
in  which  the  Reformed  element  was  predominant.  The  uniting  head 
of  the  three  divisions  was  the  count  himself,  who,  in  this  capacity,  bore 
the  title  Ordinarius.  But  this  matter  of  division  was  also  only  some- 
thing external,  and  introduced  no  confessional  precision  into  the  so- 
ciety ;  it  was  consequently  also  of  no  duration.  The  later  adhesion  to 
the  Augsburg  Confession  (1749)  was  only  an  act  of  policy,  which  ob- 
tained civil  recognition,  otherwise  it  was  without  any  effect.  The 
society  remained,  as  it  had  been  before,  without  and  indifferent  to  any 
confession.  As  now  Zinzendorf 's  society  rejected  the  unity  of  confession 
as  a  principle  of  communion,  and  as  no  permanent  communion  can  })e 
based  on  a  mere  feeling  of  love,  consequently  nothing  remained  to  the 
founder  but  to  make  the  Constitution  the  bond  of  unity  instead  of  the 
confession.  The  forms  of  this  constitution  were  borrowed,  from  exter- 
nal considerations,  from  the  Old  Moravian  Church-discipline,  but  not 
Bradacz's,  but  Zinzendorf's  spirit  filled  and  ruled  them.  The  old 
Moravian  constitution  was  an  episcopal-clerical  one,  and  started  from 
the  idea  of  the  Church  ;  the  new  one  was  essentially  Presbyterian,  and 
started  from  the  idea  of  the  congregation,  and  that  a  congregation  of 
saints.  Moravian  bishops  are  only  titular  ones ;  they  have  no  dioceses, 
no  church  government,  nor  ban.  All  this  resides  in  the  power  of  the 
Unity-elders,  among  whom  the  lay-element  is  decidedly  predominant. 
Farther,  Moravians  ha\e  no  pastors,  but  only  preaching  brethren  ;  the 
e«re  of  souls  is  assigned  to  the  elders  and  their  assistants.   In  addition 
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to  that  half-Lutheran  and  this  pseudo-Moravian  element,  the  society 
had  also  as  basis  a  Donatist  element.    This  consisted  already  in  the 
fundamental  idea  of  a  collection  and  communion  of  only  true  childr«>n 
of  God,  and  found  its  completion  as  well  as  its  dogmatic  establishment 
in  the  conclusion  of  a  Special  covenant  with  the  Sariour  on  Sept.  16, 
1741,  in  London.   The  **  Gedenktage"  (p.  241,  ff.)  report  the  following 
concerning  it:  Leonhard  Doher  had  filled  the  office  of  a  General-elder 
for  several  years.    But  it  was  observed  at  a  synod  held  in  London  that 
he  had  not  the  proper  talents  for  this  office.     lie  now  asked  to  be  dis- 
missed.    In  the  anxiety  to  refill  the  office,  "  it  occurred  to  all  at  the 
same  time,  to  accept  the  Saviour  for  it."    They  looked  after  the  watch- 
word of  the  day,  and  found  Isaiah  45  :  11  (a  passage  not  correctly 
translated  by  Luther).     "  Instantly  we  all  resolved  to  accept  no  other 
than  him  as  General-elder,  and  he  gave  us  to  understand  that  He  ap- 
proved (How?).     We  asked  for  permission  ;  we  obtained  it.     (How?). 
The  question  wa^  not,  whether  the  Saviour  was  generally  the  shepherd 
and  bishop  of  our  souls;  but  our  purpose  and  concern  was:  that  he 
should  make  a  special  covenant  with  his  insignificant  people,  and  re- 
ceive us  as  his  special  possession,  take  care  of  all  our  concerns,  specially 
watch  over  us,  personally  unite  himself  with  each  member  of  the  society, 
and  do  everything  in  perfection  that  our  former  elder  had  done  among 
us  in  weakness."   In  a  circular  addressed  to  "  the  Church  of  the  Lamb," 
Zinzendorf  announced  the  unheard-of  favor  which  had  been  bestowed 
upon  them;  —  and,  as  is  customary  on  the  accession  of  a  new  king  to 
the  throne,  a  letter  of  grace  proclaimed  **  a  universal  forgiveness  of 
sins,  committed  cither  against  the  society  or  its  members,"  and  offered 
**  all  apostates,  to  the  last,  whom  the  Lord  according  to  his  wonderful 
and  inscrutable  counsel  had  excluded,"  restoration  to  the  society.     In 
America,  the  congron^ation  at  Philadelphia  issued  a  proclamation  to  all 
Christians,  which  begins  with  the  words:   To-day  a  visible  Church  of 
the  L  »rd  is  finally  seen  and  recognized  here;  we  constitute  the  body 
of  the  Lord  ;  hither  to  us.  all  ye  who  belong  to  the  Lord  ! 

Among  the  numberless  exfrnvfK/anc^s  perpetrated  by  Zinzendorf  and 
the  society,  during  the  so-calle<l  sifiiiuj-periofl,  which,  however,  Zin- 
zendorf himself  partly  abandoned  later,  the  following  are  the  most 
remarkable  and  obnoxious  :  (1.)  The  doctrine  of  the  maternal  office  of 
the  Ilfflu  Cho.9t.  Zinzendorf  viewed  the  Holy  Trinity  as  "  man,  wife, 
and  child"  ('*  papa,  mamma,  and  their  little  flame,  brother  lambkin"). 
The  Holy  Ghost  tills  the  position  of  mother  (God  the  Father's  eternal 
wife,  heart-mamma)  ;  his  maternal  office  is  exercised  in  a  three-fold 
way :  at  the  eternal  generation  of  the  Son  of  God,  at  the  conception 
of  the  man  Jesus,  at  the  regeneration  of  believers.  (2.)  The  doctrine 
of  the  paternal  office  of  Jesus  Christ  (according  to  Isaiah  9  :  6.)  The 
creation  of  the  world  was  accomplished  alone  and  exclusively  by  the 
Son  (the  "blessed  potter"  according  to  Gen.  2  :  7),  therefore  Christ  ia 
mr  special  father,  our  direct  father.     The  father  of  our  Lord  Jesus 
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Christ  is  only  '  what  the  world  calls  a  father-in-law,  a  granifather.** 
(3.)  Concerning  the  earthly  life  of  our  Saviour,  Zinzondorf,  in  order  to 
make  prominent  and  clear  the  depth  of  his  humiliation,  loved  to  use 
the  most  disrespectful  expressions  (journeyman-carpenter,  journey- 
man, he  hung  upon  the  cross  as  a  gallows-bird,  etc.).  (4.)  He  spoke 
equally  disrespectfully  also  of  the  **  miserable  fisherman's,  shepherd's, 
and  visititor  stylo,  of  the  clasHical  obscurity  and  rabbinical  scholastic 
terminology  of  the  Holy  Scriptures.  On  the  other  hand,  he  pronounced 
his  society  to  be  a  living  Bible.  (5.)  The  theory  and  practice  of  the 
marriage-mystery ,  according  to  Eph.  5  :  32.  The  society  and  every 
single  soul  in  it  is  the  spiritual  bride  of  Christ,  and  to  make  the  inti- 
mate character  of  this  relation  clear,  marriage-life  is  depicted  even  to 
obscenity,  and  applied  to  the  spiritual  marriage  with  Christ,  especially 
in  the  hymns.  But  Christ  is  also  the  proper  husband  in  corporeal 
matrimony.  The  begetting  of  children  is  a  work  of  Christ  (belongs 
to  his  paternal  office) ;  earthly  husbands  are  only  "  his  procurators,  in 
whose  favor  he  has  resigned  it ; "  they  are  the  vice-christs,  vice-men 
of  the  wives.  Marriage  is  a  real  sacrament,  sanctified  thereto  by  the 
circumcision  of  Christ  and  the  opening  of  his  side  with  the  spear.  The 
blood  of  Christ  shed  thereby  is  tlie  oil  of  matrimony,  and  the  begetting 
of  children  is  a  holy,  divine  work,  that  should  be  performed  by  true 
Christians  without  any  sensation  of  fleshly  lust,  and  consequently  also 
without  shame.  The  '*  dogj-principiis  tolerated  "  by  the  apostle  (1  Cor, 
7  :  9),  ^hich  are  now  only  practised  by  negroes  and  islanders,  must  be 
denied  admission  into  the  society.  To  this  end  the  contraction  of  mar- 
riage and  the  copula  carnalis  were  placed  under  the  special  supervision 
of  the  stewards  of  the  society  ;  and  the  latter  was  done  for  a  time  by 
the  newly  married  amidst  the  singing  and  prayer  of  the  society  assem- 
bled in  an  adjoining  room. 

ZinzendorJ]  almost  apotheosized  by  his  adherents,  has  not  met  with 
a  proper  judgment,  either  as  to  his  greatness  or  his  weakness,  from 
his  opponents.  His  (jreatness  lay  in  his  heart  glowing  with  love  to  the 
Saviour  ("I  have  only  one  passion,  that  is  He,  only  He"),  in  the 
universal  love,  with  which  he  gladly  embraced  all  believers,  in  order 
to  gather  them  beneath  the  cross.  This  greatness,  which  he  possessed, 
is  not  even  acknowledged  by  his  most  estimable  opponents,  among 
whom  Bengel  is  by  far  the  most  important.  His  weakness  consisted 
almost  less  in  the  various  extravagances  of  which  he  was  guilty,  than 
in  the  fact  that  ho  regarded  himself  as  being  called  to  establish  a 
society.  But  apart  from  this,  his  labors  bear  the  stamp  of  grandeur, 
on  account  of  the  great  self-sacrifice,  unwearied  energy,  and  self-deny. 
ing  faithfulness  with  which  he  performed  them.  He  devoted  his  whole 
life,  soul,  heart,  and  wealth,  Uy  his  self-chosen  calling.  The  advan- 
tages, also,  which  birth,  position,  and  high  secular  culture  offered  him, 
he  knew  how  to  make  suljHcrvient  to  his  mission.  He  was  personally 
porauaded  of  his  divmi*  calling,  and  as  he  was  not  accustomed  to  bow 
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to  the  written  Word  of  God,  but  interpreted  it  according  to  his  subjeo 
tive  canon :  '*  It  appears  so  to  me/'  and  made  only  this  (together  with 
the  lot)  the  rule  of  his  life  and  labors,  it  is  easily  explicable  how  he, 
in  spite  of  great  spiritual  illumination  and  a  rich  fund  of  Christiac 
sense,  could  fall  into  fanatical  errors.  And  from  this  relation  to 
his  calling,  the  advancement  of  which  by  all  imaginable  means  he 
had  always  and  only  in  view,  are  explained  also  single  impurities  in 
his  life  (especially  want  of  strict  truthfulness,  where  it  might  appear 
to  be  injurious  to  his  cause).  Very  much  of  what  was  crooked  and 
perverse  in  his  character  must  also  be  attributed  to  the  distracted  age 
in  which  he  lived.  Zinzendorf 's  writings,  of  which  there  are  more 
than  100,  are  marked  by  originality,  genial  thoughts,  and  peculiar 
phrases.  Among  his  more  than  2000  hymns,  many  of  them  improvised 
in  the  act  of  worship,  of  which  Alb.  Knapp  published  (Stuttg.  1845) 
700  of  the  best,  there  are  many  possessing  great  fervor  and  sweetness, 
some  of  really  poetic  merit,  a  few  also  ('*  Jesu,  goh  voran,"  **  Du  unser 
auserwahltes  Haupt"),  which  have  found  their  way  into  the  hymn- 
books  of  the  evangelical  Church.  The  largest  portion  of  them  are  mere 
rhymes,  a  rcpertorium  of  theological  and  spiritual  extravagances. 

5.  The  Moravians  since  Spangenherg^ s  Labors. — The  society  owes  its 
present  form  to  the  prudent,  wise,  and  temperate  bishop,  Aug.  Gottlieb 
Spangenberg  (ob.  1792),  who,  after  Zinzendorf*8  death,  obtained  a 
superior  influence,  and  is  justly  regardc<i  as  its  second  founder.  It 
received  from  him  the  measured  forms  which  yetcharacteripe  it.  The 
constitution  was  revised  and  perfected  at  tlie  synod  of  Marienbom 
(1704).  Zinzendorf's  monarchical  position  was  changed  into  the  con- 
ference of  unity-elders,  and  Spangenberg  removed  the  yet  remaining 
excrescences  of  fanaticism.  But  tlie  fund  a  menial  error  of  a  special 
covenant  remained  unt<»uchcd,  and  still  constituted  the  fundamental 
presupposition  of  everything  that  the  society  as  such  tliought,  taught, 
wrote,  did,  and  accomplished, — and  it  continues  to  celebrate  on  the 
lOtU  Sept.,  '•  the  blessed  experience  of  the  elder's  office  of  Jesus,"  as 
its  proper  birth-<lay  and  special  Whitsuntide.  In  the  statutes  of  the 
evang.  Briidr.-Uuit.  Gnadau  (1819,  §  5),  it  defines  itself  in  distinction 
from  the  existing  churches  as  a  "society  of  tnie  children  of  God,  as  a 
family  of  God,  which  has  Jesus  for  its  head,*' — in  the  Hist.  Nachricht. 
V.  d.  Verfass.  d.  Brdr.-Unit.  Gnadau,  1823,  §4,  as  "a  collection  of 
living  members  of  the  invisible  body  of  Jesus  Christ,"  and  in  its 
**  Litanci  am  Ostermorgen  "  (Gesangb.  Nr.  210),  in  immediate  connec 
tion  with  the  creed  of  universal  Christendom  is  placed  as  fourth,  spe- 
cially Moravian  credo:  **  /  believe,  that  our  brethren  N.  N.  and  our 
sisters  N.  N.  (N.  B.  Here  persons  who  have  died  at  the  nlace  since  the 
previous  Easter  are  mentioned  by  name)  have  gone  to  the  upper  con- 
gregation, an<l  have  entered  into  the  joy  of  their  Lord."  However, 
the  synod  of  1848  m.ade  a  change  in  this  article  of  faith,  but  not  so 
great  as  to  abandon  the  principle.     But  it  is  certain  that  the  society 
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did  not,  in  a  public  way,  cause  the  consciousness  of  \t8  special  election 
to  appear  so  prominently  in  tlie  foreground.  Tliis  \X>n8iderate  and 
purified  Moravianism  received,  in  Spangenberg's  Idea  Fidei  fratrum, 
a  dogmatic  expression,  which  was  connected  with  the  Lutheran  doc- 
trine, but  not  the  less  thoroughly  penetrated  by  the  above-mentioned 
fundamental  presupposition.  Only  a  few  new  societies  were  established 
after  Zinzendorf '»  death,  and  none  of  these  were  of  much  importance. 
Rather  before  this  event,  the  flourishing  congregations  in  Wetteraw 
were  destroyed  and  scattered  (1750)  by  the  ruler  of  the  country.  Count 
von  Isenburg-Budingen  (because  they  refused  to  take  the  oath  of  alle- 
giance). The  labors  among  the  Diaapora  in  Liconia  and  Esthonia^ 
after  the  first  attempt  to  establish  the  society  there  (1729-43),  had 
ended  in  the  banishment  of  tlie  Moravians,  were  more  successful  in 
the  second  half  of  this  century,  and  assumed  a  form  here  as  nowhere 
else  in  a  national  church.  They  organized  here  formally  a  church 
within  the  churuh,  whose  members,  sustained  by  the  conviction  that 
they  bad  been  added  to  **  the  little  band"  of  the  elect  by  the  infallible 
voice  of  the  Lord  in  the  lot,  gave  infinite  trouble  to  the  orthodox  cler- 
gymen of  the  country,  especially  of  Livonia  who  saw  the  destructive 
character  of  this  course,  and  testified  against  it  from  the  Word  of 
God.  This  testimony  manifested  its  conquering  power  here  also,  and 
Moravianism  began  to  reform  (18f>7)  not  only  too  late,  but  also  in  too 
lukewarm  a  manner,  to  save  its  institutions  in  Livonia  from  the  certain 
destruction  which  impended  over  them.  (Cf.  Th.  Haniack,  d.  luth.  K. 
Livland's  u.  d.  herrnhut.  Brlidergemeiue,  in  der  kirchl.  Zeitschr.  v. 
Kleifoth  u.  Mejer  1855,  V.  VL  1857,  IX.  X.) 

With  regard  to  the  doctrinal  peculiarity  of  the  Moravians,  the  firsi 
thing  to  be  made  prominent  is,  that  freedom  from  all  creeds  is  a  prin- 
ciple. The  acceptance  of  the  Augustana,  in  1749,  was  not  a  real 
appropriation  of  them  ;  and  how  merely  external  the  relation  of  the 
society  to  them  still  is,  is  shown  by  the  synodic  indulgence  of  1848. 
Consequently,  it  is  difficult  to  say  wliat  the  doctrines  of  the  Moravians 
are.  If  we  confine  ourselves  to  Spangenberg's  Idea  Fidei,  and  to  the 
sermons  and  devotional  works,  then  their  doctrinal  views  do  not  by 
any  means  appear  to  be  either  un-Lutheran  or  anti-Lutheran,  but 
rather  such  as  contain  neither  the  extensive  fulness  nor  the  intensive 
wealth  of  the  Lutheran  doctrines, — and  RengcVs  sharp  criticism:  that 
the  Moravians  pluck  off  the  leaves  from  the  entire  tree  of  wholesome 
doctrines,  expose  tiiat  which  is  most  hidden,  and  even  divide  this  in 
half,  is  even  yet  perfectly  true.  First  of  all  they  repudiate  science 
(according  to  a  wrong  translation  and  application  of  Eph.  3 :  19) 
as  unnecessary  to  the  appropriation  of  redemption,  and' seek  to  appre- 
hend and  preserve  salvation  by  direct  faith  and  love.  As  regards  the 
objects  of  faith,  the  Son  (the  God-man)  is  regarded  as  the  exclusive 
agent  by  whom  salvation  is  applied  and  accomplished,  so  that  the  re- 
lations of  the  Father  and  the  Holy  Ghost  to  redemption  are  entireh 
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ignored.    Furthei,  entire  redemption  is  again  attributed,  in  a  one-sided 
way,  to  the  sufferings  and  death  of  the  Son ;  and  the  other  not  less 
essential  side  of  the  same,  which  is  grounded  in  his  life  and  resurrec- 
tion, is  left  out  of  view,  or  i other  its  fruits  are  likewise  traced  to  hie 
atoning  death.     Consequently  not  only  justification,  but  also  sanctifi- 
cation,  are  attributed  exclusively  to  the  death  of  Christ,  and  this  is 
apprehended  not  so  much  as  a  legal  satisfaction  (without,  however, 
expressly  denying  this  directly),  as  a  divine  manifestation  of  lov<». 
which  awakens  reciprocal  love.     Redemption  is  viewed  as  emanating 
solely   from    the   blood  and  wounds  of   Christ,  and  as  in  this  aspect 
the  justice  of  God  comes  less  into  view  than  Ilis  grace  and  love,  so  also 
the  Gospel  is  made  prominent  to  the  almost  entire  exclusion  of  the  law 
(almost  to  Antinomianism).     Sermon  and  doctrine  should  be  directed 
towards  exciting  pious  feelings  of  love,  and  thus  promote  a  certain 
religious  sentimentality.     The  weak  side  of  the  society  is,  accordingly, 
its  inability  to  religiously  develop  the  whole  man  with  all  his  capacities 
and  powers,  and  to  make  the  entire  fulness  of  the  gospel  contribute  to 
this  end;  —  its  strong  side,  on  the  other  hand,  is  its  inwardness,  and 
evQn  this  is  unsound,  because  it  is  penetrated  with  the  idea  of  a  special 
covenant  with  the  Lord. 

The  peculiarity  of  their  worsJiip  also  contributed  towards  exciting 
pious  fooling,  including  pleasant  sacred  music,  affecting  melodies,  rich 
liturgical  service,  love-Jeasta  (agapa?,  with  tea,  rusk,  and  the  singing 
of  chorals),  y«r/-ir(i5A  I  w»7,  and  the  fraternal  kiss  at  the  communion,  etc. 
The  daily  watch-words  (from  the  0.  T.)  and  doctrinal  texts  (from  the 
N.  T.)  are  designed  to  control  and  direct  the  feelings  and  meilitations 
of  each  day,  and  are  regarded  as  being  a  kind  of  oracle  both  for  the 
ct>ngrogatii>n  and  for  private  life.  So  early  as  1734  the  s«x?iety  pos- 
sessed a  hvmn-lK>ok  of  its  own,  with  97*2  hvmns.  The  most  of  these 
hymns  proooodod  from  the  siKMoty  itself,  and  are  a  faithful  copy  of  its 
condition  at  that  time.  It  containe<i.  besides,  the  Bohemian  and  M«v 
ravian  hvmns  translate^!  bv  .1/.  Weiss,  and  also  manvold  ch«>ice  hvmns 
of  the  ovansxolioal  church  :  the  latter,  however,  were  most  miserablv 
mutilated  and  abbreviated.  By  decrees  (to  1740)  twelve  appendices 
and  four  additions  wore  made  to  it,  s<^  that  the  number  of  hvmns  in- 
creased  to  l!.'>o7.  The  one-sidetlness  of  the  emotional  tendency  dege- 
nerated, espei'ially  in  those  additions,  and  most  of  all  in  the  twelfth, 
to  the  mo'^t  offensivo  caricature,  in  the  insipid,  and' more  than  childish 
triflio''  with  the  bKxvi  and  wounds  of  Christ,  etc.  Ziniendorf  himself 
disO'>verod  this  doironeracy  in  time,  struck  off  the  twelve  appendices  in 
17ol.  and  prt^pare^i  in  I>>ndon  a  new  revised  hymn-book  (the  s*>-called 
Lou'hui  hymn-lxx^kK  Under  Span  gen  l>erir*s  superintendence  of  the 
tkx»iety,  C^nisttan  Grftjor  (at  that  time  music-<iirector.  later  Bishop, 
oh.  I  SOI  I  underto»>k  the  publication  of  the  hymn-book  yet  in  use.  With- 
out |>»»ssessing  poetical  talent,  he  yet  did  goixi  service  by  retouching 
uid  abbreviating  the  hymns  then  in  use.     lie  retained  542  of  Zinxen- 
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d-wf' 8  hymns,  and  added  not  less  than  308  of  his  own  pious  rhymen 
This  **Neue  Gesangbuch  der  Brlidergemeinen"  appeared  in  1778;  in 
1784,  a  book  of  chorals,  likewise  prepared  by  Gregor,  was  added  to  it. 
Zinzendorf  is  the  chief  religious  poet  of  the  society.    The  count's  only, 
early  deceased  (1752)  son.  Christian  Renatus  (commonly  called  CAm 
id)  bequeathed  to  the  society  a  number  of  hymns  (among  which  is 
"Diewir  uns  allhier  beisamen  finden*').     The  other  numerous  reli- 
gious poets  are  of  no  importance.     Worthy  of  special  mention  is  Span- 
gen  berg's  hymn  :  "  HeiPge  Einfaltl  Gnadenwunder  !  "•  -The  Melodies 
were  of  the  Hallean  type,  but  strayed  even  more  than  these  into  the 
sentimental,  emotional,  and  unchurchly,  until  in  1784  Gregor,  by  his 
new  choral-book,  brought  this  tendency  within  the  limits  of  the  renewed 
spirit  of  the  society. 

The  Christian  Practical  Life  of  the  society,  after  it  had  come  out  of 
its  sifting  period,  purified  through  Spangenberg's  efforts,  manifested 
itself  in  *'an  almost  monkish  contraction  of  civil  and  social  life,"  with 
stereotyped  phrases  and  peculiar  usages,  even  as  to  clothing  (the  caps 
of  the  wives,  widows,  and  maidens).  Characteristic  of  the  society  is 
further  the  blessed,  quietistic  feeling  of  favor  in  personal  communion 
with  the  Saviour,  the  peace,  which  avoided  all  conflict  and  controversy, 
the  prudent,  measured  cutting-out  of  the  whole  life,  etc.  The  unbe- 
lief that  reigned  in  the  Protestant  Church,  gave  for  a  time  an  apparent 
justification  to  the  separation,  conditioned  by  the  special  covenant. 
Since  the  revival  of  Christian  life  in  the  Church,  this  separatism  has 
also,  at  least  in  its  external  relations,  receded  into  the  background, 
but  has  not  by  any  means  entirely  disappeared.  The  society  still  re- 
gards itself  as  being  the  preferred  and  favored  people  of  the  Lord. 

Finally,  with  regard  to  the  Form  of  Church  Gotenimeiit,  Christ  him- 
self is  the  chief  elder  of  the  Church,  who  governs  it  by  means  of  the 
lot.  The  leaders  of  the  society  at  least  hold  fast  to  the  use  of  the  lot, 
in  spite  of  the  opposition  which  has  arisen  in  the  society  within  several 
decades.  With  it  the  special  covenant  would  lose  all  significance,  and 
the  existence  of  the  society  outside  of  the  Church  all  justification.  The 
lot  is  used  in  marriages,  in  filling  ecclesiastical  offices,  in  sending  forth 
missionaries,  in  receiving  into  the  society,  etc.  Nevertheless,  the  so- 
ciety has  permitted  a  relaxation  of  the  practice  in  marriages,  inasmuch 
as  it  is  only  used  with  consent  of  the  candidates  of  matrimony,  and  the 
result  is  not  regarded  as  binding,  which,  in  fact,  involves  a  contradic- 
tion and  an  abandonment  of  the  principle.  The  administration  of  the 
affairs  of  the  society  resides  in  the  Unity-elders*  conference  (with  three 
departments,  one  for  ecclesiastical  and  educational  affairs,  another  for 
economical  affairs,  and  a  third  for  missions).  From  time  to  time  Gent' 
rat  Synods  are  also  convoked,  possessing  legislative  authority.  The 
society  is  divided  into  separate  bands,  the  married,  the  widowed,  the 
unmarried  brethren,  the  maidens  and  children,  with  special  stewards, 
living  for  the  most  part  also  in  separate  houses,  and  holding  rpecial 
C6 
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religiouE  services  in  addition  to  those  that  are  general.  The  eccle8ui» 
tical  officers  are  divided  into  bishops,  presbyters,  deacons,  deaconesset^ 
and  acolvtes. 

mf 

6.  Heathen  Missions,  (Cf.  D.  Cram,  Hist.  v.  Gronl.  Barby,  1 762, 
2  Thle.  —  G.  A.  Oidetidorp,  Gesch.  d.  Miss.  d.  ev.  Br.  auf  den  Caraib, 
Inseln.  Barby,  1777,  2  Bde. —  G.  H,  Loskiel,  Gesch.  d.  Miss.  d.  ev.  Br. 
unter  d.  ludianern  in  Nordamerika,  Barby,  1789.  —  F.  L.  Kolbimj, 
Gesch.  d.  Miss,  in  Gronl.  u.  Labrador.  Gnadau,  )S31,  2  Bde.)  —  Zeal 
for  missions  was  early  kindled  in  Zinzendorf 's  heart  by  meeting  with 
a  West  Indian  negro  at  Copenhagen,  lie  laid  the  subject  before  his 
young  society,  and  as  early  as  1732  the  first  Moravian  missionaries, 
Leonh.  Dober  and  Dav.  Nitschmann,  were  sent  to  St.  Thomas ;  and  in 
the  next  following  years  the  missions  of  the  society  were  extended  in 
every  direction  over  Greenland  ({46,  7),  North  America,  almost  all 
the  West  India  islands.  South  America,  Kapland  (among  tlie  Hotten- 
tots), East  India,  Labrador  (among  the  Esquimaux),  etc.  The  mis- 
sionary labors  of  the  Moravians  constitute  the  most  beneficent  and 
honorable  portion  of  their  history.  Their  mode  of  missionary  opera- 
tions was  chiefly  adapted  to  uncivilized  nations,  and  only  to  such.  In 
East  India  ex.  gr.  they  were  not  able  to  accomplish  anything.  The 
society  did  not  lack  self-sacrificing  missionaries,  of  whom  nothing  was 
demanded  but  love  to  the  Saviour  and  devotion  to  their  calling.  They 
were  for  the  most  part  pious,  enlightened  mechanics,  who  brought 
practical  adaptedness  to  their  new  calling,  which  was  of  great  im- 
portance, simply  preached  the  cross,  and  cared  for  the  bodily  and 
spiritual  welfare  of  those  committed  to  them,  with  maternal  solicitude. 
The  Moravian  guardianship  of  souls  is  here  transfigured  into  a  real 
patriarchal  relationship.  The  brightest  example  of  such  a  missionary 
patriarch  was  Dav.  Zeisherger,  who  labored  for  63  years  (o6.  1808) 
among  the  North  American  Indians.  In  contrast  with  the  enormous 
expenditure  of  money  by  Protestant  missions,  it  is  to  be  remarked  with 
honor,  that  the  Moravian  missions  were  able  to  accomplish  the  greatest 
results  with  the  least  pecuniary  means. 

I  48.  THE  REFORMED  CHURCH  AND  METHODISM. 

What  Pietism  and  Moravianism  was  to  the  Lutheran  Church, 
that  MothoJisra  was  to  the  Reformed  Church  of  England,  from 
which  it  firoceeded  almost  at  the  same  time.  In  the  Dutch  and 
German  Reformed  Churches,  Goccejanism  f§  40,  3\  which  was 
still  in  favor  in  the  first  decades  of  the  18th  century,  made  its 
influence  felt.  After  that  the  rigidly  Calvinistic  system  had  been 
softened  by  it,  the  antithesis  between  Calvinistic  orthodoxy  and 
Arminian  heterodoxy  lost  its  sharpness,  and  Arminian  tenden- 
cies were  felt  more  and  more  in  Reformed  theology.    The  sharp- 
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ness  of  the  antithesis  between  Calvinism  and  Lntheranism  was 
also  moderated  on  both  sides,  although  the  Union  movemenUf 
made  from  time  to  time,  failed  on  account  of  Lutheran  oppo- 
sition. 

1.  Methodism.  (Cf.  /.  Hampson,  Life  of  J  Wesley,  2  vols. — /.  Rob, 
Southey,  Life  of  J.  Wssley,  2  vols. — H.  Moore,  the  Life  of  the  Rev.  J. 
Wesley.  Lond.  1824,  2  vols.— ^.  Watson,  Life  of  J.  Wesley.— C.TFAi/- 
Jidd*s  Leben,  nach.  d.  Engl,  herausg.  v.  A.  Tholuck.  Lpz.  1834. 
Leben  /.  Fletcher^ s  rait  vorw.  v.  A.  Tholuck.  Lpz.  1838.—/.  H.  Burk- 
hard,  Vollst.  Gesch.  d.  Methodisten.  NUrnb.  1795,  2  Bde.— TA.  Jack- 
son, Hist,  of  the  Rise  and  Progress  of  Methodism. — J.  Taylor,  Wesley 
and  Methodism.  Lond.  1851. — S.  L.  Jacoby,  Ilandb.  d.  Methodism, 
2  A.  Brem.  1855.—/.  W.  Baum,  d.  Methodismus.  Zlirich,  1838.)— 
The  living  power  of  the  gospel  was  paralyzed  in  the  English  episcopal 
Church  by  the  formalism  of  scholastic  learning,  and  by  the  mechanism 
of  a  style  of  worship  rich  in  forms.  A  reaction  was  produced  by  John 
Wesley,  a  young  man  of  deep  religious  earnestness  and  glowing  zeal  to 
save  souls.  While  pursuing  his  studies  at  Oxford,  he  formed  a  society 
with  several  friends,  the  object  of  which  wivs  to  promote  pious  living 
and  labors  (1729).  These  united  friends  were  now  already  called,  in 
ridicule,  Methodists,  because  they  were  charged,  not  unjustly,  with 
practising  piety  in  a  methodical  way.  Wesley,  by  friendly  intercourse 
with  several  Moravians,  grew  in  Christian  experience  and  in  living 
fiftith.  In  1732,  he  found  a  worthy  co-laborer  in  George  Whitfield,  a 
young  man,  possessing  like  zeal  with  Wesley  for  his  own  salvation  as 
well  as  for  that  of  his  fellow-men,  and  still  greater  talents.  Both  now 
labored  with  ceaseless  activity  to  awaken  and  quicken  the  religious 
life  of  the  people,  not  only  in  England,  but  also  in  America.  After 
his  return  from  America  (1738),  Wesley  organized  a  comprehensive 
religious  union,  which,  under  the  direction  of  a  conference,  sent  local 
and  travelling  preachers  into  all  the  world.  The  Methodists  did  not 
desire  to  separate  from  the  Episcopal  Church ;  they  rather  wished  to 
work  in  it  as  a  spiritual  leaven.  Whitfield  also  returned  to  England 
in  1739.  Both  preached  now  powerfully  and  unceasingly,  for  the  most 
part  in  the  open  air,  often  in  the  presence  of  20,000  to  30.000  hearers, 
and  were  subjected  to  much  insult  and  ridicule  ;  but  also  called  many 
hardened  sinners,  mostly  from  the  lower  classes,  to  repentance  and 
feith.  (Whitfield  alone  preached  about  18,000  sermons  in  34  years). 
The  most  distinguished  of  their  co-laborers  is  John  Fletcher  (ob.  1785). 
Wesley  founded  a  seminary  at  Kingswood  to  educate  Methodist 
preachers.  The  connection  with  the  Moravians  was  soon  broken  up. 
because  the  Methodist  mode  of  salvation  was  directed  (in  glaring  con- 
trast with  the  quiet  and  emotional  mode  of  the  Moravians)  towards  an 
arousing  of  the  secure  sinner  by  all  the  terrors  of  the  law  and  all  the 
horrors  of  hell,  as  also  towards  producing  a  conflict  of  repentance  w^^b 
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a  final  violent  conversion.  But  an  irreoonoilable  rupture  took  plac« 
already  (1741)  among  the  leaders,  concerning  the  Galvinistic  doctrines 
of  predestination,  which  caused  a  separation  of  the  Methodists  into 
Arminian  Wesleyans  and  Calvinisiic  Whitjieldians^  the  former  being 
tlie  most  numerous.  Whitfield  died  in  1770,  Wesley  in  1791.  The 
Motliodihts  were,  in  various  ways,  in  spite  of  all  their  extravagances,  a 
wholesome  salt  for  the  Protestant  Church  of  England  and  America, 
and  remained  such  during  the  entire  period  of  reigning  unbelief  down 
to  the  present  time ;  when,  however,  their  one-sidedness,  over  against 
the  newly  awakened  life  of  the  Church,  ran  frequently  into  the  most 
extreme  and  glaring  perversity.  (Cf.  J  55,  12.)  Methodism  also  in- 
herited from  its  founder  a  zeal  for  missions  as  a  Christian  duty,  and 
has  labored  to  promote  them  with  wonderful  energy,  perseverance,  and 
self-sacrifice. 

2.  The  Endeavors  after  Union, — The  Brandenburg  dynasty  made 
constant  elBTort  (J  34,  2)  to  prepare  the  way  for  a  union  of  the  Lutheran 
and  Reformed  Churches  of  the  country.  Frederick  I.  (III.)  established 
in  1703  a  Collegium  caritativum  to  this  end  under  the  presidency  of 
the  Reformed  court-preacher  UrsinuSy  in  which  the  Reformed  Church 
was  also  represented  by  Jablonsky,  formerly  Moravian  bishop,  and  the 
Lutheran  by  cathedral-preacher  Winkler  of  Magdeburg  and  the  provost 
LiUkens  of  Cologne  on  the  Spree.  Spencr^  who  did  not  wish  a  forced, 
but  a  spontaneous  union,  refused  to  participate  in  the  movement ;  Liil' 
kens  withdrew  displeased  after  a  few  sessions ;  and  when  Winkler  pub- 
lished a  plan  of  union  (Arcanum  regium),  which  surrendered  the 
Luthoraii  Church  into  the  hands  of  the  Reformed  king,  there  arose  so 
groat  a  storm  against  the  project  (  Val.  E.  I^scher  of  Dresden  also  op- 
p>)so<l  it),  that  it  had  to  bo  uban<lonod.  But  already  in  the  following 
yoar  tho  king  to(»k  the  ]>lan  up  again,  but  in  another  form,  namely: 
Jablonsky.  with  a  commission  from  the  king,  entered  upon  negotiations 
with  F'.ngland  otmcorning  tho  intnKluotion  t)f  the  Anglican  form  of 
Churoh  govornmont  into  Prussia,  in  order  to  l)uild  a  bridge  by  it  for 
tho  union  with  tho  Lutheran  Churoh.  But  this  plan  faileil  also  (cf. 
DarU'ir.  dt^r  im  vor.  Jalirh.  wogon  Eiiif.  J.  engl.  K.  Verf.  in  Pr.  gepflog. 
uniorhh.  Lpz.  1842). — Equally  fruitless  wore  tLe  union  efforts  which 
wore  made  by  tho  Chancellor  Chr,  Matth.  Pjaff  of  Tubingen  (Xubes 
tostium  pro  m<»dorato  et  paoifico  do  rob.  thool.  judicio,  etc.  Genev., 
17 1'^  4to.),  and  by  Prof.  J.  Alf.  Turrrtin  of  Geneva.  Cyprian  of  Goiha 
(Abgodrung.  I'ntorr.  von  kirolil.  Voroin  d.  Prot.  Frkf.  1722).  and  even 
HVM.s//i</«i«  of  Tubingen  and  Mojtheim  of  Ilelmstedi  op{v>sed  them. 
But  sovonil  decades  later  evou  a  Lutheran  theologian.  Chri.^t<jp/ter  Atij 
H'UUHiHH  of  Gottingon,  undort*M>k  to  prove  "that  the  dov*triue  of  the 
Rotl>rm»Hl  Church  on  the  lord's  Supper  was  the  correct  one."  The 
treaiiM  was  published  after  his  death  (Giittg.  17Cv4},  and  there  was  n) 
L^Mchor  or  Cyprian  living  to  refute  it. 

S.  Theological  Literaturt. — Arminian  theologj  can  point  to  the  t»iA- 
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liant  names  (f  John  Clericus  (ob.  1736),  (biblical  criticism,  Hermenen- 
tics,  exegesis,  Church  Ilist^^ry)  and  John  Jacob  Weisiein.  The  latter 
was  Dean  at  Basle,  but  was  deposed  (1730)  on  account  of  hetcrod«)X 
views,  and  (ob.  1754)  as  Prof,  of  the  Remonstrant  gymnasium  at  Am- 
sterdam. His  critical  edition  of  the  N.  T.  (Amsterdam,  1751,  2  Bde., 
fol.)  gained  for  him  imperishable  renown.  Alb.  SchuUens  of  Leyden 
{ob.  1750)  extended  the  science  of  philology  by  the  comparison  of 
kindred  dialects,  especially  of  the  Arabic.  He  also  wrote  commentaries 
on  Job  and  the  Proverbs.  Of  the  Coccejuniiin  interpreters  of  the  Scrip- 
tures are  to  be  named  Fr.  Ad.  Latnpe  of  Bremen  [ob.  1720),  (Ev.  Joh. 
3  Bde.,  4to. ;  Geheimnisz  d.  Gnadenbundes,  G  Bde.,  etc.)  and  /.  Mark 
of  Leyden  (ob.  1731),  (kl.  Proph.)  Iladr.  Behuid  of  Utrecht  (ob.  1718) 
contributed  much  of  importance  to  biblical  antiquity  (Palestina  ex 
vett  monum.  illuatr.,  Antif|uitt.  ss.)  Prominent  among  the  anti-deistio 
apologists  are  the  Englishmen  J.  Inland  (ob.  1700)  and  TV/.  Stack-house 
(o6.1752),  (Biblical  History),  and  the  Frenchman  Jak.  Saurin  (o6.1720), 
(Biblical  History) ; — among  the  Hystematic  theologians,  /.  F.  Siapper 
of  Berne  (ob.  1775)  (Institutt.  theol.  polem.,  5  vols. ;  Grundlegung  d. 
wahr.  Rel.,  12  vols. ;  Sitteulchre,  6  vols.) ;  an<l  Dan.  Wittenbach  of 
Marburg  (ob,  1779)  (Thcul.  elenchthica)  initia ;  Tentamen  theolog. 
dogm.,  with  the  application  of  the  Woltian  method) ;  among  the  Church 
historians,  J.  Alf.  Turretin  of  Geneva  (ob.  1737)  and  Jlerm.  Venema 
of  Franeker  (ob.  1787.)— Finally,  mention  is  yet  to  be  made  of  an  un- 
paralleled phenomenon  in  the  Reformed  Church,  namely,  a  mystic, 
and  that  one  of  the  noblest  and  most  pious  that  ever  lived:  Gerh.  Ter- 
sieegeuy  ribbon-weaver  at  Miihlheim  on  the  Ruhr  (ob.  1700),  (he  was  not 
able  to  complete  his  preparation  for  a  learned  calling).  He  is  also 
distinguished  as  a  sacred  poet  ("Gott  ist  gegenwartig").  He  was  a 
patriarchal  hermit,  to  whom  anxious  souls  came  from  far  and  near  to 
receive  spiritual  counsel,  comfort,  and  refreshment ;  and  he  was  withal 
a  child  in  humility  and  simplicity.  Without  being  a  separatist,  he 
regarded  the  Church  with  indifference  and  neglect.  The  most  popular 
of  his  numerous  writings  are:  Geistl.  Blumengartlein,  Geistl.  Brosa> 
men,  Harfcnspiel  d.  Kinder  Zions,  Der  Frommen  Lotterie,  Geistl. 
Briefe,  Weg  d.  Wahsh.,  Lebensbeschr.  heiligcr  Soelen  (R.  Cath.  mys- 
tics), 3  Bde.,  4to.  (Cf.  K.  Barthel  G.  Tcrst's  Leben,  in  the  Bielefel- 
der  Sonntagsbibl.  V.  6.)     (Cf.  J  50.) 


I  49.  NEW  SECTS  AND  FANATICS. 

The  same  phenomenon,  which  appeared  everywhere  in  the  16th 
sentury,  viz.,  the  Reformation  having  attached  to  it,  as  a  carica- 
ture, fanatics  and  nltraists  of  all  kinds, — repeated  itself  in  the 
religious  agitations  which  Pietism  caused  in  the  beginning  of 
the  18th  century.  Even  as  Pietism  gathered  believers  and  tho 
66* 


270         SECTION   III. —  THIRD   PERIOD   (CENT    18  A.D;. 

awakened  into  small  bands,  which  as  ecclesiolsB  in  ecclesia  were 
to  be  centres  of  life  in  the  dead  mass  and  alarm-voices  for  the 
sleeping ;  so  also  through  the  same  excitant,  a  host  of  Sepa* 
ratists  were  produced,  who  denounced  the  Church  as  Babel,  her 
means  of  grace  as  impure,  and  her  preaching  empty  and  hypo- 
critical babbling.  They  derived  their  spiritual  nourishment  from 
the  writings  of  Bohme,  Gichtel,  Guyoii,  Poiret,  and  otiier  theo- 
sophists.  Their  most  important  rendezvous  was  Wetteraw,  where 
the  princely  house  of  Sayn-Wittgenstein-Berleburg  afforded  a 
refuge  for  all  exiled  Pietists.  Count  Gatsimir  formed  his  court 
and  civil  oflBccrs  out  of  these,  although  he  belonged  to  the  Na- 
tional Reformed  Church.  Nevertheless,  there  was  scarcely  a 
section  in  Protestant  Germany,  in  Switzerland,  and  in  the  Ne- 
therlands, where  kindred  phenomena  did  not  appear.  In  Swe- 
denborgianism,  a  new  phenomenon  appeared,  independently  of 
the  pietistic  movement.  The  Baptists  and  Quakers^  among  the 
older  fanatical  sects,  furnished  new  off-shoots  ;  while  on  the  other 
side  Dort  orthodoxy  also  ran,  in  some  of  \i»  forms,  into  secta- 
rianism. 

1.  Fanatics  and  Separatists  in  Gei-many,  (Cf.  Max,  Gbhel,  Gesch. 
d.  chr.  Lebens  in  d.  rhein.  westph.  K.  Bd.  II.  Kobl.  1852. — F,  If.  Bar^ 
iholdy  d.  Erweckten  im  prot.  Deutschl.,  bee.  d.  frommen  Grafenhijfe ; 
in  Kaumer's  hist.  Taschenb.  185*3-53.  —  F.  W.  Winkel,  Aus.  d.  Leb. 
Casimir's,  Gr.  v.  Sayn  Wittgenst.  Frkf.  1842. — The  same,  Cjisimir  u.  d. 
rel.  Leb.  8r.  Zeit.  In  the  Sonntogsbibl.  IV.  1.  Bielef.  1851).  —  Rosa- 
mond Juliana  von  Asselniiy,  a  young  lady  generally  esteemed  on  ac- 
count of  her  piety,  in  the  nciglilx>rhood  of  Magdeburg,  declared  that 
from  her  seventh  year  she  had  received  visions  and  revelations,  chiefly 
concerning  the  millennium.  She  found  in  Dr.  John  With.  Petersen^ 
superintendent  at  LUneburg,  a  zealous  adherent,  who,  especially  after 
his  marriage  with  Joh.  Elenore  v.  Merlau,  also  pretended  to  have  re- 
ceived divine  revelations,  promulgated  by  speaking  and  writing  the 
moat  fantastic  Chiliasm  in  connection  with  the  heresy  of  the  restora- 
tion  of  all  things.  He  was  deposed  from  his  office  in  1G92,  and  died  in 
1727.  Henri/  Horch,  Prof,  of  theology  at  llerborn,  and  author  of  the 
mystic  and  prophetic  Bible  (Marb.  1712,  4to.),  was  a  similar  pheno- 
menon in  the  lleformed  Church.  The  most  prominent  among  the 
itinerant  apostles  of  a  fanatical  separatism  are,  the  preacher  Tuchfeldi 
of  Magdeburg,  the  wig-maker  Jokn  Tennhardt  (as  chancery  clerk  of 
the  heavenly  majesty),  the  spur-maker  Rosenhach^  and  tlie  hermit 
Ernst  Christoph,  Hochmann,  The  latter,  a  man  of  imposing  appear- 
ance and  captivating  eloquence,  labored  for  a  long  time  at  MUhlheim 
on  the  Ruhr,  and  was  also  highly  esteemed  by  Tersteegen.     Having 
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been  expelled  from  here,  he  found  a  lost  refuge  at  Schvrarzenaa  in 
Berleburg.  In  WUrtemberg  the  pious  courtrpreachor  Hedinger  of 
Stutgart  (06.  1703)  was  the  father  of  Pietism  and  Separatism  (cf.  his 
life  by  A,  Knapp,  in  the  Christoterpe).  The  most  important  of  hia 
adherents  were  the  learned  preacher  Eberh.  Ludw,  Gruber  and  the 
saddler  John  Frederick  Rock.  Being  banished  from  WUrtemberg,  they 
emigrated  to  Wetteraw,  the  former  following  the  occupation  of  a  farmer, 
the  latter  that  of  court-saddler  (1706).  Here  ihei/  and  a  multitude  of 
other  separatists,  for  whom  the  Wittgenstein  count  had  provided  a  re- 
fuge, lived  several  years  as  anchorites,  restricted  to  self-communion 
and  to  communion  with  this  or  that  brother  in  prayer,  without  bap- 
tism, the  Lord's  Supper,  and  public  worship.  Count  Casimir's  court 
in  particular  was  the  rendezvous  of  saints  from  all  nations.  The  most 
important  of  these  were  the  count's  physician  in  ordinary,  Dr,  Carlj 
the  French  mystic  Mar  say  y  the  exile  from  Strasburg  John  Frederick 
Haufff  learned  in  oriental  languages,  and  later  DippeL  Out  of  this 
circle  proceeded  a  multitude  of  mystic,  separatistic  writings,  especially 
the  Berleburg  Bible  (7  vols.  fol.  172(>-42),  of  which  Haug  was  the 
chief  author.  It  renews  interpretation  according  to  the  threefold 
sense,  violently  comi>ats  the  orthodox  doctrine  of  justification,  confes- 
sional books,  the  clergy,  the  dead  church,  and  contains  many  deep 
glimpses  and  profound  observations,  but  also  many  trivialities  and 
monstrosities.  Its  mysticism  lacks  originality,  and  is  compiled  from 
the  theosophic  writings  of  all  centuries,  from  Origen  to  modem  times. 
(Cf.  F,  >r.  Winkely  in  d.  bonner  Monatsschr.  1851,  I.) 

2.  TJie  Inspiration-Congregations  in  Weitcraw.  (Cf.  if.  (rofte^,  Gesch. 
d.  wahr.  Insp.  Gemd. ;  in  the  hist,  thcol.  Ztschr.  1854,  II.  III.,  1855, 
I.  III.) — Several  of  the  chief  Sevenna-prophets  fled  to  England  (1705) 
after  the  unfortunate  issue  of  the  Camisardian  war.  At  first  they  met 
with  much  sympathy,  but  were  afterwards  excommunicated  and  placed 
in  the  pillory.  They  now  went  to  the  Netherlands,  and  wandered 
thence  through  Germany.  They  awakened  at  Halle  the  gift  of  inspi- 
ration, among  others  in  three  students,  the  brothers  Pott,  and  these 
were  the  persons  who  transferred  it  to  Wetteraw  (1714).  The  chiefs 
of  the  Separatists  there,  Gruber  and  Rock,  at  first  stoutly  opposed  the 
Inspiration-phenomenon,  but  they  also  were  overpowered,  and  soon 
became  the  most  powerful  of  the  **  instruments".  Prayer  associations 
were  now  formed,  grand  love-feasts  were  held,  and  an  ecclesia  ambu- 
latoria  was  established  by  itinerant  brethren,  who  carried  spiritual 
nourishment  to  the  scattered  quiet  ones  in  the  country,  and  the  children 
of  the  pn)phet8  were  gathered  from  all  lands.  The  utterances,  which 
took  place  in  an  ecstatic  state,  were  exhortations  tc  repentance,  to 
prayer,  to  imitation  uf  Christ,  revelations  of  the  divine  will  in  regard 
to  the  affairs  of  the  society,  and  announcement  of  the  approaching 
judgment  of  God  over  the  degenerate  world  and  church,  although 
ipithout  fanatical,  sensual  Chiliasm.     Apart  from  contempt  for  th« 
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BacrainentB,  the  doctrines  of  the  church  were  Dot  essentially  perverted. 
Ndvertheless,  already  in  1715  a  division  took  place  between  those  who 
were  truly ^  and  those  who,  by  their  unbridled  and  impure  utterances, 
were  regarded  as  falsely  inspired.  Those  who  were  truly  inspired 
formed  a  church  organization,  and  excluded  from  it  all  who  would  not 
submit  to  its  discipline  (171G).  Hereby  they  lost  many  "  instruments*', 
and  those  who  proved  themselves  to  be  genuine  also  gradually  grew 
dumb.  Only  Rock  possessed  the  gift  of  inspiration  after  1719,  and  he 
continued  to  claim  it  to  his  death  (1749).  Gruber  died  in  1728,  and 
with  him  a  pillar  of  the  societies  fell.  Kock  was  now  the  only  support. 
A  new  epoch  of  their  history  begins  with  their  contact  with  Mora- 
vianism.  Zinzendorf  formed  a  connection  with  them  in  1730  through 
a  deputation,  and  then  he  personally  visited  them  in  Berleburg. 
Rock's  deep  Christian  character  made  a  powerful  impression. on  him. 
It  is  true,  he  was  offended  at  his  contempt  for  baptism  and  the  Lord's 
Supper,  and  at  the  convulsive  form  of  his  utterances ;  but  this  did  not 
withhold  him  from  yielding  to  the  high  spirit  of  thig  powerful  man, 
from  pressing  his  companionship  upon  him,  and  from  inviting  him, 
the  notorious  blasphemer  of  baptism,  to  the  sponsorship  of  his  new- 
born daughter.  In  1732  Rock  visited  llerrnhut.  lie  took  sides,  in  an 
utterance,  with  the  fraternity  against  the  Lutheran  clergyman  Roihe 
of  Berthelsdorf,  and  departed  after  a  love-feast,  at  which  their  souls 
flowed  together  in  a  renewed  eternal  brotherhood.  But  Zinzendorf 
had  only  the  interests  of  his  society  in  view ;  his  crooked  and  ambi- 
guous relation  to  those  professing  to  be  inspired  drove  him  to  many 
inconsistencies,  which  offended  Rock's  8traightt\)rward  and  open  dis- 
position, and  estranged  him.  The  establishment  of  a  flourishing  Mo- 
ravian congregation  in  Wetteraw,  which  was  chiefly  composed  uf  pro- 
selytes, completed  the  rupture.  Rock  denounced  the  "  llutberger"  as 
Babel-cobblers.  Zinzendorf,  on  the  other  hand,  condemned  him  as  a 
false  prophet.  When  the  Moravians  were  driven  from  Wetteraw  in 
1750  (J  47,  5),  the  luspiratiouists  took  possession  of  their  property  and 
i.plcudid  buildings.  With  Rock's  death,  however,  the  spirit  of  pro- 
phecy ceased  entirely.  The  stjcieties  declined  more  and  more  from  that 
time,  both  internally  and  externally,  until  the  revival  of  religious  life 
in  the  I9th  century,  when  they  also  were  revived.  "Instruments" 
again  made  their  appearance,  and  those  who  were  awakened  by  them 
were  newly  organized.  The  refusal  of  governments  to  tolerate  them, 
however,  compelled  the  greater  part  of  them  to  emigrate  to  America. 

3.  John  Conrad  Dippel,  theologian,  physician,  and  alchymist,  disco- 
verer of  Prussian-blue  and  of  the  Oleum  Dippelii,  occupied  a  peculiar 
position  among  the  Separatists  of  this  period.  lie  was  at  first  an  or- 
thodox opponent  of  Pietism,  then  aroused  by  Oottfr.  Arnold  he  became 
a  champion  of  Pietism,  and  advanced  to  Separatism.  Since  1G97  he 
appeared  under  the  name  Christianus  Democritus  (orthodoxia  ortho- 
dffiorum,  oder  die  ve-kehrte  Wahrh.  u.  d.  wahrh.  LUgen  d.  s.  g.  Lu- 


N£Vr    SECTS    AND    fANATIGS.  278 

theraner ;  Papism  us  Protestantium  vapulans  od.  d.  gestiiupte  Papstth. 
an  d.  blinden  Verfechtern  blinden  Menschensatz. ;.  Fatum  fatuum,  i.  e. 
foolish  necessity,  etc.)  in  a  mocking  spirit  as  tlie  opponent  of  all  ex- 
ternally orthodox  Christianity,  mixing  mysticism  and  rationalism  in  a 
remarkable  manner,  and  yet  not  without  Christian  depth  and  expe- 
rience. Persecuted,  banished,  and  imprisoned  everywhere,  he  roamed 
over  Germany,  the  Netherlands,  Denmark,  and  Sweden,  and  finally 
found  a  permanent  refuge  at  the  court  of  Casimir  in  Berleburg  (1729-- 
34).  Here  he  came  into  contact  with  the  Inspirationists,  who  offered 
everything  to  gain  him,  but  he  declared  that  he  would  rather  submit 
to  the  devil  than  to  this  Spirit  of  God.  He  was  most  intimately  assu- 
ciated  with  Zinzendorf  for  a  time,  but  later  he  also  assailed  him  with 
the  bitterest  sarcasm.  He  died  in  1734,  at  the  castle  of  Wittgenstein. 
His  writings  are  collected  under  the  title :  Eroffneter  Weg  zum  Frieden 
mit  Gott  und  aller  Creaturen.  Berleb.  1747,  3  Bde.  4to.  (Cf.  W, 
Klose  in  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1851,  III.  and  K,  Buchner  in  Raumer's 
histor.  Taschenbuch,  1857.) 

4.  Hypocritical  and  Criminal  Separatistic  Sects.  —  Whilst  the  Sepa- 
ratists and  the  inspired  ones  of  this  period  preserved  their  moral  life 
pure  in  general,  some  of  their  societies  degenerated  into  the  most  scan- 
dalous debauchery.  The  most  shameless  of  all  was  the  Buitlar  Sect, 
founded  by  Eva  von  Buttlar^  at  Allendorf  in  Hesse,  1702.  Having 
been  expelled  from  here  within  6  weeks,  the  sect  carried  on  its  criminal 
proceedings  at  many  other  places,  whither  it  emigrated.  Eva  was 
honored  as  the  door  of  Paradise,  as  the  New  Jerusalem,  as  the  Mother 
of  us  all,  as  the  Sophia  come  down  from  heaven,  the  new  Eve  and  the 
incarnation  of  the  Holy  Spirit.  God  the  Father  was  incarnate  in  the 
candidate  Winter,  and  God  the  Son  in  her  youthful  paramour  Appen- 
feller.  Marriage  was  declared  to  be  sinful ;  sensual  lust  must  be  put 
to  death  in  spiritual  communion,  then  carnal  communion  is  also  holy. 
Eva  lived  in  the  most  shameful  harlotry  with  all  the  men  of  the  sect; 
likewise  the  other  women  belonging  to  it,  in  whom  the  ovary  had  been 
crushed  in  Satanic  foresight.  At  Sasmannshausen  in  Wittgenstein, 
where  their  secret  worship  had  been  watched,  they  were  threatened 
with  punishment,  but  escaped.  In  Cologne  they  connected  themselves 
with  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  At  LUde,  near  Pyrmont,  their 
criminal  madness  reached  its  highest  point.  Winter  was  condemned 
to  death,  but  ha<l  his  punishment  commuted  to  scourging  (1706).  Eva 
escaped  the  same  punishment  by  flight,  and  carried  on  her  scandalous 
conduct  for  some  years  longer,  but  with  more  prudence.  (Cf.  E.  F, 
Keller,  in  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.  1845,  IV.  and  M.  Gobel,  Gesch.  d.  chr, 
Lebeiis  II.  778  fl*.).  —  Of  a  similar  character  was  the  Bordehim  Sect, 
founded  by  the  licentiate  David  Bar,  at  Bordelum  near  Flensburg, 
about  1739,  and  the  Briiggehr  Sect  at  Brdggelu,  in  the  canton  of  Berne, 
where  the  two  brothers  Kohler  announced  themselves  to  be  the  two 
witnesses  mentioned  in  Rev.  ii.  (1748). — The  sect  of  the  Zionitea  at  R)d»« 
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dorf  in  the  duchy  of  Berg  also  belongs  here.  Elias  EUer,  overseer  of 
a  manufactory  at  Elberfield,  being  religiously  excited  by  reading  all 
kinds  of  my«tic  and  theological  writings,  married  in  1725  an  elderly, 
rich  widow;  but  he  soon  found  greater  pleasure  in  a  pretty  young 
maiden,  Anna  von  Buchel,  whom  he  drove  into  prophetic  ecstasy  by 
fanatical  excitement.  She  prophesied  the  approaching  dawn  bf  the 
millennium.  Eller  appointed  her  the  mother  of  Zion  (Rev.  12  :  1  ff.) 
and  himself  father  of  Zion,  while  he  assigned  his  wife  the  part  of  the 
harlot  of  Babylon.  When  the  latter  had  been  tormented  to  death  by 
jealousy  and  confinement,  he  married  Buchel,  and  founded,  with  his 
adherents,  Ronsdorf  (1737),  as  the  new  Zion.  The  colony  obtained 
the  privileges  of  a  town,  and  Eller  became  burgomaster.  When  Anna 
died  (1744),  Eller  gave  to  the  faithful  a  new  mother  of  Zion,  and  be- 
came more  insane  in  his  deception  and  tyranny.  At  length,  after  long 
infatuation,  the  eyes  of  the  Reformed  preacher  Schleiennacher  (the 
grandfather  of  the  celebrated  Frederick  Daniel  S.)  were  opened.  He 
escaped,  by  flight  to  the  Netherlands,  the  fate  of  another  apostle,  who, 
at  Eller's  instigation,  had  been  condemned  to  death  as  a  sorcerer  at 
Dusseldorf.  Eller  was  able  to  ward  off  every  complaint  against  him- 
self by  bribery  at  the  court.  The  sect  was  led  for  a  time  after  his  death 
(1750)  by  his  step-son.  (Cf.  F.  W.  Krug^  krit.  Gesch.  d.  Schwarmerei 
in  Qroszherxogth.  Berg.  Elbf.  1851,  p.  64,  ff.) 

5.  Sictdenborgianism,  (Cf.  /.  A,  Mbhler^  li.  d.  Lehre  Sw/s ;  in  the 
tabg.  Quartalschr.  1830,  IV. — J.  G.  Vaihinger^  d.  Swedenborgianism^ 
nebst  d.  Katech.  d.  neuen  K.  Tiibg.  1843. —  C.  F.  Kanz^  E.  Sw.  d.  nord. 
Sehcr.  Sohw.  Hall.  2.  Q.  1850. — Imm.  TaffL  Samml.  v.  Urkunden  et 
TUl.g.  1839,  ff.  3  Abth.— rA<f  9nme,  Verglefoh.  Darstell.  d.  Lehrgcg:en8. 
d.  Kath.  u.  Pri»t.,  zugleich  Darstell.  d.  Unterscheidungslehre  Sw.*9. 
Tub*:.  1835.)  —  Immanutl  von  Stredtuborg,  sou  of  the  Lutheran  bishop 
of  West  Gv»thland.  7<\*/xt  StcedU^rg  ^if.  Rudclbaoh's  chr.  Biogr.  L 
293,  ff.),  and  councillor  in  the  Bergwerks  o«>llejpe  at  St«»ckh  »lm,  was  a 
man  of  comprehensive  learning  in  the  natural  sciences,  and  of  specu- 
lative talents.  After  long  investigation  into  the  mysteries  of  nature, 
he  fell  into  magnetic  eostaiie  states,  in  which.  si>nieiimes  tninsj^Kirted 
to  heaven.  s<»meiimes  to  hell,  he  had  intercourse  wiiii  spirits.  In  1734 
he  came  to  the  conviction  that  he  wa-*  callel  bv  sueh  revelations  to  re- 
form  de:;enen\te  Christianitv  to  a  Churrh  «>r'  tk^  X<-tr  J':ru^a!cm  as  the 
cv»mpletion  of  all  churchdom.  The  ap«x*alyptic  revelations,  which  he 
imagined  he  rei^^ivini.  he  designate*!  a*  a  new  g>s|H^l.  Aftf^r  hi«  death 
(1772)  hi*  writings  were  colKvteii  and  publishel  by  his  di?oiples :  and 
in  17SS  they  farmed  themselves  inti*  ivngregat-  ^n«  in  Swe«len  and 
England.  The  new  chuich  l»egan  in  the  19th  century  to  spread  in  a 
threatening  manner.  In  addition  to  Swe»ien.  Entrland.  and  North 
Ameriv*a,  it  alsi>  has  manv  warm  .ind  r.ealous  adherents  in  Germanv, 
•shiefly  in  Wiirtemln^rg.  Hen*  already  since  17»Vi  the  pnplate  OffiV/^r 
^leti  attention  to  Swedenborg's  revelations,  and  took  up  many  of  their 


NEW    SECTS    AND    FANATICS.  27ft 

elements  into  his  otvq  profound  theosophj.  Lately  the  pr«  curator 
Ludw,  Hofacker^  and  especially  the  librarian  Tafel,  have  beei.  active 
in  propagating  the  new  church,  partly  by  their  own  writings,  f*nd 
partly  by  publishing  and  translating  Swedenborg's  works.  A  general 
conference  of  the  church  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  published  a 
confession  of  faith  and  a  catechism  in  1828.  Swedenborg's  religiou* 
system  was  a  speculative  mysticism  with  a  physical  foundation  and 
rationalizing  tendency.  For  him  the  object  of  religion  is  the  opening 
of  an  intimate  correspondence  between  the  spirit  and  human  world, 
and  the  penetrating  into  the  mysteries  of  connection  between  both. 
The  Bible  (although  with  the  exclusion  of  the  Apostolic  Epistles  as 
mere  explanatory  treatises),  above  all  the  Apocalypse,  was  the  word 
of  God  for  him,  although  he  despised  the  letter,  and  only  acknowledged 
the  validity  of  the  spirit  or  inner  sense.  There  is  not  one  of  the  fun- 
damental orthodox  doctrines  which  he  either  did  not  reject  or  ration- 
alize. He  rejected  the  orthodox  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  in  the  strongest 
terms.  According  to  him,  God  is  only  one  person,  and  this  one  God- 
head is  Christ,  who  manifests  himself  in  a  three-fold  form :  the  Father 
is  the  principle  of  the  manifesting  God,  the  Son  the  form,  the  Spirit 
the  activity  of  the  manifested  God.  The  design  of  the  manifestation 
of  Christ  is  the  union  of  the  human  and  divine ;  redemption  is  nothing 
more  than  the  fighting  with  and  overcoming  hellish  spirits.  Angels 
and  devils  are  the  spirits  of  departed  men,  either  in  a  state  of  bliss  or 
of  despair.  There  is  no  resurrection  of  the  dead,  but  the  spiritual  form 
of  the  body  continues  to  exist  after  death.  The  second  coming  of 
Christ  is  not  to  be  personal  and  visible,  but  spiritual  by  means  of  the 
revelation  of  the  spiritual  sense  of  the  Scriptures,  whereby  the  church 
of  the  New  Jerusalem  is  founded. 

0.  New  Bapiisfic  Sects. — In  1708  there  were  also  Anabaptists  (IVit»- 
kers)  in  Wetteraw,  but,  finding  little  sympathy  and  much  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  their  progress  here,  they  for  the  most  part  emigrated  in 
1714  to  North  America,  and  founded  several  colonies  here  (German- 
town  and  Ephrata),  which  yet  number  about  40,000  souls.  From  the 
Baptists,  who  emigrated  from  England,  proceeded  the  Christians  (now 
aVnit  300,000  souls),  who,  rejecting  every  Christian  party-name  (almost 
like  1  Cor.  1  :  12),  also  reduced  the  Christian  faith  to  a  minimum.  The 
Baptists,  since  the  middle  of  the  18th  century,  also  emigrated  to  Scot- 
land, where  the  brothers  Ualdane  founded  the  baptistic  sect  of  the 
Haldanites  (**Apostolic  Church"),  who  likewise  distinguished  them- 
selves by  great  indiff'erence  towards  doctrines  and  the  ministry,  but 
also  by  great  energy  in  practical  life. 

7.  New  Quaker  Sects.  —  The  Jumpers ^  who  appeared  in  Cornwallia 
about  1760,  were  in  principle  at  least  related  to  the  Quakers.  Appeal- 
ing to  David's  dancing  before  the  ark  of  the  covenant,  they  professed 
to  give  evidence  of  being  possessed  by  the  Spirit  by  convulsive  leaping 
%nd  dancing,  connected  with  a  kind  of  barking  (whence  tli^j  are  abio 
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calUd  liarJcers).  The  sect  emigrated  to  North  America,  where  thert 
still  are  some  adherents.  A  somewhat  similar  sect  are  the  ShakerM 
Its  founder  was  Anna  Lee  (ob.  1782).  She  professed  to  be  the  bride  of 
the  Lamb,  but  died  without  giving  birth  to  the  promised  Messiah. 
Nevertheless,  this  sect  exists  to  the  present  day  in  several  villages  on 
the  Hudson  river.  Its  adherents  live  in  celibacy  and  community  of 
goods.  They  derive  their  name  from  the  manner  in  which  they  move 
their  bodies  at  their  meetings,  which  often  extends  to  exhaustive 
dancing  and  jumping,  which  is  regarded  as  a  symbol  partly  of  trem- 
bling at  the  anger  of  God,  partly  of  joy  on  account  of  salvation  through 
Christ. 

8.  In  contrast  with  the  general  apostacy  from  the  rigid  orthodoxy 
of  Dort  in  the  Netherlands,  was  the  increase  of  the  sect  of  the  Hebrews, 
which  traced  its  origin  (alx)ut  1730)  to  a  certain  Mirgam  Vos  and  a 
licentiate  Verschoorcn^  and  run  the  doctrine  of  predestination  to  the 
affirmation,  that  an  elect  person  could  not  sin,  but  a  non-elecc  one  could 
only  sin.  They  derived  their  name  from  the  circumstance,  that  they 
declared  it  to  be  the  indispensable  duty  of  all  true  Christians  to  read 
the  word  of  God  in  the  original  languages.  Another  sect,  that  of  the 
Hatiemiists^  adherents  of  the  Dutch  preacher  Pontiaan  van  HaUem^ 
who  was  deposed  in  1740,  are  said  to  have  drawn  from  the  doctrine  of 
predestination  the  conclusion,  that  sin,  because  it  was  predestined  by 
Qod,  was  only  sin  in  the  imagination  of  men,  and  that  Christ  delivered 
men  from  this  imagination  (Acta  ecclst.  Weim.  IT.  1060  ff.) 

J  50.  THE  THEOLOGY  AND  LITERATURE  OF  THE  PERIOD 

OF  ILLL'MIXATIOX. 

Cf.  /-,.  Xoark,  die  Freidenkor  in  d.  Relig.  Bd.  III.  Die  Deutsche 
Aufkliining.  Berne.  iJvJj. — F,  Hiaiiobfr'fzky  and  F.  Samler.das  Aufkom- 
men  u.  Sinken  d.  Rati-malism.  in  Dout^*hl. :  nach  d.  Engl.  d.  E.  B. 
Piisrt/  hoarb.  Ell)f.  182*,^ — Chr.  G.  Ficker.  krit.  Gesch.  d.  Rationalism, 
in  IVutschl. ;  nach  d.  Franz,  d.  Amawi  Sainies  bearb.  Lpz.  1847. — K. 
F,  A.  K<ihni.<,  d.  innere  Ganix  d.  deut^'h.  Pn^testsm.  seit  der  Mitte  d. 
v,«r  .Tahrli.  L^v..  1*^54.  —  A.  Th"hirk,  Abrisi  e.  Gesoh.  d.  Umwjilz..  die 
s.  17">«^,  anf.  d.  Gobiote  d.  Tho'L  in  Deutschl.  stattgef. :  in  his  miscel- 
lan'^ni-i  work<  Bd.  II.  Hamb.  ISriO. — /.  .-1.  H.  Titfm^inn,  prazm.  Gesoh. 
d.  T!)»v  1.  u.  Rt-1.  in  d.  pr.»t.  K.  seit  17-^^.  Lpi.  l'^24.— A'.  F.  Sfdudlin, 
(ie<»*h.  d.  Rati.^nalism.  u.  Supranaturalism.     Gotig.  18*26. 

Sinoo  the  middle  of  this  centnrv.  EncHsh  deistic  unbelief 
having  already  outlivetl  itself,  illumination  under  the  name  of 
R'i*io'wJi8m  oToiM  into  the  Protestant  tbe'"»locv  of  the  continent, 
espei'ially  of  G*'rman*j.  There  proceeded,  it  is  true,  ont  of  the 
asriraTion  of*  the  pietistic  controversies,  a  tbeolosry  (§  46"^  which, 
DTerconiing  as  well  the  rigid  objectiTism  of  orthodoxy  as  the 
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weak  subjectivism  of  Pietism,  savinp^,  however,  from  the  former 
a  firm  basis  and  wholesome  moderation,  from  the  latter  religions 
inwardness  and  freedom,  was  in  itself  able  and  worthy  to  inherit 
and  control  the  future  of  the  church.  But  this  inheritance,  to 
the  possession  of  which  it  seemed  to  be  called,  was  taken  from 
it  by  the  theology  of  illumination.  It  was  yet  too  immature  and 
unfinished,  its  representatives  and  champions  were  too  few  and 
scattered,  to  be  able  to  resist  successfully  as  a  solid  phalanx  the 
Btorm  of  illumination.  The  storm  came  from  abroad,  but  it  was 
invested  with  the  mighty  power  of  the  spirit  of  the  age,  and  it 
found  a  dissolution  and  agitation  going  on  within,  which  brought 
sympathies  and  allies  to  it  from  all  sides,  and  promoted  the 
transition  of  the  one  extreme  into  the  other.  Arminian  Pela- 
gianisni,  possessing  brilliant  learning  (Clericus,  Wetstein),  Eng- 
lish Deitijn,  circulated  by  translations  and  refutations,  and  French 
NcUuralism,  introduced  by  a  great  and  generally  admired  king, 
were  the  assailing  powers  from  without.  The  Free-Mason 
Lodges  also,  which  had  been  transplanted  to  Germany  from 
England  in  1733,  mightily  opposed  illumination  in  their  endeavor 
to  realize  a  moral,  practical,  universal  religion.  And  there  was 
within  especially  the  Wulfian  philosophy,  popular  philosophy,  and 
Pietism,  with  its  step-brother  Separatism,  which  directly  made 
the  ground  productive  for  the  growth  of  Rationalism.  Ortho- 
doxism,  on  account  of  the  secondary  effects,  which  survived  it, 
can  also  be  reckoned  among  the  accessories.  German  Rational- 
ism, however,  is  essentially  different  from  Deism  and  Naturalism 
in  this,  that  it  does  not,  like  these,  altogether  reject  the  Bible 
and  the  Church,  but,  rather  adhering  to  both,  supposes  that  it 
has  presented  their  un perishable  substance  in  its  rational  religion, 
purified  from  accommodation  and  the  ideas  of  the  age ;  and  it 
has,  therefore,  retained  the  Bible  as  an  indispensable  record  of 
religion,  and  the  Church  as  a  wholesome  institution  of  religion. 
Nevertheless,  Rationalism,  during  the  whole  period  of  its  domi- 
nion, was  opposed  by  a  Supranaturalism,  that  held  fast  to  re- 
vealed religion.  It  was  a  dilution  of  the  old  faith  of  the  Church, 
effected  by  the  water  of  illumination.  The  reaction  which  it 
caused  was  consequently  from  the  beginning  weak  and  feeble. 
The  power  of  the  vulgar  Rationalism  of  that  day,  meanwhile, 
lay  not  in  itself,  but  in  the  allies  which  it  had  in  the  hollowness 
and  superficiality  of  the  spirit  of  the  age.  Because  now  the 
philosophy  and  especially  the  national  literature  of  the  Germani 
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began  to  wage  a  successful  warfare  against  this  superficialitj, 
they  in  a  certain  degree  obtained  the  significance  oi  a  school* 
master  to  Christ,  although  they  were  in  themselves  for  the  most 
part  indifferent,  even  hostile  to  Christianity. 

1.  The  English  Deists,  (Cf.  J  43,  2.)  — Deism  entered  upon  a  new 
stage  of  its  development  with  Locke*3  Philosophy  (|  43,  1).  It  was 
henceforth  the  basis  of  its  reasoning.  The  most  important  Deists  of 
this  period  are :  John  Tolandy  an  Irishman,  first  a .  Roman  Catholic, 
then  Arminian  {ob.  1722),  (Christianity  not  mysterious ;  Nazarenus, 
or  Jewish,  Gentile,  and  Mahometan  Christianity,  etc.) ;  the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury  (ob.  1713),  (Characteristics  of  men,  manners,  opinions, 
times) ;  Anthony  Collins^  justice  of  the  peace  in  the  county  of  Essex, 
and  as  such  highly  esteemed  (ob.  1729),  (Priestcraft  in  perfection,  or  a 
detection  of  the  fraud,  etc.,  A  discourse  of  free-thinking,  et  al.) ;  Tho- 
mas Woolsto7iy  fellow  of  Cambridge  (o6.  1733,  in  prison),  (A  discourse 
on  the  miracles  of  our  Saviour) ;  Sernh,  v.  Mandeville  from  Dort,  phy- 
sician in  London  (ob.  1733),  (Free  thoughts  on  Religion) ;  Matthew 
Tindal,  professor  of  law  at  Oxford  (ob.  1733),  (Christianity  as  old  as 
the  Creation) ;  Thomas  Morgan j  Nonconformist  preacher,  deposed  as 
an  Arian,  then  physician  (ob.  1743),  (The  moral  philosopher) ;  Thomas 
Chubby  glove-maker  and  tallow-chandler  at  Salisbury  (ob.  1747),  popu- 
larizing compiler,  (The  true  gospel  of  Jesus  Christ) ;  Henry,  Vufcouni 
Bolingbroke,  high  civil  officer,  charged  with  high-treason  and  pardoned 
(ob.  1751),  (Philosophical  works). — Deism  never  found  favor  among 
the  people,  and  an  attempt  was  not  once  made  to  organize  a  congrega- 
tion. The  following  of  the  numerous  opponents  of  Deism  are  worthy 
of  special  mention:  Thomas  Sherlock^  IJishop  of  London  {ob.  1761); 
Edward  Chandler,  Bishop  of  Durham  (ob.  1750) ;  John  Jjcland,  Pres- 
byterian preacher  in  Dublin  (ob.  1766) ;  William  Warburion,  Bishop 
of  Gloucester  (ob.  1779)  ;  Kath.  Xanf/j^rr,  Dissenting  preacher  (ob,  1768). 
— The  celebrated  historian  and  skeptic,  David  Hume,  librarian  in  Edin- 
burg  (ob.  1776),  may  yet  be  added  to  the  Deists  as  an  opponent  of  posi- 
tive Christianity  (Treatise  upon  human  nature  ;  Essays,  moral,  political, 
and  literary;  Enquiry  concerning  the  human  understanding;  Natural 
history  of  religion  ;  Dialogues  concerning  natural  religion). 

2.  The  Forerunners  of  German  Illumination.  —  We  have  already 
learned  to  know  Knntzen  (§  43,  2)  and  Dippel  (J  49,  3)  as  such.  In 
their  footsteps  walked  John  Christian  Edelmann,  a  vagabondizing 
licentiate  of  theol«)gy  of  Weissenfels  (ob.  1767),  who,  since  1735, 
hawked  about  a  multitude  of  fanatical  works,  written  in  rude  and  low, 
but  p(»werful  language,  full  of  glowing  wrath  and  scoffing  wit  against 
all  positive  Christianity.  He  passed  from  one  Christian  sect  to  another, 
but  found  in  none  what  he  sought.  In  1741  he  accepted  an  invitation 
from  ZinzendorJ]  who  at  the  same  time  furnished  him  with  travelling 
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money,  and  lived  fora  time  in  his  family.  Then  he  connected  himself  with 
the  Berleburg  Separatists  ("because  they  recognized  baptism  and  the 
Lord's  Supper,"  the  abominations  of  the  Church),  and  assisted  on  the 
commentary,  although  Haug  had  greatly  to  change  his  elaborations,  in 
order  to  use  them.  This,  and  his  contempt  for  prayer,  ruptured  the 
bond  of  union.  After  that  he  wandered  over  the  whole  of  Germany. 
Ue  regarded  himself  as  being  a  favorite  of  providence,  at  least  as  a 
second  Luther.  He  pronounced  Christianity  to  be  the  most  irrational 
and  absurd  of  all  religions ;  Church  history  a  conglomerate  of  immo- 
rality, lies,  hypocrisy,  and  fanaticism ;  the  prophets  and  apostles  bed- 
lamites ;  and  Christ  was  not  even  an  example  and  teacher.  The  world 
needs  only  one  salvation,  viz.,  salvation  from  Christianity.  Providence, 
virtue,  and  immortality  (the  latter  established  by  manifestation  of 
spirits),  are  the  only  objects  of  religion.  Ilis  writings  made  a  great 
noise  (Unschuldige  Wahrheiten ;  Bereitete  Schlage  auf  der  Narren 
RUcken ;  Moses  mit  aufgedecktem  Angesicht  von  zwei  ungleichen 
BrUdern,  Lichtlieb  und  Blindlieb,  beschauet ;  Christus  and  Belial,  et 
al.),  and  called  forth  an  incredible  number  of  counter-treatises,  of 
which  Trinius  mentions  not  loss  than  16G  in  the  Freidenker  lexicon. 
(Cf.  /.  H.  l^-aije.  Hist.  Nachr.  v.  J.  Chr.  Edelmann,  2.  A.  Ilamh.  1755. 
Edelmann's  Selb^t-biographie,  herausg.  v.  C.  W.  Klose,  Berl.  1840, 
and  also  Ev.  K.  Z.  1851,  No.  31,  ff.)  To  the  forerunners  of  illumina- 
tion  belongs  also  the  private  tutor  Lorem  Schmidt  of  Wertheim  in 
Baden,  a  pupil  of  the  philosopher  Wolf  (?  46,  2),  (oh.  1749).  He  is 
the  author  of  the  notoriour  Wertheim  translation  of  the  Bible  (First 
part,  containing  the  laws  of  the  Israelites,  Werth.  1735),  which  para- 
phrases the  language  of  the  Bible,  and  thereby  eviscerat^js  all  positive 
Christianity.  His  book  was  confiscated  by  the  supreme  court  of  the 
empire,  and  he  was  punished  with  severe  imprisonment. 

3.  Illumination  in  Germany  since  1750.  —  Hostility  to  all  positive 
Christianity  spread  from  England  and  France  also  over  Germany.  The 
writings  of  the  English  Deists  were  translated  and  refuted,  but  mostly 
in  so  weak  a  manner,  that  the  refutation  accomplished  the  opposite  of 
what  it  designed.  Whilst  English  Deism  with  its  apparent  profound- 
ness found  favor  with  the  learned,  the  poison  of  frivolous  French  Na- 
turalism tainted  the  higher  classes.  Prussia's  great  king,  Frederick  \l, 
(1740-86),  who  surrounded  himself  with  French  free-thinkers  (Vol- 
taire, D'Argens,  Le  Mettrie,  etc.),  contributed  largely  to  the  spread  of 
unbelief.  He  desired,  that  in  his  states  every  one  should  be  saved 
according  to  his  own  fashion,  in  which  desire  he  was  also  in  earnest, 
although  his  personal  aversion  to  churchly  and  pietistic  piety  often 
misled  him  to  act  unjustly  and  severely,  as  ex.  gr.  when  he  inflicted 
upon  the  *' grumbler"  Francke  in  Halle,  who  opposed  the  visiting  of 
theatres  by  theological  students,  the  punishment  of  himself  visiting 
the  theatre,  and  of  obtaining  the  attestation  of  the  director  of  tho 
Iheatre  that  he  had  done  so.     Under  the  name  of  Germain  popular phir 
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losophy  (Mendelsschn,  Oarvtj  Eberhard,  Plaine^,  Steinhart,  etc.),  whiok 
proceeded  from  the  Wolfian  philosophy  emptied  of  its  Christian  coc 
tents,  a  bold,  superficial,  and  self-sufficient  reasoning  of  the  commor 
human  understanding  gave  itself  airs.  Basedow  became  the  reformei 
of  pedagogy  in  the  sense  of  illumination  (Philanthropia  in  Dessau, 
pUdagogisches  Elementarwcrk),  and  created  quite  a  furor  for  a  time 
by  the  charlatan  trumpeting  of  his  contributions;  although  Herder 
declared,  that  he  would  not  commit  calves,  to  say  nothing  of  human 
beings,  to  the  training  of  the  distingHi;sJied  pedagogue.  Basedow's 
most  distinguished  pupils  and  co-laborers  were  Salztnann  in  Schnep- 
fenthal  near  Gotha,  and  Campe  in  Braunschweig.  The  **Allgemeitte 
dentsche  Bihliothek"  (100  Bde.  17G5-92),  published  by  the  bookseller 
Nicolai  in  Berlin,  assumed  the  position  of  a  literary  inquisitorial 
tribunal  against  everything  noble  and  profound,  that  the  period  was 
still  able  to  produce,  and  branded  it  as  superstition  and  Jesuitism. 
Illumination  made  itself  felt  in  theology  under  the  name  of  Rationalism. 
Pietistic  Halle  cast  its  skin,  and  in  connection  with  Berlin  stood  at  the 
head  of  the  ilium  in  atory  movement.  Soon  numerous  heralds  of  the 
new  light  sprung  up  also  in  the  other  universities,  and  rationalizing 
pastors  arose  in  all  sections  of  Germany,  who  only  preached  about  a 
moral  reformation  of  man ;  also,  it  is  true,  on  Christmas,  about  tlie 
advantage  of  feeding  cattle  in  the  stable,  and  on  Easter  about  the 
tokens  of  apparent  death,  or  about  the  advantages  of  early  rising.  The 
old  liturgies  were  mutilateil  or  supplanted,  and  all  the  superficiality 
and  insipidity  of  the  period  were  called  into  requisition  to  eliminate 
the  old  faith  out  of  the  churchly  hymn-books,  and  to  smuggle  in,  in  the 
place  of  the  old  choice  hymns,  the  weakest  hymns  of  moral  reforma- 
tion. }Vilh.  Abraham  Ttfler,  provost  of  Berlin,  dccbireil  publicly,  that 
he  was  willing  to  reci>gnize  the  Jews  as  genuine  Christians,  on  the  basis 
of  thoir  faith  in  God,  virtue,  and  immortality.  AT.  Friedr.  Bahrdi, 
after  having  been  removed  from  various  spiritual  and  academical  offices 
on  account  of  his  immoral  conduct,  and  pn>scribed  by  the  the^^logians, 
g?ivo  the  people  as  tavern-keeper  in  Halle  the  lH}notit  of  his  wisdom, 
and  dicil  frvim  a  disgraceful  disease  (179*2).  The  Prussian  gov»*rnment, 
under  Frt  hrick  JVilham  11.,  attempted  in  vain  to  secure  to  the  church 
its  ultl  l»^;:al  basis  by  the  edict  co/i'^r/ii'm;  reJitjion  of  17S8.  by  which 
the  scvcre^^t  punishment  was  threatened  every  departure  in  doctrine 
and  preacliiuij  frv>m  the  ortluxiox  confessiims:  it  accomplished  nothing, 
with  all  its  ri;;i»r,  against  the  reigning  spirit  of  the  age  (only  one  depo- 
sition, that  >f  the  preacher  Schulz  at  Gielsdorf  near  Berlin,  an  old 
insolent  rationalist,  could  be  carried  into  effect),  and  Frederick  truiiam 
III.  ^1797-lv'<40)  suspended  the  eiiict  at  his  accession  to  the  throne,  C, 

4.  Transition  Th4roh^ji/. — It  was  f  mr  men,  especially,  who,  although 
.itill  adhering  to  the  faith  in  a  divine  revelation,  nevertheless  prepared 
the  way  for  the  admission  of  Rationalism  into  theology :  vii.,  Emetti 
«f  l^eipsi :  in  ex^'gesis  of  tb )  New  Teetameut^  Michaelis  of  GdttingeB 
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In  exegesis  )f  the  Old  Testament,  Scmler  of  ITalle  in  biblical  and  his- 
torical critijism,  Tollner  of  Frankfilrt-on-the-Oder  in  dogmatic  theo- 
logy. John  Aug.  Erneati  [oh.  1781),  since  1734  rector  of  the  Thoma»- 
school,  since  1742  Prof,  of  the  University  of  Leipsic,  and  there  the 
rival  and  antlpode  of  his  colleap^ue  Chr.  Aug.  Crusiu.9,  was  originally 
a  classical  philologist,  and  remained  such  also  as  professor  of  theology. 
His  Institutio  interpretis  N.  T.  (17G1)  laid  it  down  as  a  fundamental 
law  of  exegesis,  that  the  interpretation  of  the  Holy  Scriptures  was  to 
be  conducted  entirely  in  the  same  manner  as  the  interpretation  of  a 
profane  author.  But  it  holds  good  also  with  regard  to  classical  litera- 
ture, that  a  full  and  complete  understanding  of  an  author  can  only  be 
obtained  in  so  far  as  the  interpreter  possesses,  in  addition  to  the  neces- 
sary knowledge  of  the  language,  history,  and  age,  also  the  same  spirit 
in  which  the  author  thought  and  wrote.  And  because  Emesti  lacked 
the  conviction  of  this  necessitv,  his  biblical  hermeneutics  was  ration- 
alistic,  and  he  the  father  of  rationalistic  exegesis,  strongly  as  he  ad- 
hered still  to  the  idea  of  in.^piration  as  also  to  orthodox  doctrines. 
What  Emesti  was  in  regard  to  the  N.  T.,  that  John  David  Michatlis 
(son  of  the  pious  and  orthodox  Chr.  Bened.  M.),  since  1750  Prof,  at 
Gottingen  (oh.  1701),  became  in  regard  to  the  0.  T.  lie  acknowledged 
openly,  that  he  never  perceived  anything  of  the  testimonium  Sp.  e. 
internum  ;  and  he  based  his  demonstration  of  the  divinity  of  the  Scrip- 
tures alone  upon  external  evidences,  such  as  the  miracles,  prophesies, 
authenticity,  etc.,  a  web  which  unbelief  tore  to  pieces  with  ease.  No 
one  was  a  greater  master  than  he  in  the  art  of  substituting  his  own 
empty,  superficial,  and  conceited  spirit  for  that  of  the  sacred  authors, 
and  then  to  explain  it  at  great  length.  His  "  Mosaisches  Recht,"  6 
Bde.,  is  classic  in  this  view.  He  left  behind  82  works,  some  verv  volu- 
minous  (among  which  are:  Einl.  ins  N.  T. ;  Uebers.  des  A.  T.  mit 
Anm.  fiir  Ungelehrte,  13  Bde.  4to.  Orient,  und  exeg.  Biblioth.,  24 
Bde. :  Einl.  ins  A.  T.,  etc.)  John  Sal.  Semler^  a  pupil  of  Baumgarten, 
and  since  1751  Prof,  at  Halle  (oh.  1791),  wa,s  a  forerunner  of  Ration- 
alism in  a  still  greater  and  more  comprehensive  measure  than  Emesti 
fend  Michaelis.  Growing  up  under  the  influence  of  Hallean  Pietism, 
and  consequently  possessing  a  kind  of  religion  of  habit,  which  he  called 
his  private  religion,  and  of  which  he  could  never  rid  himself,  endowed 
with  uncommon  understanding  and  acuteness,  but  without  any  depth 
of  spirit,  he  acquired  an  immense  mass  of  chaotic  knowledge,  and  un- 
dermined, without  wishing  t^  touch  Christianity,  the  pillars  of  orthodox 
theoh)gy,  by  arbitrarily  disputing  the  genuineness  of  the  biblical  writ' 
ings  ('*Abhandlung  von  der  freien  Unters.  d.  Kanons")  ;  by  laying 
down  a  theory  of  inspiration  and  accommodation,  which  allowed  error, 
mistake,  and  well-meant  delusion  in  the  Scriptures ;  by  an  interpretar 
tion  which  disposed  of  everything  disagreeable  in  the  Now  Testament  as 
"Jewish  notions"  (ex.  gr.  Do  daamouiacis) ;  by  a  critical  treatment  of 
ehurch  and  dog*^atic  history  which  permitted  the  doctrine  of  th« 
67* 
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church  to  appear  as  a  result  of  misconception,  want  of  judgment,  and 
violence,  etc.  The  number  of  his  writings  amounts  to  151.  He  sowet! 
the  wind  and  reaped  a  whirlwind,  at  which  he  himself  trembled. 
Therefore  he  opposed  perse verin^jjly  the  appointment  of  Bahrdt  to 
Halle,  and  earnestly  combated  the  WolfenbUttler  Fraf/menf^y  written 
by  IteirnaruSj  Prof,  at  Hamburg  (ob,  17G5),  discovered  and  published 
(1774  and  1778)  in  the  Wolfenbiittler  library  as  manuscript  by  Lesaimj^ 
which  attributed  the  introduction  of  Christianity  to  bold  deception 
But  Semler  could  not  resist  the  storm,  and  he  died  broken-hearted,  just 
when  it  reached  its  height.  (Cf.  U,  Svhmidj  die  Theologie  Semler's. 
Erlg.  lSoS.)—JohH  Gottl.  Tbllner,  since  1756  Prof,  at  Frankflirt-on-the- 
Oder  (ob.  1774),  was  by  no  means  equal  to  the  beforenamed  in  learn- 
ing, influence,  and  authority ;  nevertheless,  he  is  worthy  of  a  place 
beside  them,  in  so  far  as  he  tirst  opened  the  way  for  the  introduction 
of  Rationalism  into  dogmatic  theology.  He  also  still  adhered  to  th« 
idea  of  revelation,  miracle,  and  prophecy,  but  he  also  contributed  the 
**  proof,  that  God  leads  men  to  happiness  already  by  the  revelation  of 
nature  ; "  the  revelation  of  Scripture  is  only  a  more  certain  and  perfect 
means  thereto.  He  investigated  further  **  the  divine  inspiration  of  the 
Scriptures,"  and  found  that  the  sacred  authors  thought  and  wrote 
without  any  special  divine  aid,  and  Gi/d  was  thereby  active  onlj  In  a 
way  not  to  be  more  particularly  defined.  Finally,  he  investigated  **  the 
active  obedience  of  Jesus  Christ,"  and  in  doing  so  he  gives  an  example 
of  how  orthodox  dogmas  are  to  be  set  aside. 

5.  Rationalistic  Theology. — From  the  schools  formed  by  these  men, 
especially  from  Semler's,  went  forth  crowds  of  Rationalists,  who, 
Rubsequent  to  1770,  occupied  almost  all  the  professors'  chairs  and 
pulpits  in  Protestant  Germany.  At  their  head  stands  Charles  Fred. 
Bahrdt  (since  1779  at  Halle,  ob.  1792),  who,  at  first  an  author  of  or- 
thodox text-books,  then  sinking  deeper  and  deeper  through  vanity, 
want  of  principle,  and  immorality,  and  walking  in  Elderman's  footr 
steps,  first  struck  the  shamelessly  bold  key  (Die  neuesten  Offenbarun- 
gen  Gotts,  4  Bde. ;  Briefe  Uber  die  Bebel  im  volkston,  5  Thle. :  Kir- 
chen-und  Ketzeralmanach ;  Selbstbragaophie,  etc.,  altogether  102 
works),  which  indeed  the  preacher  Charles  Venturini  of  Horndorf 
in  Braunschweig  (ob,  1807)  was  able  to  excel  (NatUrl.  Gesch.  d.  groszen 
Proph.  von  Nazareth,  3  Bde.)  Similar  to  them  was  the  orientalist 
J.  Will.  Fred.  Bezel,  since  18u2  Prof,  at  Dorpat,  at  the  t*ame  al^o  rum- 
distiller,  millwright,  and  inventor  of  building  clay-walls  by  stamping 
the  layers  {ob.  1829),  (81  works,  among  which:  Die  Bibel  mit  vollst. 
erkl.  Anm.,  12  Bde.)  In  contrast  with  these,  however,  the  majority 
of  the  Rationalists  endeavored  to  obtain  a  reputation  for  respectability 
in  life,  doctrines,  and  literary  productions.  Subsequent  to  1790  the 
Kantian  philosophy  exerted  an  important  and,  relatively,  also  an 
ennobling  influence  on  rationalistic  theology.  J.  Jacob  Griesbach 
(of  Jena,  1812)  contributed  much  of  importance  in  the  sphere  of  the 
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eriticism  o^  the  tsxt  of  the  New  Testament.  The  introduction  to  the 
N.  T.  was  jireparcd  ty  Charles  Alex.  v.  Hdnlein  of  Erlangen  (oh.  1829). 
Will.  Abr.  Teller  of  Berlin  contributed  a  dictionary  of  the  N.  T.  (5  A. 
1792),  which  inaugurated  the  fluperiicial  mode  of  treating  the  ideas  of 
the  N.  T.  (ex.  gr.  sanctification,  reformation,  regeneration,  resolution  td 
lead  a  lifTerent  life).  Following  his  example,  /.  Benj.  Koppe  of  Got^ 
tinf^n  (ob.  1791),  (N.  T.  grscce  e.  perpet.  illustr.  continued  by  H, 
neinrichs  and  Jyl,  Potty  6  Bde.)  and  /.  George  RosenmiiUer  of  Leipsifl 
(oh.  1815),  (Scholia  in  N.  T.,  6  Bde.),  interpreted  the  N.  T.  with  in- 
credible superficiality.  In  the  same  spirit,  /.  Chr,  Schluze  of  Giessen 
(oh.  1806),  (Scholia  in  V.  Y.),  and  Lorenz  Bauer  of  Heidelberg  (ol 
1806)  (Forts,  der  Scholia  v.  Schalze,  Einl.  ins  A.  T.,  Theol.  d.  A.  T  , 
Mythol.  d.  A.  u.  N.  T.,  Moral  d.  A.  T.,  Hebr.  Allerthlimer,  etc.\ 
labored  in  the  sphere  of  the  Old  Testament.  The  contributions  of  J. 
Gottfr.  Eichhorn  of  Gottingen  (oh.  1827),  Einl.  ins  A.  T.,  5  Bde. ;  Re- 
pertorium  fiir  bibl.  u.  morgenl.  Lit. ;  Bibl.  Urgesch.  fortges.  v.  J.  Pk, 
Gabler)  and  Leonh,  Bertholdt  of  Erlangen  (ob.  1822),  (Einl.  ins  A.  T., 
Comm.  z.  Daniel;  Dogmengesch.),  are  more  profound  and  respectable. 
The  rationalistic  stand-point  was  represented  in  Church  History  by  H, 
Ph,  Conrad  Henke  of  Helmstedt  (ob.  1807),  and  the  WUrtemberg  minis- 
ter of  state,  L.  Tim.  v.  Spiitler  (oh.  1810).  Rationalistic  doctrlaes  of 
faith  and  morals  were  spread  less  in  learned  and  scientific,  than  in 
popular  and  practical  works.  Sam.  Steinhart  of  FrankfUrt-on-the-Oder 
(oh.  1809),  wrote  and  defended  his  **  System  der  reinen  Philos.  od. 
GlUckseligkeitslehre  des  Christenthuras ;"  and  John  Aug.  Eberhard, 
Prof,  of  philosophy  at  Halle  (oh.  1800),  apotheosized  Socrates  and 
classic  heathenism  ("  Neue  Apologie  des  Socrates,"  2  Bde.),  in  the 
spirit  of  the  popular  philosophy.  The  acute  John  Henry  Tief/runk, 
Prof,  of  philosophy  at  Halle  (ob.  1837),  on  the  other  hand,  introduced 
Kantian  philosophy  with  its  rigid  categories  into  theology  (Einzig 
moglicher  Zweck  Jesu ;  Censur  d.  christl.  prot.  Lehrbegr.,  3  Bde. ; 
Die  MUndigk  in  d.  Rel.,  2  Bde.).  Jenisalem  of  Wolfenbuttel  (oh.  1789), 
Zollikoffer,  Ref.  preacher  in  Leipsic  (oh.  1784),  Spalding^  provost  at 
Berlin  (oh.  1804),  (Werth  der  Gefiihle  im  Christth. ;  Nutzbarkeit  d. 
Predigtamtes),  Fr.  Ad.  Sach  of  Berlin  (oh.  1817),  Marezoll  of  Jena 
(oh.  1828),  iJiffler  of  Gotha  (oh.  1816),  /.  G.  RoscnmuUer  of  Leipsic 
(oh.  1815),  Tohler  of  Zurich  [oh.  1808),  Aug.  Herm.  Niemeyer  (A.  H. 
Francke's  great-grandson).  Chancellor  in  Halle  (oh.  1828),  (Charak- 
teristik  d.  Bibel.,  5  Bde. ;  GumdsHtze  d.  Erzich.,  3  Bde. ;  Lehrb.  d. 
Rel.  fUr  gelehrte  Sehnlen.  18  A.  1843),  Hnfnagel  of  Erlangen  (oh. 
1830),  Jonath.  Schvdeioff  of  Ronneburg  (oh.  1843),  (kirchenreckl 
Schriften,  bes.  zur.  Vertheichgung  des  Collegialsystems),  etc.,  contri' 
buted  towards  the  spread  of  Rationalism  by  sermons  and  by  popula? 
doctrinal  and  devotional  works.     (Cf.  J  56,  2.) 

6.  A  theological  tendency,  abandoning  the  old  orthodoxy,  without, 
aowever,  resigning  itself  to  Rationalism,  maintained  itself  in  the  most 
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various  gradationH  between  both,  under  the  name  of  SupranaturalutM 
which  desired  still  to  preserve  faith  in  a  supei  natural  revelation.  Thir 
faith  was  certainly  of  a  very  weak  kind  among  many  so-called  supra- 
nnturalists ;  a  revelation  remained,  which  scarcely  revealed  anything 
that  was  not  already  known  to  reason.  But  in  addition  to  these,  a  not 
insignificant  number  of  worthy  men  also  labored,  who  were  really  in 
earnest  to  save  the  essential  truths  of  salvation  ;  but  it  is  characteristic 
of  almust  all  of  them,  that,  although  belonging  to  the  Lutheran  church, 
they  approximated  in  principle  at  least  to  the  Reformed  church  in  theii 
views  and  apprehensions  of  Scripture  and  of  the  Church.  The  most 
influential  and  able  fosterer  of  Supranaturalism  during  this  period 
was  the  university  of  Tubingen.  The  series  of  spiritless  supranatu- 
ralistic  dogmatists  is  opened  by  Morus  of  Leipsic  (oh.  1792),  (Epitome 
theol.  Christ.)  Les^i  of  Giittingen  (oh.  1797),  Dcklerlein of  Jena  (o6. 1792^, 
Seller  of  Erlangen,  and  Nosselt  of  Halle  (ob,  1807),  became  less  and 
less  spirited ;  the  latter  can  even  be  numbered  among  the  Rationalists. 
The  ablest  and  most  worthy  representatives  of  Supranaturalism,  who 
most  powerfully  and  successfully  resisted  the  current  of  the  age,  are 
Gotfl.  Christian  Slorr  of  Tubingen  (ob.  1805),  (Comm.  z.  Ilebraerbi. ; 
Zweok  d.  evang.  Gesch. ;  Apologie  d.  OfTb.  Joh. ;  Dootrina  christ.  pars 
theoretlca,  translated  by  C.  C.  Halt ;  Lehrb.  d.  chr.  Dogmatik.  1813. 
He  also  had  a  controversy  with  the  Konigsberg  philosopher ;  Annott, 
quondam  theol.  ad  phih)s.  Cantii  doctrinam  1793 — by  which  he  gained 
his  high  esteem);  G.  Christian  Knapp  of  Halle  (ob.  1825),  (Vorless. 
u.  d.  chr.  Glaubensl.,  published  by  Thilo;  Scripta  varii  argumenti, 
etc.),  and  Francis  Volkniar  Reinhard,  Prof,  at  Wittenberg,  chief  court- 
preacher  at  Dresden  [ob.  1812),  the  most  eloquent  preacher  of  this  age 
(System  (I.  chr.  moral,  5  Hdo. ;  A\»rsuch  U.  d.  Plan  Jesu  ;  Predigten, 
35  R(io. ;  GestUndnisso ;  Vorless.  U.  d.  Dogmatik).  In  a  sermon  on  the 
anniversary  of  the  Reformation  in  ISOO,  Ih'inhard  professed  his  adhe- 
sion to  the  Lutlieran  doctrine  of  justification,  with  such  decision,  that 
all  Germany  was  agitated  by  it,  cspoclally  as  a  ministerial  decree  held 
this  sonnon  up  a*'  a  model  for  all  the  preachers  of  Saxony.  Worthy 
of  all  honor  as  Apolotjists  are  the  great  mathematician  I^eonh.  Filler 
of  St.  IVtnrsburg  {ob.  1783),  (llottung  der  Offenbarung  gegen  die 
Einwiirfo  der  Froij^oistcr),  the  not  less  great  physiologist  Albr.  Holler 
of  Ziirich  (nb.  1777),  (Rrlefo  li.  d.  wlcht;  Wahrhh.  d.  OS*enb.,  Briefe  U. 
einige  EinwUrfe  nooh  lebendor  Frelgeister).  More  com])rehensive  and 
thorouii;li  were  the  contributions  of  the  theologians  Theod.  Christopher 
Lilienihal  of  Konigsberg  (ob.  1782),  (Die  gute  Sache  der  gottl.  Offb., 
10  Rdo.,  against  the  attacks  of  Deists) ;  John  Fred.  Klenker  of  Kiel 
(iih.  l.S'J7),  (Xeue  PrUfung  n.  Erklar.  d.  vorzUgl.  Beweire  fur  d.  Wahrh. 
d.  Christth..  3  Bde. ;  Ausf.  Unters.  d.  flrUnde  fiir  die  Echth.  u.  Glaub* 
wurdigk.  d.  schrifil.  Urk.  d.  Christth.,  5  Bde.;  Bibl.  Sympathien^ 
Dd.  Botrai'htt.  il.  d.  Berichte  d.  Evangelisten,  etc.),  and  Dan.  Joacfu 
Kbpp^n,  preacher  in  Mecklenburg  (Die  Bibel.  e.  Werk  d.  gJittl.  Welsh.) 
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The  zealous  preacher,  who  was  abused  beyond  all  measure,  John  Mdch* 
Gdtze,  chief  pastor  of  Hamburg  (06.  1786),  a  Ldscher  redivivus,  con« 
tended  for  the  palladium  of  Lutheran  orthodoxy  against  his  ration- 
alistic collea;;uei5.  a«:i;ain8t  the  theatre  as  a  school  for  the  German  peo- 
ple, against  Barth,  Basedow,  and  consorts,  against  the  Wolfenbllttler 
fragments,  against  Werther's  Sorrows,  etc.  His  polemics  were  not 
without  passion  and  malice,  and  in  spite  of  all  his  learning  he  was  by 
no  means  a  match  for  an  opponent  like  Lessing,  But  he  was  not  a 
blockhea<l.  pettifogger,  and  fanatic ;  this  is  evident  from  the  intimate 
friendship  which  existed  between  him  and  Lessing  for  many  years, 
before  the  occurrence  of  the  controversy.  Worthy  of  special  mention 
as  authors  in  the  sphere  of  Biblical  Ilisiory  are :  the  excellent  sur  er- 
intendent  John  Jar.oh  Ilcas  of  Zurich  (oh.  1828),  (Gesch.  d.  Israel,  vor 
d.  Zeiten  Jesu,  12  Bde. ;  LeV)ensgesch.  Jesu,  3  Bde. ;  Lchre  Jesu,  2 
Bde. ;  Gesch.  d.  Apostel,  3  Bde. ;  Vom  Reiche  Gottes,  2  Bde. ;  Keru 
d.  Lehre  vom  K.  Gs. ;  Briefe  U.  d.  Offenb.  Job.) ;  J.  Conr.  Ffenningerj 
deacon  at  Zurich  (06.  1792),  (JUdische  Briefe,  e.  Messiade  in  Prosa, 
12  Bde.) ;  Magn.  Fred.  Roos,  prelate  of  WUrtemberg  {ob.  1804),  (Einl. 
in  d.  bibl.  Gesch.  bis  auf  Abraham ;  Fusstapfen  d.  Glaubens  Abr.  in 
d.  Gesch.  d.  Patr.  u.  Proph.)  I^avaier  and  Herder  also  are  to  be  named 
here.  Supranaturalism  was  represented  in  the  sphere  of  Church  HiS' 
ioryhyithe  industrious  Jahn  Matth.  Schrockh  of  Wittenberg  (ob,  1808); 
the  profound  Christ.  Will.  Francis  Walch  of  Giittingen  (ob.  1784), 
(Vollst.  Hist.  d.  Papste ;  Hist.  d.  K.  Versammll.  ;  Hist.  d.  Ketzereien, 
11  Bde. ;  Neueste  Rel.  Gesch.  9  Bde.) ;  the  Kantian  Charles  Fred, 
Stdudlin  of  Giittingcn  (ob.  182G),  (Universalgesch.  d.  K. ;  Gesch.  d. 
Sittenlehre  Jesu,  4  Bde. ;  Gesch.  d.  theol.  Wissch.  s.  1500 ;  K.  G.  v. 
Groszbrit.,  2  Bde. ;  uianj'^  historical  monographs  on  the  oath,  prayer, 
conscience,  marriage,  friendship,  the  drama,  etc.), and  the  '*  Venerable" 
Gottl.  Jacob  Flanck  of  Gijttingen,  ob,  1833  (82  years  old),  a  leading 
representative  of  **  pragmatic"  historiography  (Gesch.  d.  Entsteh.,  d. 
Veranderungcn  u.  d.  Bildung  unseres  prot.  Lehrbegr.,  6  Bde. ;  Gesch. 
d.  Entst.  u.  Ausbild.  d.  chr.  kirchl.  Gesellschaftsverf.,  5  Bde. ;  Gesch. 
d.  Christth.  in  d.  Per.  sr.  Einfiihrung,  2  Bde.,  etc.)  The  Wurtemberg 
prelate  Fred.  Christopher  Odinger  (ob.  1782),  the  magus  of  the  South, 
occupied  a  quite  peculiar  position  (Theol.  ex  idea  vitai  deducta;  Etwaa 
Gauzes  vom  Evangelio,  on  Isaiah  40  ff. ;  Biblisch-emblemat.  Worter- 
buch  zum  N.  T.,  opposed  to  that  by  Teller;  Selbstbiogr.,  published  by 
Hamberger,  Stuttg.,  1845,  etc.).  He  was  a  disciple  of  Bengelj  deeply 
learned,  like  him,  in  the  Scriptures,  but  also  an  admirer  of  Jacob 
Biihrae,  and  even  not  opposed  to  Swedenborg's  ghost-seeing  revelations- 
But  notwithstanding  all  this,  he  is  still  deeply  rooted  in  Lutheran 
orthodoxy  with  his  biblical  realism  and  his  theosophy,  which  acknow- 
ledges corporeity  as  the  3nd  of  the  ways  of  God,  and  the  first  repre- 
sentative of  a  theology  :f  the  future,  which,  it  is  true,  in  its  develop- 
jcjnt  might  need  thoroi^h  purifying  and  close  sifting,  but  yet  might 
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be  adapted  to  represent,  in  its  fundamental  idea,  the  basis  for  the  fina^ 
true  reconciliation  of  Idealism  and  Realism.  (Cf.  C  A,  Auberlen,  die 
Theosophie  Oettinger's  nach  ihren  Grundziigen.  TUbg.  1848.)  (Cf. 
{  56,  3.) 

7.  German  Philosophy.  (Cf.  Erdmann,  s.  c.  J  163,  1. — H.  M,  Chaly- 
h&us,  hist.  Entw.  d.  spec.  Phil.  v.  Kant,  bis  Hegel.  3  A.  Dresd.  1843.— 
K,  BiedermaHn,  d.  deutsche  Phil,  von  Kant  bis  auf  unsoro  Zeit.  Lpz. 
1842,  2  Bdo.— C.  Fortlage,  Genet.  Gesch.  d.  Phil,  seit  Kant.  Lpz.  1852.) 
-—As  Locke  fills  the  interval  between  Bacon  and  Deism  and  Materialism, 
60  does  Christian  v.  Wolfd  46,  2)  constitute  the  centre  and  transition 
from  Leibnitz  to  popular  philosophy.  Immannel  Kant  of  Konigsberg 
(oh,  1804),  saved  philosophy  from  the  superficial  self-suflBciency  and 
quackery  of  the  latter,  and  led  it  upon  the  arena  of  a  mental  conflict, 
which  is  unparalleled  in  power,  energy,  extent,  and  continuance. 
Kant's  philosophy  ("Kritik  der  reinen  Vernunft,"  "Die  Religion  in- 
ncrhald  der  Grenzen  der  bloszen  Vernunft"),  stood  altogether  outside 
of  Christianity,  and  upon  the  same  ground  with  theological  Ration- 
alism. Nevertheless,  by  digging  deep  into  this  ground,  it  brought  out 
much  superior  ore,  of  whose  existence  vulgar  Rationalism  had  no  idea, 
and  became,  without  wishing  or  knowing  it,  a  schoolmaster  to  Christ 
in  manifold  ways.  Kant  demonstrated  the  impossibility  of  a  know- 
ledge of  supersenauous  things  by  means  of  the  pure  reason,  but  ac- 
knowledged the  ideas  of  God,  freedom,  and  immortality,  as  postulates 
of  the  practical  reason  (conscience)  and  as  the  principle  of  all  religion, 
whose  contents  was  alone  the  moral  law ;  Christianity  and  the  Bible, 
when  they  have  become  the  foundations  of  national  culture,  are  to  be 
retained,  but  must  be  made  efficient  by  moral  interpretation.  Whilst 
he  thus,  on  the  one  hand,  approached  the  sympathies  of  Rationalism, 
he  also,  on  the  other,  powerfully  opposed  its  superficiality  and  self- 
sufficiency,  as  it  came  to  him  in  the  form  of  popular  philosophy.  His 
sharp  criticism  of  pure  reason,  his  deep  knowledge  of  human  weakness 
and  depravity  revealed  in  his  doctrine  of  the  radical  ecH,  his  caicjorical 
imperative  of  the  moral  law,  were  well  a<lapte(l  to  produce  in  pn>found 
minds  a  despair  of  themselves,  a  disgust  with  the  hollowness  of  the 
age,  and  a  want  which  Christianity  ahme  could  fully  satisfy.  —  Fr.  H, 
Jacobi  {oh.  1819),  in  his  heart  a  Christian,  in  his  understanding  a  hea- 
then, led  religion  from  the  limits  of  abstract  reason  back  into  the 
depths  of  the  soul,  and  thus  awakened  a  positive  longing. — John  Gottl. 
Fichte  (oh.  18H)  transformed  Kantianism,  which  he  at  first  uncondi- 
tionally embraced,  into  an  idealistic  ^'theory  of  the  scietices,**  in  which 
only  the  Ego  appears  as  real, — but  the  Non-ego  attains  reality  through 
the  Ego,  and  thus  the  world  and  nature  are  only  important  as  the 
reflex  of  the  spirit.  But  when,  having  reached  atheism,  he  was  ex- 
pelled from  his  position  at  Jena,  a  spiritual  revolution  to.k  place  iu 
him,  which  led  him  away  from  the  brink  of  atheism  upon  the  way  of 
mysticism  nearer  to  Christianity.     In  his  *'Anweisung  zum  soligec 
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Leben"  (1800),  he  frees  religion  from  the  mere  service  of  morality, 
and  seeks  the  blessedness  of  life  in  the  loving  surrender  of  the  whole 
Boul  to  the  All-Spirit,  the  fullest  expression  of  vrhich  he  found  in  St, 
John's  gospel.  On  the  other  hand,  Pauline  Christianity,  with  its  fun- 
damental doctrines  of  sin  and  atonement,  appeared  to  hira  as  a  dege- 
neration, and  Christ  himself  as  the  most  perfect  representative  of  the 
incarnation  of  God,  which  is  repeated  in  all  ages  and  in  every  pious 
person. — Already  in  the  last  years  of  this  century,  SchelUng  came 
forward  with  his  philosophy  of  identity,  which  became  one  of  the  most 
powerful  agencies  in  creating  a  new  age.     (Cf.  i  53,  1.) 

8.  German  National  Literature.  (Cf  H,  GeheVj  d.  deutsche  poet. 
Liter,  seit  Klopstock  u.  Lessing,  nach  ihren  ethischen  u.  rel.  Gesiiht- 
spunkten.  2.  A.  Lpz.  1848,  f.) — When  the  loud  tones  of  the  evangelical 
hymn  were  about  to  expire  in  GellerVs  (oh.  1789)  pious  hymns,  Klop- 
iiock  appeared  {ob.  1803)  to  praise  the  Messiah  in  a  new  song.  But 
the  pathos  of  his  odes  had  no  effect,  and  his  Messiade,  as  mistaken  in 
form  as  in  contents,  had  the  fate  of  only  being  praised  and  not 
read.  Lessing  (ob.  1781)  did  not  wish  to  have  orthodoxy  cast  away, 
impure  as  it  was,  until  there  should  be  found  to  take  its  place 
8t>mething  better  than  the  new-fashioned  theology.  He  could 
only  see  a  patchwork  of  bunglers  and  half- philosophers  in  the 
new  system,  not  in  the  old  one ;  he  rather  declared  that  he 
knew  of  nothing  in  the  world,  on  which  human  acuteness  had  been 
more  exercised,  than  on  it.  It  vexed  him,  that  it  was  imagined  possi- 
ble to  suspend  the  weight  of  an  eternity  upon  the  thin  thread  of  ex- 
ternal evidences ;  and  therefore  it  was  a  pleasure  to  him  to  throw  the 
WolfenbUttler  fragments  at  the  heads  of  the  theologians,  and  to  cover 
the  chief  past<^)r  Gotze^  who  was  offended  at  it,  with  ridicule  and 
mockery  (**Antigotze").  In  his  **  Nathan"  he  permits,  in  an  almost 
perfidious  way,  Christianity  to  be  represented  by  a  stupid  zealot ; — as 
the  proper  solution  of  the  problem,  the  thought  gleams  through,  that 
in  the  end  all  three  of  the  rings  were  spurious.  In  another  work  he 
presents  revelation  from  the  stand-point  of  a  gradual,  progressive 
"training  of  the  humail  race,"  which  lost  its  significance  as  soon  as  it 
reached  its  end  ;  and  in  confidential  conversations  with  Jacobi  he  pro- 
fessed his  belief  in  Spinoza's  "Ev  xat  Hav.  Wieland  (ob.  1813)  was 
soon  transformed  from  a  youthful  zealot  for  orthodoxy  to  a  refined 
voluptuary  by  the  popular  philosophy.  Herder  (ob.  1803),  with  his 
enthusiasm  for  the  infinitely  deep  and  sublimely  poetic  contents  of  the 
Bible,  especially  of  the  Old  Testament,  exposed  at  least  the  lifelessne8<* 
and  insipidity  of  the  customary  treatment  of  the  Old  Testament. 
Goethe  (ob.  1832)  hated  thoroughly  the  vandalism  of  Neology,  took 
pleasure  in  the  "confessions  of  a  beautiful  soul,"  had,  in  his  early 
youth,  some  sympathy  for  the  Moravians,  but  believed,  in  the  ripeness 
of  his  manhood,  that  he  did  not  need  Christianity.  Schiller  (ob.  1805), 
enthusiastic  for  everything  that  was  noble,  beautiful,  and  g*  od,  never- 
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tlieless  disregarded  Christianity  and  insinuated  Kantian  Rationalism 
clothed  with  poetic  beauty  into  the  hearts  of  the  German  people.  Hit 
sorrow  on  account  of  the  destruction  of  the  mythology  of  old  Hellan, 
was,  consciously  or  otherwise,  less  in  contrast  with  Christianity  than 
with  the  poverty  of  Deism,  which  had  banished  the  living  God  of 
Christianity,  and  supplied  his  place  with  the  dead  laws  of  nature. 
And  ovon  if  he  was  earnest  in  supposing  that  he  was  able  from  reli- 
f^ious  feeling  to  profess  no  religion,  still  he  unconsciously  paid  homage 
to  Christianity  in  many  Christian  views.  JacobVs  mental  philosophy 
also  had  its  poetical  interpreters  in  Jean  Paul  (ob,  1825)  and  Hebel 
{ob,  182G),  in  whom  the  same  disunion  exists  between  the  pious  mind, 
which  felt  itself  irresistibly  drawn  towards  Christianity,  and  the  ciJd 
understanding,  which  turned  away  from  faith  and  towards  the  reign- 
ing unbelief.  /.  H>  Voss^  pi^tssessing  a  coarse  Dutch  rustic  constitution, 
delineates  in  his  Louisa  the  ideal  of  a  rationalistic  rural  pastor,  and 
persecuted  with  inquisitorial  severity  the  blockheads  and  bondmen. — 
But  by  the  side  of  these  worldlings,  and  as  much  respected  by  them 
as  they  were  insulted  and  slandered  by  the  heroes  of  the  '*  deutschen 
Bibliothek/'  stinnl  two  genuine  sons  of  Luther,  the  Wandsbecker  lies' 
«tfi^j/er  (Maiih,  Claudius,  ob,  1815,  cf.  ^f.  Ilfrbst,  M.  CL  d.  Wandsb. 
BiUe.  Gotha,  1857),  and  Hamann  {ob.  17S8}.  the  Magnus  of  the  North 
of  whom  Jean  Paul  says,  that  his  commas  are  planetary,  his  periods 
solar  systems  (cf.  C,  //.  GildaneUttr^  J.  G.  Uam.  d.  Mag.  d.  Xord^ 
Leb.  u.  Schrifton.  3  Bile.  Gotha.  1S57),  and  two  noble  s<>ns  of  the  Re- 
fbrmoil  Ohur\*h.  the  laWrious  JUtraUr  \ob.  IS^^lK  and  the  prayerful 
JuHit-StHiiuj  \^"b.  IS17L  Bosivles  these,  we  must  not  forget  the  cele- 
brntcvl  historian  7i«v*  )'•»*  yf-Ut^r  ,ob.  IS'K^',  who  reo«>gniied  Chrb:  as 
the  o^ntn?  of  all  ac^'s  iu  u  way  mv-re  pr\;»found  than  any  historian  be- 
fore him.     ^Of.  {  53.  3. 

{  51.  KOCLKSIASTICAL  LIFE  DrKIXG  THE  PERIOD  OF 

ILLUMINATION. 

The  oKl  church  fa:t':i.  iiie.\:rAh:!e.  had  s:ill  cjr:~ir  ih:>  period 
of  reiiT.'.ii.c  uiibe'ief  ::*  >evc:i  :h  u^a-jJ  wh-.^  hdd  a.^;  b:wed  their 
kv.ec>  bi!Vrv^  :hc  BaaI  :f  :he  >;^:r]:  o:  :he  a^re.  A  Lfjraiyr  and 
iv*i..i  ■  :  :^  r.*  lu  :i\is  ar.i  if:  ..:;•;.  are  r.  •:  ^  y  fir  :h^  ■>!.^r.  ihoacb 
iVc  n\  >:  .  rr.I'sin:  a::vi  V-t>:  kv.  ^xr.  ri-ve>  .^:'  :\e  fs'.'f:!  >:->  of 

t'-i*    l"^ ■"*  *  4     ♦-'i**^    *^''4.''-      -  •"   •■      .■.,-   ^-r-.-  -.-*••  ^-*.    C^  <*^ -.    -,»,•  ~Tv"^i»-J 

1  \v  :  h  e  ;^ •*:  i .* h t"  r  J  \-:  F'-:  :.  r  '* '-  -  *  i  -.  •'  W a M "  d .- b  Ki "r  :  *  :  a 
R  o  0  •*  !>:!•>.  *  r.  •  :<  >v*i:r.^>  >.:*v:i:  :>  '^  ;?  rt-i  ^t  ^^:n^ 
csVisi  A  n;.  :*-  !*  :he  Pr::^">:A  :  Cr.ur.h.  '  Fx^-*'  •>>-,'.•:  ~  Vj 
o"^.*^:a*.  *.^.-  r>  ex:er.dr-  :':.r:uc:.  ^■^'  vfirs.  flir4:e»i  r.i>  z:  rilir 
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ehorchlj  piety,  and  transformed  the  barren,  waste  Steinthal  into 
a  patriarchal  Paradise.  Among  the  supranaturaHstic  theologians 
there  were  also  many  who  adhered  in  their  hearts  to  the  old  faith, 
even  though  they  also  in  their  science  clothed  it  with  garments 
of  the  new  fashion.  The  flower  of  the  German  people  was  still 
rooted  in  biblical  and  churchly  Christianity.  Where  the  pulpit 
permitted  it  to  die  out,  there  they  derived  rich  spiritual  nourish- 
ment from  the  writings  of  the  fathers,  and  where  the  modern 
vandalism  of  Illumination  had  mutilated  and  diluted  the  churchly 
hymn-books,  there  the  old  choice  hymns  still  lived  in  the  hearts 
of  the  mothirs  and  fathers,  and  resounded  with  power  at  family 
worship,  and  a  Hippel  exemplified  in  his  "  Lebenslaiifen  "  their 
wonderful  power  in  the  life,  loving,  and  suffering  of  a  Christian. 
The  Morainan  Church  became  often  a  haven  of  safety  for  the 
educated,  who  were  more  exposed  to  danger.  The  common 
danger  also  united  pious  Roman  Catholics  and  pious  Protestants 
in  the  love  of  a  common  Saviour.  Thus  in  Miinster  a  circle  of 
the  noblest  souls  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  was  formed 
around  the  noble  princess  Oalizin  and  the  able  minister  Fiirsten- 
berg,  in  which  also  ex,  gr.  a  Hamann  with  his  genuine  Lutheran 
spirit  found  the  most  intimate  communion  and  the  warmest  recep- 
tion. Pestalozzi  {oh.  182Y)  appeared  already  in  1775  in  Swit- 
zerland to  rescue  the  science  of  teaching  from  the  superficiality 
of  Basedow,  reforming  the  national  school  in  a  spirit  that  was 
genuinely  popular,  and  at  least  not  hostile  to  Christianity. 

1.  The  Dilution  of  (he  Hymn-Books  and  Sacred  Poetry.  —  It  was 
Klopstock  who  opened  the  way  for  the  unparalleled  hymn-book  van- 
dalism of  this  period,  by  remodelling  29  old  church  hymns  (1758). 
He,  as  also  his  immediate  successors,  Cramer  and  J,  Ad.  Schlegely  only 
wished  to  improve  the  form,  i.  «.,  modernize  them,  which,  however, 
could  not  be  done  without  diluting  their  contents.  Their  numberless 
Buccessors  among  the  champions  of  Illumination  only  made  the  more 
thorough  havoc  both  with  contents  and  form.  General  superintendents, 
consistorial  counsellors,  and  court-preachers,  rivalled  each  other  in 
preparing  and  introducing  new  hymn-books,  with  diluted  old  and  still 
more  watery  new  hymns.  Every  town  had  its  own  and  peculiarly 
amended  hymn-book.  Meanwhile,  to  the  honor  of  the  German  people 
of  this  period,  especially  of  Wlirtemberg,  it  must  be  said,  that  they 
with  reluctance  permitted  the  old  treasure  of  their  hymn-books  to  be 
taken  from  them,  and  the  new  fabrications  to  be  forced  upon  them. 
Only  a  few  voices  from  the  educated  classes,  as  ex.  gr.  the  poet  Schu* 
iMrt^  were  raised  against  the  nui8ance>  but  thej  were  unheard.  -  As 
68 
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poor  as  the  spirit  of  Illumination  was  in  faith  and  in  poetry,  so  rich 
was  it,  nevertheless,  in  the  production  of  so-called  sacred  hymns. 
These  are  almost  entirely  of  a  moral  character,  and  where  a  well- 
meant  hymn  of  faith  appears,  it  bears  not  the  least  comparison  with 
the  hymns  of  the  16th  and  17th  centuries.  Abstraction,  dogmatic  tone, 
and  pathos,  are  the  substitutes  for  the  sublimity,  inwardness,  fresh- 
ness, and  nationality  of  the  old  hymns.  The  hymns  of  the  noble  and 
pious  Oelleri  are  by  far  the  best  contributed  by  this  period.  Klopsioek 
repudiated  Oellert's  doctrinal  Ume,  and  sought  to  awaken  and  stir  up 
religious  feeling.  On  the  other  hand,  he  lacked  popularity,  of  which 
Qellert  possessed  at  least  a  minimum.  Among  the  sacred  poets  who 
inherited  his  spirit,  Lavaier  is  the  most  able  and  Christian.  (Of. 
)  54,  8.) 

2.  Sacred  Mtisic,  —  Sacred  music  sunk  aUo  with  the  hymns  of  this 
period  to  the  lowest  degree  of  its  existence.  The  old  chorals  were 
recast  into  modern  forms,  by  which  they  altogether  lost  their  ancient 
power  and  beauty.  A  multitude  of  new,  unnational,  and  difficult  me- 
lodies, in  a  dry  pedantic  style,  appeared ;  the  last  trace  of  the  old 
rhythm  disappeared,  and  tedious,  heavy  monotony  gained  the  ascend- 
ency, by  which  all  sublimity  and  freshness  was  lost.  Preludes  and 
interludes  of  a  secular  character  were  introduced  as  substitutes.  An 
operatic  overture  generally  introduced  the  people  into  the  church ;  a 
march  or  a  waltz  dismissed  them  from  it.  The  church  ceased  to  foster 
and  to  produce  music ;  the  theatre  and  concert-hall  took  its  place.  The 
operatic  supplanted  all  taste  for  the  oratorio  style.  Cantata  of  a  tho- 
roughly secular  and  effeminate  spirit  were  composed  for  festival  occa- 
sions. A  proper  church  style  in  music  no  longer  existed,  on  which 
account  also  Winterfeld  closes  his  history  of  evangelical  sacred  music 
with  Seb.  Jiach.  It  was  ahnost  wtirse  with  the  Roman  Catholic  mass- 
music.  Paleatrina's  earnest  au<l  elevated  school  had  almost  entirely 
disappeared  in  the  polite  operatic  style,  and  a  greater  nuisance  was 
and  is  still  made  of  the  organ  than  in  the  Protestant  churches.  (Cf. 
J  54,  8.) 

3.  HeUtjwu.9  Parties  trithin  the  Church. — From  the  secondary  effects 
of  Spener's  Pietism,  enriched  by  Oetinger's  theosophy,  proceeded  in 
WUrtomberg  the  party  of  the  Michelians.  Its  founder  was  a  layman, 
Michael  llahn,  a  butcher  (oh.  1811)).  His  writings  are  full  of  deep 
views  of  the  Divine  eot)nomy  of  salvation  (among  which  especially  s. 
Briete  von  d.  ersten  Offenb.  Gottos  durch  die  ganze  Schopfung  bis  an 
das  Ziel  aller  Dinge).  The  doctrine  of  a  double  fall  (whence  resultetl 
a  gri'at  disregard,  but  not  rejection  of  marriage),  of  the  restoration  of 
all  things;  further  and  especially  the  disregarding  of  justification  in 
favor  of  sanctifioation,  of  Christ  for  un  in  favor  of  Christ  in  us,  the 
arging  of  uninterrupted  repentance,  etc.,  was  peculiar  to  him.  The 
latter  was  enhanced  by  the  extreme  contrast  of  the  Pregizerians  (with 
preacher  Pregizer  of  Uaiterbach  at  their  head),  who,  laying  all  streae 
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upon  baptism  and  justification,  certain  in  the  faith  of  their  happiness, 
and  not  needing  self-torm acting  repentance,  impressed  upon  their  life 
and  worship  the  character  of  great  cheerfulness  and  joyfulness.  Both 
parties,  having  spread  over  the  whole  of  WiJrtemberg,  still  exist,  but 
have  approached  each  other  very  nearly  in  common  opposition  to  the 
destructive  tendencies  of  modern  times.  They  had  besides  a  common 
ground  in  their  Chiliasm  and  in  the  doctrine  of  ro«toration.  (Cf.  Haug, 
i.  Secte  d.  Michelianer  ,  in  d.  Studion  d.  ev.  Geistlichk.  WUrtb.  XI.  I.— 
Griineisen,  Gesch.  d.  rel.  Gemeinschaften  in  WUrtemb. ;  in  the  hist, 
theol.  Ztschr.  1841,  1.) — The  party  of  the  CoUenbuschians  in  Berg  stood 
also  in  a  certain  connection  with  Oetinger's  theosophy  and  other  WUr- 
temberg  elements.  Sam.  CoUenbvsch,  practising  physician  at  Wich- 
linghausen  (oh.  1803),  who,  being  offended  by  the  orthodox  doctrine? 
of  original  sin  as  original  guilt,  of  the  wrath  of  God  and  of  the  repre- 
sentative satisfaction  of  Christ,  formed  a  doctrinal  system,  in  which 
Christ,  laying  aside  his  divine  attributes,  took  upon  himself  with 
human  flesh  also  the  susceptibility  of  sinning,  the  sufferings  of  Christ 
were  derived  from  the  wrath  of  Satan,  and  have  only  the  significance 
of  the  sufferings  of  trial  and  of  steadfastness,  and  redemption  consists 
in  the  fact,  that  Christ  bore  Satan's  wrath  for  its  and  sends  his  Spirit 
into  us  to  work  sanctification.  The  most  important  of  the  theological 
adherents  of  the  pious  physician  are  both  the  Hasenkamps  and  the 
excellent  Gotifr,  Menken^  Reformed  preacher  in  Bremen  (o6.  1831), 
(Homilien  liber  die  Gesch.  d.  Elias  und  zu  Hebr.  11 ;  Anleitung  znn: 
eigenen  Unterricht  in  d.  Wahrhh.  d.  h.  Schrift).  (Cf.  F.  W,  Rrxig 
Gesch.  der  Schwdrmerei,  etc.,  Elberf.  1851,  p.  205,  ff.,  and  M.  Gobel 
Gesch.  d.  chr.  Lebens,  Bd.  II.) 

4.  German  Illumination  found,  outside  of  Germany^  but  little  favor  at 
first.  It  spread  soonest  and  most  in  the  Netherlands^  then  in  Denmark 
and  Norway^  and  but  little  in  Sweden.  In  Amsterdam  a  part  of  the 
Lutheran  congregation  tore  itself  loose,  when  a  neological  preacher 
was  forced  upon  it  (1791),  and  organized  itself  independently  as  the 
**  Restored  Lutheran  Church/^  or  the  '*  Old  Light."  It  still  numbers 
seven  Dutch  congregations,  with  12,000  members.  In  1707  several 
members  of  the  Wallonian  (French  Reformed)  congregation  at  Delft 
in  the  Netherlands  formed  a  religious  society  under  the  name  Christo 
tCLcrum.  which  wished  to  adopt  all  the  Christian  confessions,  and  to 
unite  all  in  a  true  Church  of  Christ  upon  the  foundation  of  faith  com- 
mon to  all.  The  confessional  doctrinal  differences  were  to  be  regarded 
as  unessential,  and  left  to  private  conviction,  on  which  account  also  a 
separation  from  the  old  churches  was  not  regarded  as  necessary.  But, 
although  the  new  congregation  at  first  made  some  progress,  and  the 
government  formally  guaranteed  it  religious  freedom  in  1802,  it  soon 
declined  for  want  of  internal  strength  and  under  the  power  of  growing 
anbelief,  and  exists  now  only  in  several  weak  and  neody  remnants. — 
In  Norway  a  powerful  religious  excitement  was  created  by  the  peasant 
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Niehen  Haiiffe,  who,  since  1795,  preached  the  gospel  there.  In  Eng- 
land  the  Dissenters,  especially  the  Methodistsj  exerted  a  wholesomt 
influence  on  the  national  church.  Here  in  the  person  of  W,  Cowper 
(ob,  1800)  we  meet  with  a  noble  sacred  poet  of  high  lyrical  endow- 
ments, whose  life  and  ix)etry,  however,  are  consumed  by  melancholy, 
caused  by  the  bugbears  of  predestinarian  despair  and  methodistic  care 
of  his  soul. 

5.  Protestant  Union  and  Missionary  Labors.  (Cf.  Jul.  Wiggers, 
Gesch.  d.  ev.  Miss.  Ilamb.  1845,  2  Bde.) — In  order  to  establish  propa- 
ganda to  realize  the  grand  thought  of  union  effort  for  Christian,  prac- 
tical ends,  the  Augsburg  senior  John  Vrlsperger  travelled  over  Eng- 
land, Holland,  and  Germany.  But  his  zeal  was  first  crowned  with 
permanent  success  in  Basle  by  establishing  the  German  Society  of 
Christianity  (^'DeutBche  Gesellsch.  zur  Befiirder.  christl.  Wahrh.  u. 
Gottseligkeit")  1780.  Soon  a  number  of  branch  societies  were  formed  in 
Switzerland  and  South  Germany.  A  periodical :  **  Sammlungen  fUr 
Liebhabor  christl.  Wahrheit  und  Gottseligkeit"  became  the  organ  of 
the  society  (1784),  which  drew  within  the  province  of  its  labors  all 
possible  Christian  objects  (Bible  and  tract  distribution,  care  of  the 
poor  and  sick,  itinerant  preaching,  circulating  libraries,  evangelization 
of  Roman  Catholics,  missions  among  the  Jews,  Turks,  and  Ileathen, 
etc.).  Gradually  some  of  the  branches  grew  strong  enough  to  be  in- 
dependent, ex.  gr.  1804,  the  Basle  Bible  Society,  1816,  the  Missionary 
Society,  1820,  the  Beuggen  Institution  for  neglected  children  and  the 
education  of  charity-school  teachers ;  further,  a  union  for  the  friends 
of  Israel,  a  tract-union,  a  deaf  and  duml)-a8ylum,  etc.,  whereby  a  dis- 
solution of  the  society  was  prepared  for  in  a  way  not  to  be  regretted. — 
In  the  last  decade  of  this  century,  a  feeling  for  united  labor  for  Chris- 
tian o])ject8  was  also  awakened  in  England,  and  first  of  all  for  Heathen 
Missions.  This  took  place  in  the  year  1795,  when  a  large  number  of 
Christians  of  all  parties,  mostly  Dissenters,  united  to  found  the  general 
London  Missionary  Society,  and  already  in  the  following  year  the  first 
missionary  ship  sailed  to  the  South  Sea  islands  under  Captain  IfVAvo/j, 
with  20  missionaries  on  board.  They  labored,  almost  hopelessly,  but 
persevoringly,  for  16  years,  until  finally  King  Pouiare  II.  of  Tahiti  be- 
came the  first  of  the  converts.  A  victory  over  a  heathen  reaction-party 
(1815)  secured  full  dominion  for  Christianity.  The  example  of  the 
London  Missionary  Society  led  to  imitation  in  other  quarters;  thus 
arfjse  in  1796  two  Scotch,  and  in  1797  a  Netherland  Missionary  Society, 
and  in  1800  in  London  the  Episcopal  Missionary  Society  for  the  Eng- 
lish possessions  in  Africa,  Asia,  etc.  In  the  same  year  Jdnicke  of 
Berlin  founded  his  mission  institute.  The  Danish  Lutheran  (J  47,  7| 
and  the  Moravian  missions  (J  47,  6)  carried  on,  meanwhile,  their  mis* 
lionary  operations  vigorously,  especially  the  latter.     (Cf.  2  54,  9,  10.) 
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Jf.  Z.  R,  Hayenhach,  K.  G.  d.  18  u.  19  Jahrh.  2.  A.  Lpz.  1856.  Bd 
11. — J.  C,  L.  Gieseler^  K.  G.  d.  neucsten  Zeit.  Ilerausg.  v.  C.  R.  Rede 
pennig,  Bonn  1855. — F.  A.  Sch arp ff  (kath.),  Vurless.  Ub  d.  neueste  K 
G.  Freib.  1852.  —  B.  Gams  (kath.),  Gesch.  d.  K.  Cliristi  im  19.  Jahrh. 
Innsbr.  1853,  ff.,  2  Bde.— /i//.  Wiggers,  kirchl.  Statistic.  Ilamb.  1842,  f, 
2  Bde. — Ders.  d.  kirchl.  Bewegung  in  Deutschl.  Rost.  1848. — K.  Keiz, 
die  Kirchen  d.  europ.  Abendl.  Frkf.  1847,  Bd.  I.  —  D.  Schenkel,  die 
r^l.  Zeitkampfe.  Hamb.  1847. —  G.  Fr.  liheinwald ^  Acta  hist,  ecclst 
Seculi  XIX.  Ilamb.  183G-38,  3  Bde.— A'.  Maiihes,  allg.  kirchl.  Chronik 
1  -IV.  Lpz.  1855-58. 

I.  GENERAL  INTRODUCTION. 

2  52.  REVIEW  OF  THE  RELIGIOUS  AGITATION  DURING 

THE  NINETEENTH  CENTURY. 

The  horrors  of  the  French  Revolution  demonstrated  what 
must  become  of  the  modern  world  without  God  and  Christianity; 
the  reign  of  the  new  divine  scourge  lifted  the  eyes  and  hearts  of 
the  people  to  Him,  from  whom  alone  help  was  yet  to  be  hoped 
for;  the  wars  for  liberty  in  their  enthusiasm  ("with  God  for 
king  and  fatherland")  did  place  their  trust  in  this  help,  and  the 
double  victory  (1813  and  1815)  gloriously  justified  this  trust 
Princes  and  people  were  filled  with  thankfulness  to  God.  AleX' 
ander  I.,  Francis  L,  and  Frederick  WiUiam  III.  (being  at  the 
ea.Ttte  time  representatives  of  the  three  principal  churches)  formed. 
68  *  ( 293) 
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after  the  Conprress  of  Vienna  had  established  the  political  rela 
tions,  the  Holy  Alliance  (1815),  which  had  for  its  object  the 
cultivation  and  preservation  of  Christian  brotherly  love  among 
the  nations  as  the  branches  of  one  family,  and  among  the  princes 
as  the  fathers  of  the  same.  "  To  make  Christianity  the  highest 
law  of  national  life,  in  spite  of  all  confessional  dissensions,"  was 
the  declared  object  of  the  Holy  Alliance,  which  was  joined  by  all 
the  princes  of  Europe,  excepting  the  Pope,  the  Sultan,  and  the 
King  of  England,  but  which,  nevertheless,  soon  became  anti- 
quated as  a  political  idvU.  Alexander  11.,  at  his  accession  to 
the  throne  (1855X  first  again  recognized  in  this  idyll  an  eternally 
*^rue  ideal  of  Christian  rulers. — A  religious  fermentation  had  also 
Deen  produced  among  the  people ;  but  what  six  decades  had 
levelled  to  the  ground  could  not  rise  again  in  a  night  Old  and 
new,  and  partly  very  heierogeneous  elements,  were  commingling 
aud  fermenting  in  the  national  spiritual  life,  in  poetry  and  philo- 
sophy, in  theology  and  the  church.  Sab«equent  to  1830  a  decided 
clarification  has  taken  place,  and  the  antitheses  have  manifested 
themselves  purely  and  independently.  The  restitution  of  the 
papacy  in  1814  already  awakened  a  new  enthusiasm  for  altra- 
montane  Roman  Catholicism,  as  also  the  jubilee  of  the  Refor- 
mation in  1817  for  Protestantism ;  whilst  the  theological  and 
practical  principles  of  the  Lutheran  and  Ri-formed  Churches, 
which  had  l)een  repressed,  the  former  in  Supraratnralisro.  the 
latter  in  Pietism,  by  a  premature  union,  which  regarded  them  as 
no  longer  existing,  were  likewise  agitateti  anew.  A  p<iwerful 
effort  was  also  maiio  by  the  old  sects  to  obtain  a  wSier  influence, 
and  new  secis  full  of  powerful  errors  ap;>eared.  Thn<  the  eccle- 
siastical and  religious  principles  were  drawn  out  sharper  and 
increased,  and  over  ajrainst  the  church  and  C'';r:>:ian::v  a  naked 
and  bold  anti-Christia»'.ity  asserted  itself  in  So^-ialTSTn  ar.d  Com- 
munism, in  political,  rel  irions.  and  scientific  Liivriinism ;  whilst 
pauperism  and  proletarianism.  a  fruit  chiefly  of  :be  largely  mul- 
duiied  manufactories,  increased  in  a  terr.bie  war.  In  1S4S  the 
ignitii  !j  spark  f^ll  upon  this  accumulateii  mas?  of  powder,  and 
in  a  sh-^r:  time  Western  Europe  was  enTelopeNi  in  the  dames  of 
pi>litval  rev.vutioa.  T'^e  two  years  of  reaction  IS4^50'  sue- 
reeiied  in  mastering  th^s  wild  c«'»nflagn::.'»n.  Bu;  the  fire  still 
smouldered  beneath  the  ashes.  May  G^.^i  gran,  ihat  in  a  nighty 
when  the  watohraen  may  sleep,  another  wh:rlw:nd  may  not  kindls 
ii  anew  !     Within  tlie  sphere  of  i^ligions  tife  ag^cation  e.xisted 
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Id  every  direction.  Pantheism,  Materialism,  and  Atheism  de- 
vastated science  and  practical  life,  even  to  the  lowest  strata  of 
the  people.  Old  and  new  sects  increased  in  a  threatening  man- 
ner. Ultramontanisra  bent  its  bow  more  tightly.  The  Protestant 
Union  became  in  every  direction  a  concordia  discors,  and  even 
Lotheranism,  which  sundered  itself  from  it,  concealed  a  danger- 
ous dissension  in  its  bosom.  The  prophecies  of  Scripture  alone 
opened  a  view,  through  all  confusions  and  anxieties,  to  the  final 
issue  of  all  history,  for  which,  whether  it  be  near  or  far  off,  even 
the  complications  of  the  present  must  prepare  the  way. 

2  53.  THE  GENERAL  BASIS  OF  THE  CULTURE  OF  THE  NINE- 
TEENTH  CENTURY  IN  ITS  CONNECTIONS  WITH  THEO- 
LOGY AND  THE  CHURCH. 

Philosophy  exerted  an  important  influence  upon  the  religious 
development  of  this  period,  both  as  regards  science  and  practical 
life.  Whilst  Rationalism  in  its  philosophical  development  was 
not  able  to  go  beyond  Kant,  the  other  theological  tendencies 
were  more  or  less  directed  by  the  philosophy  of  this  period.  In 
addition  to  philosophy,  Belles  Leitres,  which  was  also  in  mani- 
fold ways  affected  by  philosophy,  exerted  a  powerful  influence 
upon  the  religious  views  of  the  educated  classes.  The  exact 
sciences  also  were  brought  into  a  closer  relation  to  Christianity, 
partly  friendly  and  partly  hostile.  But,  generally,  a  Christian 
tendency  made  itself  felt  more  decidedly  than  ever  in  the  sciences; 
and  it  appears  as  characteristic  that,  whilst  formerly  the  Chris- 
tian convictions  of  the  learned  had  little  or  no  influence  in  the 
formation  of  these  sciences,  now  the  endeavors  of  manv  educated 
Christian  men  were  directed  towards  penetrating  them  with  the 
Christian  principle  and  permitting  it  to  remodel  them. 

1.  German  Philosophf/.  (Cf.  ?50,  7.) — JFVi^*  {ob.  1843)  also  acquired 
importance  for  the  development  of  Protestant  theology,  by  the  influence 
which  his  philosophy  exerted  upon  several  distinguished  theologians 
(DeWette,  Hase).  His  philosophy  started  from  Kantian  Rationalism, 
which  it  regarded  as  standing  in  need  of  being  made  more  profound 
and  thorough,  and  "which  it  sought  to  do  in  a  method  nearly  similar  to 
Jacobi's.  SchelUnrfs  philosophy  of  identity,  on  the  other  hand,  started 
from  Fichte's  idealism,  and,  in  its  progress,  assumed  the  form  of  essen- 
tially pantheistic  Natural  Philosophy,  He  learned  from  Fichte  that 
the  world  was  null  and  void  without  the  spirit,  but  he  inverted  the 
relation.    Whilst  Fichte  allowed  reality  to  the  world  (the  Non-ego) 
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only  in  so  far  as  man  apprehended  and  penetrated  it  with  his  spirit, 
and  thio  first  gave  it  real  existence,  according  to  Schelling  the  spirit  is 
nothing  else  than  the  life  of  nature  itself,  and  consequently  identical 
with  it,  or  rather  both  are  the  opposite  poles  of  the  same  phenomenon. 
The  spirit  still  slumbers  and  dreams  in  the  lower  grades  of  natural 
life,  but  in  man  it  has  attained  to  self-consciousness.     The  total  life 
of  nature,  or  the  soul  of  the  world,  is  God,     Man  is  a  reflection  of  God 
and  a  microcosm.     God  reaches  objective  reality  and  the  unfolding  of 
his  self-consciousness  in  the  development  or  history  of  the  world ;  Chris- 
tianity is  a  turning-point  in  the  history  of  the  world ;  its  fundamental 
doctrines  of  revelation.  Trinity,  incarnation,   and  reconciliation  are 
regarded  as  prescient  attempts  to  solve  the  enigma  of  the  world.    Schel* 
ling's  living,  poetic  view  of  the  world  penetrated  all  the  sciences  and 
gave  them  a  new  and  unprecedented  inspiration.     But  'it  was  an  abo- 
mination to  the  reigning  rationalistic  theology.     It  returned  its  hatred 
with  ridicule  and  contempt.     It  introduced  a  new  and  fresh  element 
of  life  among  the  younger  generation  of  theologians.     As  Schelling 
was  connected  with  Fichte,  so  was  Hegd  with  Schelling,  whose  pan- 
theistic Natural  Philosophy  he  transformed  into   pantheistic  Mental 
Philosophy.      According  to  this  philosophy,  divine  revelation  as  an 
unfolding  of  the  divine  self-consciousness  from  non-existence  to  exist- 
ence, 1.  e.  from  mere  self-existence  to  real-existence,  manifests  itself  not 
40  much  in  the  life  ot  nature,  as  rather  in  the  thinking  and  acting  uf 
the  human  spirit.   Judaism,  heathenism,  and  Christianity  are  the  three 
progressive  stages  of  the  development  of  this  process  of  revelation ;  Ju- 
daism is  far  inferior  to  classic  heathenism,  but  in  Christianitv  we  have 
the  perfect  religion,  of  course  only  in  the  lower  form  of  concfpiion^ 
which  it  is  the  mission  of  philost)phy  to  convert  into  knowleihjt.     It  at 
least  again  brought  Protesitunt  orthodox  doctrines  into  formal  repute. 
When  Marheituke  again  constructed  Lutheran  orthodoxy  in  its  entire 
dialectic  perfe^'tion  into  a  speculative  system  of  dogmatics,  upon  the 
basis  of  this  philosophy;   when,  further,  the  talente<l  and   profound 
jurist   Gaschd  united  it  with  a  refreshing  Pietism,  then  the  illusion 
was  entertained  for  a  time  that  the  long-S4">ught-for  reconciliation  of 
philosophy  and  theology  had  been  finally  discovered  in  this  philosophy. 
(The  berliner  Jahrblicher  was  for   a  long  time  its  organ.)     But  the 
c^niditioM  of  things  chanseil  immediately  after  the  Master's  death  (1831). 
Hegel's  sch»^K>l  was  divided  into  an  orthodox  and  a  numerically  larger 
(or  "young  Hegelian'')  one:  the  former  advancing  the  churchly  ten- 
dency of  the  Master;  the  latter  despising  Christianity  as  an  antiquated 
form  of  conception,  and  running  his  philosophical  views  into  the  most 
open  selfnleification  and  self-worship  of  the  human  spirit  (Anthropo- 
theism).    Airni  Strauss,  Bruno  Bauery  and  Louis  Fenerbach  introduced 
this  tendency  into  theology,  whilst  Arnoid  Ruge  endeavore^l  to  intro- 
duce and  make  it  felt  in  the  social,  aesthetic,  and  political  relations  of 
life.   The  organ  of  this  tendency  was  since  1837  the ' '  Halle»:hen  (latet 
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Deutsche  JahrbUcher."  Wben  these  were  suppressed  in  1843  by  tlif 
Stat«,  the  Toung-Hegelians,  in  order  to  obtain  a  strong  support,  con- 
nected themselves  with  the  Rationalists  (now  friends  of  light),  whom 
l»ut  a  short  time  before  thej  ridiculed  as  the  *' antediluvian  theolo* 
plans".  In  the  revolution  of  1848,  Ruge,  with  some  of  his  companions, 
affiliated  with  the  communistic  Republicans.  Schellingy  who  had  been 
f>ilent  for  almost  three  decades,  and  had  meanwhile  transformed  hife 
farmer  Pantheism  into  Christian  Gnosticism,  occupied  (1841)  Hegel's 
chair  in  Berlin  as  his  declared  opponent,  but  was  able  to  produce  only 
a  transient  excitement  among  the  younger  generation  of  theologians 
with  his  dualistic  doctrine  of  potencies,  which  was  announced  as  the 
finally  attained  understanding  of  Christianity.  He  died  upon  a  jour- 
ney to  Switzerland  (1854),  after  his  brilliant  career  at  Berlin  had  come 
and  gone  like  a  meteor.  Ilis  son  has  commenced  to  erect  to  him  a 
worthy  monument  by  publishing  his  collected  works. 

The  hegemony  of  Hegelian  philosophy  was  ruined  by  the  division 
of  the  schools  and  by  the  radicalism  of  its  adherents ;  and  Schelling, 
in  the  second  stadium  of  his  philosophical  development,  was  not  able 
to  found  a  peculiar  school.  On  the  other  hand,  quite  a  series  of  younger 
philosophers  appeared,  who,  starting  from  Hegelian  dialectics,  pur- 
posed to  free  philosophy  from  the  ban  of  Pantheism,  and  instead  of  it 
to  substitute  a  speculative  Theism,  which  made  itself  felt  as  Christian 
philosophy,  and  came  in  fact  into  a  closer  relation  to  historical  Chris- 
tianity, by  acknowledging  it«  positive  contents.  At  the  head  of  these 
most  honorable  men  stood  Fichte's  son ;  besides  him,  Weisse^  Braniss, 
ChalyhduSy  Fischer,  Ulrici,  Wirth,  etc.  Its  organ  is  the  **  S^itschrift 
fUr  Philosophie  und  Philosophische  Kritik,''  published  byFichte,  Jr 
But  important  as  the  philosophical  power  of  these  men  is,  they  still 
have  not  been  able  to  obtain  the  influence  in  German  science  which 
Schelling  and  Hegel  possessed  in  so  large  a  degree.  —  Herbaria  Kant's 
successor  at  Konigsberg  (oh,  1841  at  Giittingen),  challenged  the  entire 
new  philosophy  from  Fichte  the  father  to  Fichte  the  son,  by  declaring 
that  the  metaphysical  God  lay  altogether  beyond  the  horizon  of  philo- 
sophy, which  he  would  confine  to  the  limits  of  empiricism.  His 
Realism  was  the  sharpest  antithesis  of  Hegelian  Idealism.  His  philo- 
sophy, abstractedly  considered,  stands  indifferent  to  Christianity,  but 
is  not  incapable  of  being  brought  into  a  friendly  relation  to  it,  as 
Taute*8  philosophy  of  religion  has  demonstrated.  Nevertheless,  Her- 
bart's  philosophy  also  was  not  able  to  exert  a  great  influence  on  prac- 
tical life  and  science.  The  tendency  of  the  present  age,  which  is  more 
decidedly  in  the  direction  of  practical  interests,  is  in  the  main  not 
favorable  to  the  cultivation  of  philosophy. 

2.  The  Exact  Sciences.  —  SchelUny's  profound  views  became  so 
very  significant  in  that  they  were  not  confined  to  the  philosophical 
movements  of  the  age,  but  also  breathed  a  new  life  into  the  other 
Bciences.     This  influent  e  was  most  widely  exerted  upon  the  natural 
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Kciences.  There  was  not  wanting,  it  is  true,  a  certain  wavering  and 
mistiness,  to  which  mesmeric  magnetism  especially  contributed  largely, 
but  the  turbid  fermentation  was  gradually  clarified,  and  the  Christian 
views  separated  themselves  from  their  pantheistic  appetidages.  The 
genial  Henri/  Stejfcns  [oh,  1845),  and  in  a  much  greater  measure  the 
profound  and  judicious  G.  H.  r.  Schuhert,  taught  how  to  fathom  and 
understand  the  book  of  nature  as  the  reflection  and  supplement  of  the 
divine  revelation  in  the  Holy  Scriptures.  A  congenial  spirit  of  the 
latter  was  the  Frankfdrt  senator  Fr,  v.  Meyer ^  who  contributed  less,  it 
is  true,  for  and  through  his  special  science,  but  on  that  account  more 
for  and  through  deep  Christian  apprehension  of  the  divine  mysterieH 
in  nature  and  history.  HegeVs  philosophy  also  appeared  at  first  to 
deepen  and  enrich,  in  a  Christian  way,  the  other  sciences ;  at  least  it 
presents  in  Gbschel  a  thinker,  who  in  a  Christian  spirit  transfigures 
jurisprudence,  and  confirms  Christianity  in  a  legal  way.  On  the  other 
side,  however,  HegeVs  philosophy,  in  its  application  to  the  other 
departments  of  knowledge,  brought  into  sway  an  abstruse,  dialectical 
tendency;  its  disciples  of  the  extreme  left  wing  wished  to  construct 
all  the  sciences  a  priori  from  abstract  ideas,  and  at  the  same  time  to 
eradicate  from  them  the  last  reminiscences  of  a  Christian  spirit. 

If  we  consider  the  sciences  singly,  and  their  relation  to  Christianity, 
it  is  the  Natural  Sciences^  ab«)ve  all  others,  which  here  come  into  view. 
Their  great  and  glorious  names,  which  history  praises  as  their  proper 
founders  [Copernicus^  oh.  1543,  Kepler,  oh,  1630,  Newton,  oh,  1727, 
Haller,  oh.  1777,  Davt/,  oh.  1829,  Curier,  oh.  1832,  etc.),  have  also  a 
glorious  and  native  sound  for  the  Christian  car.  All  of  them,  and 
many  others  of  the  great  masters  of  natural  philosophy,  professed 
their  faith  with  heart  and  lips  in  Christian  truth,  which,  in  their 
opinion,  was  not  the  least  endangered  by  their  brilliant  discoveries. 
It  was  otherwise  with  the  theologians.  Even  a  Schleiermacher  (Scnds- 
chriften  an  LUcke  in  the  Studd.  u.  Kritt.  1820)  apprehended  the  fore- 
seen destruction  of  all  Christian  views  of  the  world  through  the  irre- 
sistible results  of  natural  phil.)S()phy  ;  and  Hrctschneider  (Sendschriften 
an  oincm  Staatsmann,  1830)  proclaimed  to  the  world  without  pity,  that 
what  Schleiermacher  had  only  feared,  had  already  fully  taken  place. 
A  natural  philosopher  (K,  v.  Raumer)  proved  to  them,  however,  that 
there  was  yet  no  ground  at  all  either  for  rationalistic  rejoicing  or  for 
Christian  fear,  and  convicted  the  superficial  babbler  Ballenstedt,  a 
rationalistic  rural  pastor  of  the  purest  water  ("Die  Urwelt,"  1819), 
of  the  most  colossal  ignorance.  But  the  condition  of  things  was  soon 
advanced  to  a  new  stage.  The  investigation  of  nature,  awakening 
from  the  intoxication  of  Schelling's  natural  philosophy,  pronounced  all 
speculation  to  be  contraband  and  pure  empiricism,  and  the  prudent 
investigation  of  the  actual  to  be  the  only  admissible,  the  only  useful 
object  of  its  pursuit.  This  was  well  meant,  and  also  honestly  and  judi- 
eiously  carried  out  bv  the  xnajority  of  natural  philosophers.   But  whilst 
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Ikeif  committed  tho  spirit  in  and  abcve  nature  to  the  investigation  of 
theologians  and  philosophers,  as  not  belonging  to  the  province  of  em« 
pineal  investigation  of  nature,  those  young  in  the  natural  sciences, 
here  also  effecting  the  emancipation  of  the  flesh  from  the  spirit,  de- 
clared that  the  spirit  was  not  at  all  present,  because  it  could  not  he 
discovered  by  the  dissecting  knife.  Charles  Vogi,  formerly  regent  of 
the  empire  of  the  year  1849,  asserted  in  all  earnestness,  that  thought 
was  only  a  secretion  of  the  brain,  in  the  same  way  as  urine  was  a  se* 
cretion  of  the  kidneys ;  and  Moleschott  declared  all  life  to  be  a  mere 
change  of  matter,  and  recognized  no  other  destination  of  man  after 
death  than  to  be  manure  for  the  ground.  The  rabble  of  science  and 
of  life  shouted  its  approbation  of  them,  but  men  of  true  science  (Rud. 
Wagner^  Andr.  Wagner^  Liebig,  and  many  others),  chastised  the  irra- 
tional and  unscientific  spirit  as  it  deserved,  and  openly  and  firmly 
professed  their  adhesion  to  Christian  truth.  The  celebrated  discoverer 
of  electro-magnetism,  Oerstedt^  had  earlier  already  sought  **  the  spirit 
in  nature ;"  but  of  course  the  spirit  which  he  found  was  not  the  spirit 
of  the  Bible  and  of  the  Church.  The  grand-master  of  German  Natural 
Philosophy,  Al.  v.  Humboldt^  also  acknowledged  the  system  of  the  world 
to  be  a  Ko9/iO(  full  of  grand  harmony  in  the  whole  and  in  the  parts ; 
but  he  also  discovered  no  Christian  ideas  and  views  in  God's  great 
book  of  nature.**  Medicine  stood  and  stands  on  the  same  level  with  the 
natural  sciences.  Only  a  De  Valenii  ("Medicina  pastoralis")  per- 
ceived, with  Protestant  soberness,  in  the  Christian  faith  a  vehicle  of 
medical  science ;  whilst  a  Ringseis  in  MUnchen  pronounced  even  the 
entire  Romish  papacy  with  the  adoration  of  saints  and  worship  of  the 
host  to  be  a  conditio  sine  qua  non  of  all  medicine.  The  physicians 
also,  who  believed  in  magnetism,  stood  for  the  most  part  personally 
and  with  their  science  in  intimate  relation  to  Christianity  (ex.  gr. 
Passavantt  Enneinoser^  etc.) — Magnetic  Somnambulism^  the  Wiirtem- 
berg  ghost-seeing,  the  North  American  Spirit-rappings,  and  the  uni- 
versal Table-moving  and  Table- wr it ing,  have,  in  spite  of  the  wrath  of 
miny  natural  philosophers,  who  saw  therein  only  refined  fraud  or  ob- 
jtinate  self-deception,  and  of  many  earnest  Christians,  who  warned 
'gainst  Satan's  deception  and  arts,  found  crowds  of  believers,  who 
gave  ear  to  the  new  revelation  with  rapture. 

Of  all  the  sciences,  no  one  was  so  thoroughly  pervaded  by  the  Chris- 
tian spirit  as  Jurisprudence.  A  large  number  of  excellent  jurists,  who 
are  reckoned  among  the  most  distinguished  notabilities  of  this  science, 
and  who  were  always  ready  to  give  evidence  of  their  zeal  for  the  Church 
and  Christianity  in  practical  life  as  well  as  in  science,  adorned  many 
German  professorships  and  tribunals,  or  filled  high  civil  offices.  As 
examples  we  need  only  mention  the  names  of  Pr.  v,  Mnyerj  Goschel, 
Siahl,  Bclhmann-Hollweg,  Savigng,  Puchta,  Thibanty  Bickelly  Jacobson, 
Richier,  Muhler^  Gosclien,  Wasserschleben,  Huschke,  Mejer,  Sch^ierl, 
etc.,  and  the  Roman  Catholics  Walter ^  Philipps,  et.  al. — Historiography ^ 
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after  it  had  surmounted  the  luperficia]  pragmatism  of  the  rationalittic 
period,  and  objectivitj  had  again  acquired  its  rights,  also  followed  ihh 
Christian  and  churchly  factors  of  history  with  loTe  and  reoognition. 
Protestant  historical  inquiry  especially  manifested  throughout  an  al- 
most boundless  readiness  to  acknowledge  and  admire  the  grand  pheno- 
mena of  mediaeval  Roman  Catholicism,  even  with  the  denial  of  the 
Protestant  consciousness ;  and  proceeded  from  the  apotheosis  of  a  Boni- 
face, Gregory  VII.,  and  Innocent  III.,  to  the  defamation  of  the  Refor- 
mation us  a  rcrolutiou  (John  Yoigt,  H.  Leo,  C.  A.  Meniel,  Uurter. 
Gfriircr,  etc.)  Ultramontane  historiography  accepted  such  admissions, 
but  by  no  means  thought  of  recompensing  like  with  like,  but  only  in- 
tensltied  its  old  method  of  wickedly  and  perfidiously  slandering  every- 
thing Protestant  [Riffel^  Dbllinger,  etc.),  and  of  making  history  instead 
of  impartially  investigating.  Geography,  which  was  first  raised  to  a 
science  by  Charles  Ritter,  paid  to  Christianity  the  tribute  of  its  recog. 
nition,  which  it  also  deserved  from  this  quarter.  Finally,  ancient 
classic  Philology  also,  in  several  important  representatives,  illumined 
ancient  classic  heathenism  and  its  religion  with  the  Christian  spirit, 
and  endeavored  to  interpret  it  in  the  sense  of  the  apostle  (Acts  14  :  16 ; 
17  :  27  ;  Uom.  1 :  19,  ff.)  Creuzer  prepared  the  way  thereto  by  a  deeper 
apprehension  of  ancient  heathen  mythology.  Oorres  walked  in  his 
footsteps,  whoso  pupil  Sepp  (das  Ileidenth.  u.  dessen  Bedentung  fUr 
d.  Christth.  1853,  3  Bde.)  exposes  without  reserve  the  deep  internal 
connection  of  Roman  Catholicism  with  heathenism  by  proving  that 
ancient  heathen  mythology  and  myateriosophy  are  only  a  latent  Catho- 
licism. On  the  other  hand,  the  Protestants  Ndgelsbach  (Ilomerische 
und  nachhomerische  Theologie)  and  Liibker  (Sophokleische  Theologie) 
fathomed,  with  like  depth  and  discretion,  the  religious  life  of  the  £2- 
cient  w«>rld  in  it«  relation  to  Christian  truth. 

3.  Xaiioaal  Literature.  (Cf.  /.  V.  Eichendorff  (Roman  Catholic), 
Uber  die  ethischo  u.  rol.  Bedent.  der  neuorn  romant.  Poesic  in  Deutschl. 
Lpz.  1S47.  —  A'.  Barthdy  d.  deutsche  Nationallit.  d.  Neuzeit.  4.  A. 
Braunschw.  1855. — /.  A.  Mor.  Brilhl  (Roman  Catholic),  Gosch.  d. 
katli.  Lit.  Doutschl.  vom  17.  Jahrh.  biz  zur  Gegcnw.  Lpz.  1854.)  —  As 
already  Schiller^s  poetry  introduced  Kantian  philosophy,  clothe<l  in 
noetic  garb,  into  the  national  life,  so  did  also  the  other  phases  of  phi- 
losoj)hical  development  find  their  poetical  representatives.  It  is  true, 
Goethe  was  too  rich  and  independent  a  genius  to  be  led  captive  by  a 
philosophical  school ;  nevertheless  his  views  of  life,  and  especially  his 
views  of  nature,  were  related  in  many  ways  with  Scheliing's  j  hiloso- 
pliy.  His  religion  was  a  Spinozian  Pantheism.  The  Romantic  School 
L-oiuiected  itself  more  decidedly  and  unreservedly  with  Schelling.  Ilis 
Natural  Philosophy  is  the  ground  out  of  which  it  grew,  and  out  of 
wliioh  it  rt-ceived  as  well  its  proclivity  to  Pantheism  as  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholicism (for  the  philosophy  of  identity  is  related,  in  principle,  to 
Roman  Catholicism,  in  so  far  as  the  latter  also,  only  in  a  differeni 
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w«y  [i  20]   likes  to  identify  or  confound  the  divine  and  the  human). 
The  antithesis  between  romantic  and  classic  was  in  itself  considered 
not  t^iat  between  Christian  and  heathen^  and  referred  generally  less  to 
the  religious  contents  than  to  the  poetic  form.     Komanticism  desired 
lo  liberate  art  and  poetry  from  the  bondage  of  strict,  antique  classic 
form,  and  to  lead  it  back  to  genuine  German  forms,     it  was  thereby 
directed  to  the  rich  fulness  of  the  middle  ages,  whose  contents  it  then 
sought  to  naturalize  wiik  the  form  in  modern  times.     But  since  the 
mediaeval  view  of  the  world  was  decidedly  Christian,  and  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  classic  school  had  in  great  part  lapsed  into  the  hea- 
thenism of  illumination,  the  above-named  antithesis  had  a  certain 
justification.     Romanticism,  it  is  true,  manifested  a  great  religioua 
inwardness  (especially  in  Nooalis  and  La  Molie  Fouqu^)^  and  became 
the  sworn  enemy  of  rationalistic  Illumination,  which  it  pursued  in  all 
Its  hiding-places,  exposed  and  made  ridiculous  ( Tieck's  Zerbino) ;  ne- 
vertheless, in  its  contest  with  the  prudery  of  Rationalism,  it  ran  intc 
frivolity  (Fr.  SMegeVs  Lucinde), — and  the  direct  repristination  of  the 
mediaeval  forms  and  views,  which  had  fallen  behind  the  progress  of  the 
world,  was  ever  an  unnatural  thing,  which  could  nut  be  atoned  for  by 
the  superabundance  of  imagination,  and  which  avenged  itself  on  many, 
even  the  better  and  nobler  ones  (ex.  gr.  Fr,  Schlegel, — to  say  nothing 
of  the  starved  form  of  a  Zach,  IFcr/ter),  by  apostacy  from  Protestantism 
to  Roman  Catholicism.     The  twilight  of  Romanticism  was  fundamen- 
tally opposed  to  Hegelian  philosophy,  and  its  disciples  of  the  left  wing 
almost  succeeded  in  stamping  even  the  expression  ** romantic''  as  a 
term  of  abuse  for  Jesuitism  and  obscurantism  of  all  kinds.     On  the 
other  hand,  the  dissolute  and  destructive  tendency  which,  after  Hegel's 
death,  mastered  his  school,  contributed  its  part  towards  creating  ^ 
.  later  anti-Christian  and  revolutionary  poetry.     Closely  connected  with 
the  Romantic  School,  for  which   the  way  was  broken  in   SchlegePs 
Lucinde,  was  the  School  of  young  Germany^  with   its  gospel  of  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  flesh.     Its  leader  was  the  gifted  poet  H.  Heine, 
The  pantheistic  deification  of  Schelling's  and  the  self-deification  of 
Hegel's  school  received  their  expression  in  Leop.  Schefor^s  **  Laienbre- 
vier"  and  Weltpriestcr,  as  also  in  SalleVs  "Laienevangelium ;"  whilst  thn 
sympathies  of  the  young  Hegelians  for  the  communistic  spirit  of  the  age 
were  heralded  by  Jlerwegh's  and  later  also  by  Freiligratk^s  poems. 

Purer  and  clearer  than  in  the  Romantic  School  was  the  Christian 
element  in  the  noble  national  poets  Mar.  Arndt  and  Max,  v.  Schenken* 
dorf  who,  being  led  to  faith  in  the  living  God  of  the  Bible  by  the  dis- 
tressed state  of  the  fatherland  and  the  enthusiasm  of  the  war  for 
liberty,  sought  to  sing  this  same  faith  with  fresh  and  inspired  notes 
into  the  hearts  of  the  German  people.  Vhlund's  sweet  lyric  poetry 
connected  itself,  through  the  enthusiasm  for  national  interests  of  the 
present  with  the  patriotic  poets,  and  through  the  longing  with  which 
be  penetrated  into  the  rich  mine  of  the  German  past,  with  the  Roman- 
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tistp,  but  excelled  them  far  in  clearness  an  1  sterling  worth.  Withoal 
being  or  claiming  to  be  a  specifically  Christian  poet,  his  rich  and  clear 
tenderness  of  heart,  nevertheless,  made  the  soil  of  German  national 
life  receptive  for  the  Christian  religion.  The  same  is  true  also  of 
RuckerVs  poems,  which  transplanted  the  fragrant  flowers  of  Oriental 
poesy  into  the  German  garden.  The  Christian  consecration  of  poetic 
genius  appears  still  more  decidedly  in  the  noble  and  lovely  lyric  poet 
Emanuel  Geibel,  the  greatest  and  most  Christian  of  the  secular  poets 
of  the  present  age. —  Connected  with  those  named  was  a  long  series  of 
specifically  Christian  poets.  The  most  important  of  these  are:  Alb 
Knapp,  C.  A.  Doring,  Ph.  Spitia,  K.  Ji.  Garve,  J,  Friedr,  r.  Meyer^ 
J,  Pet.  Lanye,  Henry  MoiceSf  Gust.  A'wofA*,  Gust.  Jahn^  P.  F.  EngsffM^ 
Jul,  Sturtnt  Vict.  Strau.s.'t^  H.  A.  Seidel,  Louisa  Hensel,  and  many  others, 
who  are  worthily  collected  together  in  Knapp*s  Christoterpe  (1833-53). 
Those  named  belong  to  the  Evangelical  Church.  With  all  the  Chris- 
tian depth,  inwardness,  freshness,  and  enthusiasm  which  they  revealed 
in  their  sacred  poetry,  still  no  one  of  them  was  able  to  elevate  himself 
to  the  sublime  simplicity,  power,  popularity,  and  churchly  objectivitj 
which  characterized  the  old  evangelical  hymn ;  they  all,  in  this  regard, 
)jore  too  much  the  signature  of  this  age,  the  subjective  temper  of  it« 
struggles,  conflicts,  and  excitements.  Only  one  poet  of  modem  times, 
Fred.  Riickert,  struck  the  key  of  the  old  hymns  in  one  hymn  (the  advent 
hymn:  "Dein  Konig  kommt  in  niedern  IlUUen").  Roman  Catholift 
Germany  has  no  poet  of  the  first  degree,  but  many  of  the  second  and 
third,  possessing  great  religious  depth  and  feeling,  ex.  gr.  B.  Clemetts 
Brentano,  Ed.  v.  Scheuk,  Guido  GorreSy  Melchoir  r.  Diepenhrock^  Fred, 
Beck.  Annette  v.  Droste-IIillshof,  the  excellent  juvenile  and  popular  poeta 
Franz  v.  Pocci,  William  Smets,  etc.  The  highly  praised  poet,  Oscar  r. 
Redicitz,  dug  an  early  grave  for  his  poetic  fame  by  the  '*  Siegelinde," 
when,  by  a  shallow  Roman  Catholic  drama.  "  Thomas  Morus,"  he  kin 
died  new  hope  among  his  ultramontane  friends,  that  they  would  be 
able  at  some  time  to  honor  in  him  a  "Roman  Catholic"  poet  of  the 
first.  Another  son  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  the  talente<l  Xicho- 
las  v.  Lenan  (Niembsoh  v.  Strehlenan),  bt^came  insane  (ob.  1850) 
through  the  distracted  state  of  his  inner  life.  He  stood  once,  with  his 
great  master-work,  **  Savonarola,"  in  the  stronghold  of  the  evangeli- 
cal faith. 

In  France,  Lamartiney  soon  after  the  Restoration,  manifested  a  ro 
mantic,  Christian  tendency.  The  poetical  sublimity  and  enthusiastic 
Spirit  of  his  poems  made  a  deep  impression  upt»n  the  excitable 
Frenchmen,  but  it  was  not  lasting.  His  poetry  gradually  declined 
through  his  subsequent  participation  in  the  debates  of  the  Chambers, 
and  his  Christian  tendency  degenerated  into  a  vague  cosmopolitanism. 
For  the  rest,  the  French  n^mantic  school  since  the  Revolution  of  July 
(Vict.  Hugo,  BalsaCy  George  Sand^  Eug.  Sue,  etc.)  continued  to  assume 
%  more  anti-Christian  character,  and  promoted  the  communistic  and 


GENERAL    BASIS    OF    CULTURE.  80S 

libertine  spirit  of  the  age." — England  had  a  highly  gifted  and  ChriB- 
tianly  disposed  poet  in  W.  Wordsworth  (oh,  1850).  In  Lord  Byron,  on 
the  other  hand,  appeared  a  poet  of  the  first  rank,  who  experienced  in 
himself,  more  deeply  than  any  other  poet,  the  great  chasm  which  runs 
through  the  consciousness  of  our  age,  and  which  he  has  delineated 
more  faithfully  in  its  awful  greatness  than  any  other.  He  permits  the 
disharmony  of  nature  and  of  human  life  to  rush  along  in  powerful 
and  captivating  notes.  Incurable  pain,  despair,  weariness  of  life,  and 
misanthropy  without  hope,  even  without  a  desire  for  reconciliation, 
glowing  enthusiasm  for  the  glory  of  the  past,  burning  passion  for 
liberty  and  gigantic  defiance  of  human  power,  surge  through  each 
other  in  scenes  of  woe.  Whilst  in  England  a  ban  still  rests  upon 
Byron's  poems,  which  banishes  them  from  social  and  family  circles, 
their  influence  has  only  acquired  the  greater  sway  on  the  continent. 
Ilis  colossal  spirit,  however,  also  begat  here  a  pigmy  race  of  imitators, 
who  strut  so  largely  in  continental  literature. 

4.  National  Culture. — Whilst  the  poetical  national  literature  exerted 
an  influence  chiefly  only  on  the  higher  and  educated  classes,  an  immense 
Dumber  of  popular  and  juvenile  works  were  published,  which  were  de- 
signed for  the  lower  classes  and  the  youth.  But  only  a  few  succeeded 
in  striking  the  true  popular  and  juvenile  key,  and  still  fewer  is  the 
number  of  those  who  offered  the  people  and  the  youth  that  which  was 
beneficial.  PeMalozzVs  **  Lienhard  and  Gertrude,''  HeheVs  **  Sehatz- 
kastlein,"  and  ZseJiokke's  "Goldmachendorf,"  spared  at  least  the  Chris- 
tian consciousness  of  the  people,  even  though  they  were  not  designed 
to  strengthen  and  nourish  it.  Berth,  Averhachj  a  Jew,  also  delineates 
the  Christian  life  of  the  people  with  admirable  abnegation  of  his  Spi- 
nozian  unbelief,  in  his  masterly  village  histories ;  although  his  subse- 
quent authorship  was  devoted  to  democratic  revolutionary  movements 
and  pantheistic  propagandism.  On  the  other  hand,  however,  modern 
times  have  also  produced  a  number  of  authors  as  genuinely  national 
as  Christian,  who,  writing  and  narrating  outofihQ  spirit  of  the  people, 
became  true  apostles  of  Christian  views,  manners,  and  discipline  for 
the  people.  The  most  important  among  these  are :  Jeremiah  Gotthelfj 
(Albert  Bitzius,  ob.  1854),  W.  0.  (Will.  Oertel)  Von  Horn,  Carl  Stober, 
Otto  Glaubrecht  (Rud.  Ludw.  Ocser),  Gust.  Jahn,  Aug.  Wildenhahn, 
Mary  Nathusius,  Will.  Bedensbadier,  Karl  Wild,  et  al.  In  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  Albanus  Siolz  displayed  an  admirable  popular  talent 
(Kalender  fiir  Zeit  und  Ewigkeit,  since  1843).  Comparatively  few  of 
the  immense  number  of ^'ure/i(7e  works  correspond  with  their  object  and 
aim.  The  chief  of  the  authors  in  this  department  of  Christian  narra- 
tion is  G.  U.  V.  Schubert.  Next  to  him  are  Bnrih,  the  author  of 
"armen  Ileinrich,"  and  Stober,  as  also  the  Roman  Catholic  Christo- 
pher Schmidt,  the  author  of  '*  Ostereier."  (Cf.  K.  Bemhardi,  Weg- 
weiser  durch  die  deutschen  Volks-  und  Jugendschriften,  Lpz.  1852,  and 
H,  Frohle  HansbUchlein  fiir  das  Volk  u.  s.  Freunde.     Lpz.  1852.  Bd. 
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I.  Einl.)  The  common  schools  became,  especially  through  Dinicr^s  (ob 
1831)  successful  efforts,  nursuries  of  the  tame,  shallow,  and  self-sofficieni 
Rationalism  of  the  ancient  regime,  whilst  they  owe  especially  to  Dies 
terweg*s  labors  during  the  last  thirty  years  their  transformation  into 
propaganda  of  naturalistic  democracy.  Next  to  the  army  of  literary 
Bohemians,  the  teachers  of  the  common  schools  of  this  period  labored 
most  successfully  in  poisoning  the  German  nation.  The  General 
Teachers'  Convention  of  Germany  formed  a  centre  for  this  tendency. 
Not  less  than  6000  radical  teachers  were  present  at  the  meeting  iu 
Vienna,  in  1870.  At  Hamburg,  in  1872,  where  some  5100  teachers 
were  present,  individual  voices  ventured  to  speak  of  the  Christian 
character  of  the  common  schools,  and  were  answered  with  hisses. 
Thereafter  no  place  could  be  found  to  entertain  the  convention.  And 
yet,  during  the  last  forty  years,  both  State  and  Church  have  made 
earnest  efforts,  and  not  without  success,  to  reorganize  the  common 
Bohools  upon  a  Christian  basis.  And  in  1872,  an  Evangelical 
Deachcrs'  Conference  was  arrayed  against  radicalism.  The  Chris- 
tian spirit  has  also  begun  to  take  a  position  by  the  side  of  reign- 
ing heathenism  in  the  German  gymnasia.  At  least,  religious  in- 
struction in  many  of  the  higher  institutions  of  learning  has  again 
passed  into  the  hands  of  Christian  teachers ;  and  only  a  few  have 
been  able  to  maintain  a  height  of  Illumination  such  as  is  occupied  by 
the  Homburg  academical  gymnasium,  where  Niemeyer's  "  Lehrbuch 
der  Religion"  is  still  the  text-book.  Nevertheless,  but  little  is  accom- 
plisheil  by  religious  Christian  instruction  in  these  institutions,  if  the 
other  instructions  given  do  not  correspond  with  it,  which,  alas !  is  too 
much  the  case  yet.  From  this  want  arose  the  Christian  gymnasium  at 
Gutcrsloh  (since  1849),  and  lately  (1855)  a  Lutheran  gymnasium  at 
Jioga.<ten  in  Posen.  In  the  Protestant  Church  Eyfh  (Classiker  u.  Bebel. 
1838)  t<x)k  up  arms  against  the  heathen  classics  as  the  basis  of  culture, 
but  the  most  influential  voices  defondeil  them.  This  question  was  also 
largely  discussed  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church.  The  Paris  Univers 
(eilitor,  Veuillot)  desired,  in  order  to  cut  off  the  nourishment  of  modem 
heathenism,  to  substitute  the  Church  Fathers  for  the  classics;  the, 
Archbishop  Silnntr  of  Paris  and  several  other  bishops  protested  ener* 
geiically  ajrainst  it.  The  Pope  brought  the  passionate  controversy  tc 
fin  end  ^iSoo)  by  a  compmmising  decree,  which  takes  the  side  of  the 
Vin'rtrs,  but  with  great  forbearance  towards  the  archbishop. 

5.  Art.^ — The  general  mental  agitation  which  was  called  forth  by 
the  now  century  also  introduced  new  spirit  and  life  into  art.  Winckel' 
mann  [ffi,  17C»S)  interpreted  heathen  classic  art,  and  Romanticism 
awakened  a  sense  and  enthusiasm  for  mediaeval  Christian  art.  The 
greatest  masters  of  Architecture  were  Schinkrl  \i-}'.  IS41),  Klcnsej  and 
Heitlfivjf.  A  Pn>testant  king  ^Fretierick  William  IV.^  Wgan  the  com- 
\a«tK>Q  of  the  catjedral  at  Cologne  (1842),  and  a  Prv'testaot  architect 
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{Emgi  Znnmer)  buperintended  it. —  Sculpture  has  three  groAt  ma^teri 
to  point  to,  who  impressed  profound  Christian  views  upon  brass  and 
marble.     Tlie  Italian  Canova  (06.  1822)  was  the  renewer  of  this  art. 
The  German  Dannecker  (ob,  1841),  inspired  by  him,  excelled  his  roas- 
ter.    His  Christ  represents  the  Divine  Mediator  in  a  sublime  marble 
statue,  as  he  beheld  him  in  vision ;  his  John  embodies  the  image  of 
the  disciple   meditating  on  the  mystery  of  the  holy  Trinity.      But 
greater  than  both  of  these  is  the  Dane  Thorwaldsen  (oh,  1844),  who 
sculptured  Christ  and  his  apostles,  together  with  other  groups,  for  the 
Church  of  our  Lady  in  Copenhagen.  —  A  new  epoch  in  Painting  also 
began.     In  1810  a  number  of  young  German  painters  met  together  in 
Rome,  who,  enthusiastic  for  the  mediaeval  ideals  of  art,  formed  a  Ger- 
man painter's  league,  from  which   proceeded   the  Romantic   school. 
Overbecky  thefounder  of  the  league,  remained  in  Rome  and  went  over 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  because  he  could  and  would  only  paint 
that  which  he  could  also  worship.     The  most  profound  inwardness  and 
tenderness  of  religious  feeling  are  revealed  in  all  his  works;  but  his 
contempt  for  that  which  was  clavSsic  avenged  itself  in  striking  defects 
of  form.    His  friends  gradually  emancipated  themselves  from  this  one- 
sidedness.     Cornelius,  the  most  distinguished  of  them,  left  Rome,  and 
in  1819  took  the  control  of  the  academy  at  DUsseldorf ;  in  1825  that 
of  Munich ;  and  in  1841  went  to  Berlin.     lie  is  the  founder  of  the 
Munich  school  (Schnorr^  Veith,  Kaulbachy  etc.),  which  combines  reli- 
gious inwardness  with  beautiful  and  sublime  forms,  and  strives  to 
spiritualize  nature  to  ideal  beauty;  whilst  the  DUsseldorf  school  y  under 
the  control  of  Karl  Frederick  Lessing^  restricted  itself  to  a  faithful 
copying  of  nature.    Lessing's  Protestant  consciousness  expressed  itself, 
in  contrast  with  the  ultramontane  zeal  of  his  rigidly  Roman  Catholic 
art-companions,  in    his  two  great   master-pieces,   **  IIuss   before   the 
Council"  and  the  "Imprisonment  of  Pope  Paschalis  by  the  Emperor 
Henry  V.,"  and  completed  the  long-prepared-for  rupture  of  the  schools 
(1842).   Between  these  two  German  schools  stood  the  Romantic  French 
8cho(^l,  with  H,  Vernet  at  its  head.  —  Music  also  made  great  progress, 
through  the  three  great  masters  in  Vienna.     They  devoted  their  best 
powers  to  secular  music,  but  they  also  treated  biblical  and  churchly 
subjects  with  imperishable  success.      Mozart  (ob,  1791)  wrote  when 
dying  his  glorious  requeim  ;  Haydn  (ob,  1809)  set  to  music  the  seven 
words  of  Christ  on  the  cross,  and  produced  in  his  "Creation"  a  grand 
work  of  art,  which,  however,  is  almost  more  an  opera  than  an  oratorio. 
Beethoven  (ob,  1827),  having  lost  his  hearing,  withdrew  into  the  magio 
world  of  his  imagination,  from  which  proceeded  a  Christ  on  the  Mount 
of  Olives  and  the  second  mass,  "also  a  creation,  which,  however,  did 
not  reach  the  seventh  day"  (Ilase),  because  the  lofty  spirit  of  the  mas- 
ter was  not  the  spirit  of  the  church.     The  Berlin  singing  academy 
under  the  control  of  Mendelssohn-Bartholdy  (a  nephew  of  the  well 
^own  Jewish  x>opular  philosopher),  has  gained  great  credit  in  re 
69* 
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awakening  the  taste  for  the  old  churchly  art  music,  by  again  perform 
ing  the  oratorios  of  Handel,  Bach,  etc.  —  an  example  which  has  been 
extensively  imitated  in  other  parts  of  Germany.  Mendelssohn's  own 
oratorios  **  Paulus"  and  "  Elias,"  in  which  he  permits  the  simple  word 
of  God  to  rule  in  its  power  and  truth,  as  also  his  psalms,  are  the  mc»8t 
glorious  productions  which  have  appeared  in  this  department  in  modern 
times.  lie  was  removed  by  an  early  d^ath  (1847),  before  he  was  able 
to  translate  his  ideal  Christ  into  notes.*^ 


hi 


II.  PROTESTANTISM. 


Cf.  J.  G,  Jorfff  Gesch.  d.  Protestantism,  in  sr.  neuesten  Entwickel. 
2  Bde.    Kegensb.  1858. 

J  54.  THE  PROTESTANT  CHURCH  IN  GENERAL,  ESPE- 
CIALLY IN  GERMANY. 

TUK  beginning  of  this  century  foand  Rationalism  in  its  fallest 
bloom  and  dominion.  But  a  new  spirit  began  to  stir  already  in 
philosophy  and  national  literature,  and  the  heart  and  mind  of 
the  noblest  of  the  German  nation  became  again  receptive  for  the 
faith  of  the  fathers,  throup^h  the  enthusiasm  of  the  wars  of  liberty. 
A  strong  and  energetic  Pietism,  which  also  was  not  deficient  in 
martyr-joyfulness,  entered  the  arena  and  fought  Rationalism  to 
the  death,  althougli  appearing  to  yield  in  the  single  combats. 
The  year  1830,  with  the  Hallean  controversy,  constitutes  a  turn- 
ing-point. From  this  time  Rationalism  began  to  decline  ;  it  was 
compelled  to  withdraw  from  the  high  places  of  science  and  cul- 
ture, and  to  try  its  chances  in  the  agitation  of  the  popular  masses. 
Meanwhile  a  new  factor  of  churchly  development  had  appeared 
in  the  Union.  A  division  in  the  camp  of  Pietism  was  produced 
amid  the  actions  and  reactions  of  the  agitation  occasioned  by  it. 
On  ihe  one  side  Pietism  rose  to  Confessionalism,  and  contended 
as  such  as  decidedly  and  as  powerfully  for  the  palladium  of  what 
was  specifically  churchly,  as  it  had  formerly  for  the  treasure  of 
the  general  Christian  confession.  On  the  other  side,  it  entered 
most  heartily  into  the  Union,  and  glorified  in  it  the  most  blessed 
acquisition  of  the  century.  All  theological  tendencies  flowed 
together  gradually  into  these  two  antitheses,  and  the  present 
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finds  itself  in  the  midst  of  a  jet  undecided  conflict  of  the  one 
against  the  olher,  which  is  curried  on  both  in  the  sphere  of 
science  and  of  practical  life  with  spiritual  and  carnal  weapons. 

1.  Protestant  Ratioiialui/n  preacrvetl  itself  with  its  peculiar  self- 
sufficiency  and  unimprovableneas  also  through  the  religious  elevation 
which  the  mental  life  of  the  nations  reached  since  the  wars  tor  free- 
d(m.  Innumerable  preachers  and  teachers  in  common  and  higher 
schools  still  adhered  to  it,  and  subsequent  to  1830  it  was  also  still 
represented  in  many  thoolorrieal  f)rofessors'  chairs.  In  the  Sinn- 
den  der  Andachif  by  Zachnkkey  further  in  Tiedijes  Urania,  and  en- 
tirely caricatured  in  Witschel's  Morgen  und  Abendopfern,  etc.,  ap- 
peared a  sentimental  Ratioruilism,  which,  even  though  it  became  a 
bridge  for  many  to  true  Christianity,  nevertheless  inflicted  incalculable 
injury  upon  the  religious  development  of  the  German  nation,  inasmuch 
as  it  drew  the  religious  want,  caused  by  the  wars  for  freedom,  away 
from  its  true  spiritual  nourishment.  —  Nevertheless,  Rationalism  lost 
respect  and  influence  more  and  more,  especially  among  the  higher 
educated  classes.  Schelling's  natural  philosophy  and  Hegel's  philo* 
sophy  of  conception.  Romanticism  and  cosmopolitan  literature,  in 
which  the  spirit  of  modern  times  continually  advanced  forward  in  the 
most  heterogeneous  way,  were  equally  opposed  to  it.  It  had  to  draw 
in  its  sails  before  Schleiermacher's  theological  science,  and  the  then 
generalissimo  and  Patriarch  of  Rationalism,  Riihr  of  Weimar,  found 
in  his  own  diocese  in  the  person  of  Hase  of  Jena  a  not  less  pietistic 
than  orthodox  opponent,  whose  crushing  polemics  struck  him  (1834) 
as  once  Lessing's  struck  the  chief  pastor  Gotze.  Claris  Harms  (o6. 
1855)  on  the  part  of  the  church,  opened  the  contest  against  the  apos- 
tacy  from  the  faith  of  the  fathers  on  the  occasion  of  the  Reformation- 
jubilee  (1817),  with  95  new  theses^  which  contrast  Luther's  almost 
forgotten  doctrine  with  the  unchurchly  spirit  of  the  age ;  and  Avg,  Hahn 
(1827)  defended  in  an  academical  disputation  at  Leipsic  the  position, 
that  the  Rationalists  ought  to  be  dismissed  from  the  church.  Since 
1827  the  '*  Evangelische  Kirchenzeitung,"  by  Hcnrjstenherg  of  Berlin, 
began  an  opposition  as  fearless  as  energetic  against  Rationalism  in  all 
its  forms.  It  created  the  greatest  excitement  by  publishing  an  anony- 
mous article  (by  the  jurist  E.  L,  v.  Gerlach),  which  openly  charged 
the  professors  Geseniuf  and  Wegscheider  of  Halle  with  infidelity,  even 
with  the  scoflBng  of  what  was  holy,  and  advocated  the  interposition  of 
the  civil  power  (1830).  But  although  the  ex-minister  Stein  (to  Gagern) 
expressed  the  hope  that  the  state  would  not  hesitate  to  place  a  dozen 
Rationalists  extra  statum  nocendi,  still  the  government  only  wan  con- 
cerned about  silencing  the  controversy  that  had  arisen,  without  ex- 
amining the  charges  of  the  complainant.  Pietism  also  vigorously 
opposed  Ratianalism  in  almost  all  the  other  German  Protestant  coun- 
ftriesy  and  pri  Foked  many  lively  controversies.    The  scientific  the<ilo* 
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gians  disavowed  it ;  the  philosophers  despised  and  ridiculed  it ;  it  even 
come  so  far,  that  men  oi  t^cientific  culture  regarded  i%a8  an  insult  to 
be  reckoned  among  the  Rationalists.  It  was  already  believed  that  the 
time  had  come  to  perform  its  obsequies,  —  but  it  was  too  soon.  Its 
power  at  this  time  lay  in  the  masses  of  the  people,  wh)  had  been 
trained  in  unbelief,  and  it  offered  this  to  them.  When  the  preacher 
Sinteniit  of  Magdeburg  declared  in  a  newspaper  that  the  worship  of 
Christ  was  blasphemous  superstition  (1840),  and  the  consistory  insti- 
tuted proceedings  against  him,  the  neighboring  preachers  Uklkh  und 
Konig  organized  a  union  of  so-called  Friends  of  Light,  which  soon 
called  thousands  of  laymen  and  clergymen  to  a  public  meeting  at 
Kiithen.  In  such  a  meeting  (1844),  Wislicenus  of  Halle  de8tn)yed  the 
self-deception  of  Rationalism,  that  it  still  occupied  the  ground  of  Scrip- 
tures and  the  Church,  by  the  question  whether  the  Scriptures  or  the 
Spirit  was  to  be  the  norm  of  faith.  GuerickCy  who  was  present  as 
'*  Church  historian,''  made  a  note  of  it,  and  the  evang.  Kirchenzeitung 
contained  numberless  protests  and  excommunications.  The  left  wing 
of  Schleiermacher's  school  took  offence  at  this,  and  issued,  Aug.  15, 
1846,  from  Berlin,  a  declaration  with  88  signatures  against  the  paper 
pope  of  the  antiquated  reformation  confession  and  the  inquisitorial 
conduct  of  the  "Kirchenzeitung's"  party,  which  disregarded  ail  free- 
dom of  faith  and  of  conscience,  wishing  to  hold  favSt  only  to  one  thing 
—  that  Jesus  Christ,  the  same  yesterday,  to-day  and  forever,  was  the 
only  ground  of  our  salvation.  The  popular  wit  of  Berlin  called  them 
friends  ofixcilight  or  bats,  because  they  neither  wished  to  be  friends 
of  light  nor  of  darkness;  and  the  aged  Cla%is  Harms,  "  Einer  gegen 
Achtundachtzig,"  attacked  them  with  the  bold  defiance  of  a  youth, 
and  with  the  self-consciousness  of  an  aged  confessor,  who  labored  and 
Buiferod  more  than  they  all,  in  crushing  philippics.  The  friends  of 
light,  however,  fraternizing  with  the  German  Catholics  and  Young- 
Ilegelians,  founded  free  congregations  at  Ilalle  (  WisUcenus),  Konigs- 
burg  (Rupp),  Magdeburg  [llhUch)  and  at  many  other  places.  Saxony 
prohibited  the  assemblies  already  in  1845,  as  directed  against  ch archly 
confession  ;  —  Prussia  at  least  forbade  the  participation  of  the  laity  in 
the  same;  but  by  an  edict  of  toleration  (1847)  guaranteed  tolerance 
and  free  exercise  of  religion  to  their  congregations.  The  religious 
emptiness  of  their  assemblies  and  sermons  filled  the  revolutionary 
movement  of  1848  with  politico-democratic  agitation.  This  furnished 
the  State  with  the  welcome  occasion  to  place  them  under  strict  police 
control,  and  to  dissolve  them  one  after  the  other. 

2.  Pietism  did  not  entirely  die  out  even  during  the  years  of  spiritual 
famine,  but,  being  purged  of  many  eccentricities,  found  a  refuge  and 
nourishment  chiefly  in  connection  with  the  Moravians.  It  also  devel- 
oped itself  in  WUrtemberg  in  an  independent  and  peculiarly  theoso- 
phical,  chiliastic  way  (to  which  was  added  later  a  species  of  ghost- 
feeing  with  all  kinds  of  revelations  from  Hades,  practised  especially 
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by  Jusiinvs  Kerner).  It  was  also  strengthened  to  make  a  more  decided 
impression  by  the  religious  agitations  of  the  new  century.  In  contrast 
with  the  clergy,  who  had  almost  entindy  fallen  under  the  baneful  in- 
fluence of  Rationalism,  it  laid  hold  of  the  religious  kernel  of  the  na- 
tional life,  and  as  the  weak  rationalistic  moral  sermons  could  not 
satisfy  its  religious  wants,  it  sought  to  do  this  by  conventicles  and 
meetings,  which  were  led  by  gifted  men,  mostly  mechanics,  but  well 
read  in  the  Bible  and  ascetic  works.  As  Pietism  did  not  shun  martyr- 
dom of  any  kind,  neither  the  ridicule  and  abuse  of  the  infidel  masses, 
nor  the  hatred  of  rationalistic  pastors,  nor  yet  the  interposition  of  the 
civil  power,  were  able  to  retard  its  progress.  It  also  gradually  pene- 
trated the  younger  generation  of  the  clergy,  and  even  theologians  at 
the  universities.  The  energetic  vigor  of  modern  Pietism  is  manifested 
in  its  great  labors  for  missions,  foreign  as  well  as  home,  in  which  it 
accomplished  the  most  extraordinary  results  with  the  fewest  means. 
A  fresh  and  hearty  religious  poetry  was  again  produced  by  it ;  the  old 
choice  hymns  of  the  evangelical  church  were  again  used,  and  the 
ascetic  treasures  of  the  churchly  past  were  again  rescued  from  the 
dust.  This  modern  Pietism  was  evangelical  and  Protestant  from  the 
beginning.  As  it  did  not,  like  the  Pietism  of  the  previous  century, 
start  from  the  antithesis  against  dead  churchliness  and  orthodwxy,  but 
rather  from  the  antithesis  against  unchurchliness  and  Rationalism,  it 
consequently  was  also  distinguished  from  it  advantageously  by  a  more 
decided  tendency  towards  what  was  generally  churchly, — although  the 
proper  characteristics  of  Pietism,  overrating  the  invisible  above  the 
visible  church,  sanctification  above  justification,  the  pain  of  repentance 
obove  the  joy  of  faith,  inclination  towards  Chiliasm,  indifierence  to- 
wards the  churchly  apprehension  of  doctrines,  etc.,  belonged  more  or 
less  to  it.  But  as  the  Pietism  of  the  previous  century  indicated  m  its 
degeneracy  the  transition  to  Rationalism,  so  did  that  of  the  present  in 
its  elevation  form  the  transition  to  the  revival  of  churchly  conscious- 
ness and  life. — Of  some  significance  for  the  revival  of  religious  life  in 
several  sections  of  Germany,  but  especially  in  Switzerland,  were  the 
missionary  labors  of  Lfidy  von  KiHuiener  (by  birth  Baroness  Vieting- 
hoflf  of  Riga,  176G).  This  lady,  after  "  having  been  brought  up  in  the 
dwellings  of  vanity,"  and  wasting  many  years  in  a  worldly  life,  but 
then  **  humbled  by  her  sins  and  errors,"  was  seized  by  a  glowing, 
fanatical  love  for  the  Saviour.  She  now  (since  1814)  travelled  through 
the  greatest  portion  of  Europe,  preached  repentance,  proclaimed  sal- 
vation and  condemnation,  carried  the  consolation  of  the  Gospel  to  the 
criminals  in  the  prisons,  preached  the  foolishness  of  the  cross  to  the 
wise  of  this  world,  to  kings  and  princes  the  majesty  of  Christ  as  the 
King  of  kings.  Wherever  she  went,  she  disturbed  secure  sinners, 
melted  the  stony  hearts  of  the  hardened  to  tears  of  repentance,  at- 
tracted great  crowds  of  spiritually  miserable  ones  of  all  kinds  and  of 
ftll  classes,  etc.    By  some  she  was  honored  as  an  elect  saint,  as  a  pre 
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phetess  and  a  performer  of  miracles ;  by  others  she  was  ridiculed  as  a 
fool,  aud  persecuted  as  a  dangerous  fanatic  or  deceiver.  Banished 
from  country  to  country,  she  finally  died  (1824)  in  the  Crimea." 

3.  The  Protestant  Union.  (Cf.  /.  O.  Scheibel,  actenm'dsz.  Gcsch.  d. 
neuest.  Union.  Lpz.  1834,  2  Bde.  —  A.  G.  Rndelbach,  Ref.,  Lutherth. 
u.  Union.  Lpz.  1839.  —  0.  Krahhe,  d.  ev.  Landeskirche  Preuszens. 
Berl.  1849.  —  C  W.  Herinrf,  Gesch.  d.  kirchl.  Unionsversuche.  Lpz. 
183G_;j8,  2  Bde.)  —  Since  Prussia  became  one  of  the  great  powers 
of  Europe,  it  became  the  centre  of  intelligence  and  the  champion  of 
Protestantism.  This  position,  not  less  than  the  opposition  to  the 
Reformed  confession  among  by  far  the  greater  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion, made  it  highly  desirable  on  the  part  of  the  Prussion  government 
to  bring  to  pass  a  union  of  both  Protestant  Churches.  The  circum- 
stances were  very  favorable  to  it ;  the  Lutheran  separate  consciousness 
had  almost  entirely  vanished  both  in  science  and  in  practical  life ; 
Lutheran  Supranaturalism  had  formally  passed  over  into  Reformed 
apprehension  of  principles,  and  willingly  abandoned  Luther's  doctrine 
concerning  the  Lord's  Supper ;  Calvinism  had  sunk  into  Zwingiianism. 
and  rejoiced  to  see  the  doctrine  of  predestination  set  aside;  Rationalism 
hoped  that  the  peculiar  and  characteristic  doctrines  of  Christianity 
would  fall  with  those  of  Lutheranism,  and  Pietism  with  its  enthusiasm 
and  its  indiiference  towards  the  theology  of  the  creeds  willingly  gave  its 
consent.  Thus  Frederick  William  III.'s  summons  (at  the  jubilee  of  the 
Reformation,  1817)  to  a  Lutheran-Calvinistic  Union  in  behalf  of  a  re- 
generaticm  of  the  Protestant  Church,  met  with  much  sympathy.  The 
introduction  of  a  new  liturgy  (1822),  in  the  formation  of  which  tho 
pious  king  himself  participated,  awakened,  it  is  true,  manifold  oppo- 
sition ;  its  forms  were  considered  too  churchly,  even  Romanizing.  A 
second  edition  of  it  (1829)  conciliated  by  a  large  selection  of  its  formu- 
laries, and  soon  the  liturgy  had  the  authority  of  a  law,  and  the  Union 
was  a  fait  accomplL  Under  a  common  church  government  and  a  com- 
mon liturgy  there  existed  now  in  Prussia  an  evangelical  national 
church  with  three  sections, —  a  Lutheran  and  a  Reformed,  which  held 
fast  to  their  characteristic  doctrines,  but  did  not  wish  to  regard  them 
as  separative, — and  a  real  united  section,  which  entirely  abandoned  the 
characteristic  doctrines.  But  since  these  three  sections  did  not  remain 
separated,  their  commingling  being  rather  designedly  promoted, — since 
besides,  Indifferentisni,  Rationalism,  and  infidelity,  boasted  of  the 
Union  as  being  a  practical  indifferentizing,  even  abolition  of  the  con- 
fessions of  faith, —  since  finally  the  continually  increasing  churchly 
consciousness  opposed  the  Union  more  and  more  decidedly,  the  confu- 
sion in  the  Prussian  united  church  became  greater  every  year.  The 
attempt  to  give  it  a  firm  basis  in  a  confession  of  faith  and  in  a  consti- 
tution by  a  general  synod,  failed  entirely,  and  only  increased  the 
difficulties  (cf.  J  55,  1).  The  largest  ecclesiastical  conferences,  of 
which  that  of  Onadatier  was  the  most  important,  also  attempted  in 
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Tain  to  overcome  and  to  remove  the  evil  from  within. — Prussia's  exam 
pie  in  the  union  of  ))Oth  churches  was  at  once  followed  in  Baden, 
Nassau,  Rhenish  Bavaria,  Anhalt,    Hesse,    etc.,  and  also  provoked 
here  similar  evils  and  conflicts.     (Cf.  J  55.) 

4.  Lutlieran  Opposiiwn  to  the  Union. — The  Prussian  union  expressly 
declared  that  it  did  not  wish  a  change  from  one  church  to  the  other, 
but  only  a  union  in  brotherly  love  upon  the  basis  of  a  common  faith. 
But  it  declared  practically  that  the  characteristic  doctrines  were  non- 
essential, and  thereby  placed  itself  upon  the  stand-point  of  the  Re- 
formed Church,  which  at  all  times  desired  and  strove  after  the  union 
on  this  condition.  Thus  it  was  easily  intelligible  that,  if  it  should 
meet  with  opposition  from  any  particular  church,  it  was  not  to  be  ex- 
pected from  the  Reformed,  but  rather  from  the  Lutheran.  This  waa 
the  case  also.  The  contest  for  the  continuance  of  ancient  Lutber- 
anism  proceeded  from  Breslau,  where  Dr.  Srheibel  was  dismissed  from 
his  offices  as  preacher  and  professor  (1832)  for  his  opposition  (oh,  in 
exile,  1843).  H.  Steffens  also,  who  again  attained  to  the  consciousness 
of  his  native  northern  Lutheran  ism  through  friendly  and  confidential 
intercourse  with  Scheibel,  connected  himself  with  the  reaction  (**Wie 
ich  wieder  Lutheraner  wurde,"  1831).  Outside  of  Breslau  also  Schei- 
bel's  example  was  imitated,  especially  in  Silesia.  The  remonstrant 
clergy  were  punished  with  deposition,  and,  if  they  continued  their 
opposition,  with  imprisonment,  and  the  congregations  were  threatened 
with  sharp  police  measures.  Jn  the  village  of  Honigern,  under  the 
preacher  ^<f//uer,  the  church  was  even  opened  for  the  use  of  the  liturgy 
against  the  passive  resistance  of  the  congregation,  by  military  force 
(1834).  The  suspended  clergy  held  a  vsynod  at  Breslau  in  1835,  and 
resolved  to  use  every  lawful  means  to  save  the  Lutheran  Church.  The 
police  measures  were,  on  this  account,  made  more  severe  against  the 
resistants,  and  a  large  number  of  Lutherans  emigrated  to  Australia 
and  North  America.  Guericke  of  Halle,  who,  having  been  secretly 
ordained  as  a  minister,  served  a  small  congregation  of  Lutherans  in 
his  house,  was,  after  manifold  police  punishments,  dismissed  from  his 
professorship  (1835),  and  was  only  restored  (1840)  after  making  some 
concessions.  Since  1838  the  coercive  measures  have  been  generally 
modified.  Frederick  William  IV.  released  the  arrested  clergy  from 
prison  (1840),  and  in  1841  a  Lutheran  Church  entirely  independent  of 
the  established  church  was  formed  at  Breslau  by  a  General  Synod, 
which  received  a  general  concession  in  1845  through  royal  favor.  It 
was  governed  by  a  church  college  residing  in  Breslau,  of  which  the 
excellent  jurist  Huschke  was  president.  Meanwhile,  the  Lutheran 
ctmsciousness  was  awakened  also  in  many  other  congregations  (espe- 
cially in  Pomerania,  etc.),  which,  however,  were  still  kept  in  the  esta- 
blished church  by  ready  concessions  in  regard  to  worship  and  the 
liturgy.  Nevertheless,  the  Lutheran  protestations  and  secessions  of 
ungb  clergymen  (often  with  a  large  portion  of  their  congregations) 
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multiplied,  the  latter  connecting  with  the  church  colleg«  of  Breslau 
These  were  designated  as  "the  churchly  constitute^!  Lutherans  in 
Prussia,''  in  distinction  from  those  Lutherans  who  remained  in  the 
united  established  church.  In  the  other  German  countries  also,  where 
the  Union  had  been  accomplished,  especially  in  Baden,  Nassau,  Rhe- 
uish  Bavaria,  the  Lutheran  consciousness  has  been  awakened  here  and 
there  within  the  last  few  years,  and  is  striTing  after  emancipation  from 
the  embrace  of  the  union  police  of  the  established  churches.  (Cf.|55.) 

5.  Protestant  Confederation.  —  The  Union  endeavored  to  unite, 
strengthen,  and  rejuvenate  the  Protestant  Church  by  fusion.  But 
almost  the  very  opposite  was  the  result.  Another  way  to  preserve  the 
collective  interests  of  Protestantism,  was  that  of  the  Confederation^  by 
which  the  peculiarity  and  independence  of  the  confessions  could  be 
protected,  and  their  common  interests  be  represented  with  united 
strength.  This  way  has  been  largely  followed  in  modern  times.  The 
Gustave-Adolphus  Union,  occasioned  by  the  bi-centennial  anniversary 
of  the  Swedish  saviour  of  the  Protestant  Church  (1832),  was  formed 
Oct.  31,  1841,  to  aid  feeble  Protestant  churches,  especially  in  Roman 
Catholic  countries.  All  the  German  States,  except  Bavaria  and  Aus- 
tria, took  part  in  it.  The  want  of  a  positive  creed  *on  the  part  o**  the 
Union,  which  had  a  bond  of  union  only  in  the  negation  of  Roman 
Catholicism,  aroused  suspicion  from  the  start  in  the  minds  of  mnny 
churchly  persons.  But  it  was  just  this  want  of  a  positive  creed  which 
secured  for  it  the  sympathies  of  the  masses.  The  infidel,  demagogic 
element  soon  gained  the  ascendency.  It  is  true,  a  general  convention 
of  the  Union  at  Berlin  (Sept.,  1840)  was  yet  a])le  to  exclude  the  Ko- 
nig.-«]>erg  delegate  K^tpp^  because  he  with  his  congregation  had  aposta- 
tized from  the  Protc>*tant  principle ;  but  numberless  protestations  from 
branch  unions  opposed  this  act  in  the  most  decided  terms.  Those  of  a 
churchly  spirit  now  went  out  of  the  Union,  and  in  1847  made  the 
attempt  to  form  a  separate  churchly  one  (Berlin,  Konigpborg).  The 
whole  movement  fell  into  stagnation  amid  the  complications  of  the 
revolution  of  1848  ;  nevertheless  in  1849  another  general  convention 
(the  Feventh)  was  held  at  Brcslau,  at  which  an  important  decrease  of 
co-operation  and  of  income,  but  also  of  unchurchly  infidel  agitation, 
was  revealed.  Since  that  time,  however,  the  Union  has  again  greatly 
increased  under  the  superintendence  of  the  prelate  A".  Zimmei'viann 
of  Darmstadt.  Its  income  has  increased  from  year  to  year.  In  1853 
it  was  SG7,244;  in  the  following  year  $77,218;  and  in  1858  it  was 
$107,006.  The  Union,  possessing  such  large  means,  under  careful  and 
■  well-considered  management,  has  already  accomplished  great  and 
praiseworthy  results ;  and  it  will  accomplish  still  more  in  the  future 
with  increasing  co-operation  and  support.  Nevertheless,  the  rigid 
Lutherans  still  refuse  to  have  anything  to  do  with  it,  from  confessional 
interests;  and  a  specifically  Lutheran  miniature  union  has  been  formed 
ftt  Lcipsic  under  the  name  of  GoUeskasUn,  which  seeks  to  supplement 
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the  Gust.  Ad.  Union  in  so  far  as  it  proposes  chiefly  to  aid  where  the 
latter  cannot  from  fundamental  antipathies  (ex.  gr.  the  independent 
Lutherans  of  Prussia).  (Cf.  K,  Zimmermann,  d.  Gust.-Ad.-Ver.  4.  A. 
Darmst.  1858.) 

An  attempt  to  form  a  still  grander  and  more  comprehensive  Confe- 
deratitm  of  all  Protestant  churches  and  sects  of  all  countries,  chiefly 
to  oppose  the  progress  of  the  Papacy  and  of  Pnseyism,  and  generally 
all  high-church  movements,  was  made  by  Dr,  Chalmers  (ef.  J  55,  8)  in 
England.     After  several  preliminary  meetings,  the  first  great  one  of 
the  Evangelical  Alliance^  composed  of  delegates  from  all  lands,  was 
held  in  London  in  August.  1846.     The  object  of  the  Alliance  was  to 
unite  more  closely  all  evangelical  Christians  on  the  basis  of  the  great 
common  doctrines  of  salvation  ;   to  defend  and  extend  this  common 
basis  of  faith  with  united  powers,  especially  as  against  the  Papacy; 
and  to  contend  for  the  freedom  of  conscience  and  the  religious  tolera- 
tion of  all  churches  and  sects,  excepting  the  Papacy.     Faith  in  the 
inspiration  of  the  Scriptures,  the  Trinity,  original  sin,  the  divinity  of 
Christ,  justification  by  faith  alone,  the  obligation  of  both  the  sacra- 
ments, the  resurrection  of  the  hct^y,  the  final  judgment,  the  eternal 
blessedness  of  the  righteous  and  the  eternal  misery  of  the  wicked,  was 
made  to  be  the  condition  of  membership  of  the  Alliance:  accoviiingly, 
the  Baptists  were  included  but  the  Quakers  excluded.     In  1855,  the 
Alliance  combined  its  ninth  annual  meeting  with  the  great  industrial 
exhibition  at  Paris,  and  took  the  form  of  a  church  exhibition ;  inas- 
much as  the  representatives  of  the  single  national  churches  endeavored 
to  present  to  those  present  a  view  of  the  ecclesiastical  condition  of  the 
churches.     The  tenth  meeting  was  hold  at  Berlin  in  1857.     The  com- 
mittee of  the  Alliance,  with  Sir  Culling  Eardley  at  its  head,  made 
every  effort  to  make  this  meeting  the  largest  and  most  brilliant.     A 
deputation  presented  an  address  to  the  King  of  Prussia,  in  which  it 
was  openly  declared  that  the  Alliance  not  only  waged  war  against  the 
Sadducaism,  but  also  against  the  Pharisaism  in  the  German  evangeli- 
cal church.    The  confessional  Lutherans  wno  from  the  first  opposed  the 
principle  and  tendency  of  the  Alliance,  believed  that  the  latter  clause 
of  this  declaration  was  a  declaration  of  war  against  them.     The  king, 
however,  received  the  deputation  most  graciously :  and  soon  expressed 
his  displeasure  concerning  the  suspicions  about  the  Alliance  in  a  decree, 
in  which  he  at  the  same  time  declared  that  he  connected  the  highest 
hopes  for  the  future  of  the  Church  with  its  efforts,  and  beheld  in-  it  a 
sign  of  Christian  fraternal  feeling  such  as  had  never  yet  been  realized. 
Althougk  many  distinguished  representatives  of  confessional  Lutheran- 
ism  had  also  been  specially  and  personally  invited  to  take  part  in  thia 
meeting,  not  one  of  them  was  present.     Likewise,  the  men  of  the 
Protest.  Kirchenzeitung  (cf.  {56,  5)  excluded  themselves  from  partici- 
pating in  it,  because  the  nine  articles  were  too  orthodox  for  them.    On 
the  other  hand,  representatives  of  Pietism,  Unionism,  and  Melanch 
10 
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thonianism,  as  also  of  Methodism,  Moravianism,  and  the  Baptists,  froin 
all  parts  of  the  world,  were  present  in  large  numbers,  and  constituted 
the  heads  of  the  ccclesinstieal  and  political  liberals.  After  a  great  deal 
had  been  said  about  the  unity  and  diversity  of  the  children  of  Qod : 
about  the  universal  priesth(X>d ;  about  the  superiority  of  the  present 
meeting  to  the  oecumenical  councils  of  the  early  church ;  about  the 
want  of  spiritual  life  in  the  churches,  in  spite  of  the  return  of  theology 
to  the  churchly  confessions,  etc.,  with  laudation  of  the  efforts  of  the 
Alliance  and  indirect  thrusts  at  half  Human  Catholic  Lutheranism  and 
its  deification  of  the  sacraments  and  the  ministry,  whereby  the  theo- 
logy i>f  rhetoric  was  able  to  expatiate, — in  addition  also  to  many  excel* 
lent  and  appropriate  words  (ex.  gr.  by  Niisch^  Merle  d*Auhiyni,  et  al.), 
the  ominous  kiss  with  which  Merle  d*Aubiyn6,  although  resisting, 
greeted  Chevalier  ^nn^e/i,  or  rather  the  excited  feeling  with  which  Lie. 
Ki'umiiuicher  made  a  report  concerning  it  to  the  meeting,  introduced  a 
harsh  discord  into  the  concert.  Court-preacher  Beyschlagy  besides, 
combated  the  churchly  doctrine  of  inspiration,  with  the  acknowledg- 
ment of  which,  however,  the  nine  articles  connected  the  privilege  of 
membership ;  and  Prof.  Schlottmann  proposed  rather  to  cast  aside  the 
whole  of  the  nine  articles,  as  to  the  present  form  of  which,  at  all 
events,  only  the  least  number  of  those  present  were  agreed.  Tlie  gra- 
cious royal  reception  of  the  members  of  the  Alliance,  at  which  Lie. 
Krummacher  gave  expression  to  his  overflowing  feelings  in  the  words : 
**  Your  majesty,  we  all  ought  not  to  fall  at  your  feet,  but  upon  your 
neck ! "  was  glorified  by  his  brother,  Dr.  F,  W,  Krunvnachery  as  a  sug- 
gestive prelude  of  the  great  scene  of  greeting  at  the  day  of  judgment. 
/Sir  Culling  decreed:  "  There  is  no  longer  a  German  Ocean  !"  Lord 
Shafieshvi-y  announced  in  London  that  a  new  epoch  in  the  world's 
history  had  begun  with  the  meeting  at  Berlin;  and  others  returning 
homo  spoke  of  it  as  a  second  Whitsuntide.  Dr.  Krummacher,  however, 
exclaimed  prophetically,  at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting,  in  his  addre*43 
of  welcome:  *'0  heart-stirring  mirage!"  Since  then  the  German 
branch  of  the  Alliance  in  Berlin  has  established  in  its  service  a  "'Kent 
evangolische  Kirchenzeitung  *'  (1859),  of  which  Ilcngstenberg  has 
complained  as  an  unwarrantalile  theft  of  title. 

A  kindred  institution  is  the  Erangelical  Church  Diet  in  Germany, 
When  in  1848  the  State  was  compelled  to  abandon  its  Christian  charac- 
ter and  the  sovereign  episcopacy  of  the  Protestant  princes  was  called 
into  question  by  the  revolution  in  Germany,  a  number  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished churchly-minded  theologians,  clergymen,  and  laymen,  met 
together  in  September,  1848,  in  the  first  church  diet  at  IVift^iherg,  to 
form  an  Ecangelical  Church  Alliayice  for  Germany^  which  had  for  its 
object  the  support  and  independent  organization  of  the  evangelical 
churches  in  an  orderly  and  legal  way,  not  by  means  of  a  union  which 
oblitr rated  all  confessional  differences,  but  by  means  of  a  churchly 
•onfederatioD.  The  Lutheran,  Reformed,  United,  and  Moravian  Churcbet 
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were  first  of  all  embraced  within  it.  The  a^cond  general  church  diet 
was  again  held  at  Wittenberg  in  September,  1849.  The  strict  Lutherans 
for  the  most  part  had  withdrawn;  the  churchly  Lutherans  of  Silesia 
were  nH  at  all  represented.  The  Lutheran  conference,  which  had 
been  hold  a  short  time  before  at  Leipsic  under  the  presidency  of  Har- 
less,  declared  expressly  that  the  Wittenberg  confederation  of  churches 
of  different  confessions  was  impracticable  and  irreconcilable  with  the 
principles  of  the  Lutheran  Church.  The  formation  of  a  church  alli- 
ance, such  as  was  originally  contemplated,  has  been  entirely  abandoned 
by  the  church  diet,  since  the  political  reaction  has  also  restored  the 
ecclesiastical  power  of  the  princes.  It  has  since  then  held  its  annual 
meetings  in  the  chief  German  cities  in  turn,  and  has  succeeded  in  pre- 
serving a  tolerably  active  co-operation.  The  presidency  has  been  re- 
gularly conferred  on  the  jurist  Bethmann-Hollweg.  Vital  church 
questions  and  the  means  by  which  to  revive  a  churchly  feeling  and 
life  have  been  thoroughly  discussed  by  it.  Such  discussions  have,  doubt* 
less,  exerted  a  wholesome  influence  on  many  who  were  present;  but 
the  attempts  to  influence,  by  deputations  and  letters  to  evangelical  and 
Roman  Catholic  princes,  the  principles  of  government  in  States  having 
established  churches,  have  been  for  the  most  part  coolly  or  ironi- 
cally frustrated.  At  the  church  diet  at  Berlin  (1853)  the  propciition 
was  made,  openly  to  declare  that  the  Augustana  of  1530  was  the  oldest 
and  simplest  common  record  of  publicly  acknowledged  evangelical 
doctrines  in  Germany, —  without  prejudice,  however,  to  the  Reformed 
interpretation  of  the  tenth  article, —  and  that  it  was  still  the  common 
creed  of  all  present.  After  some  opposition  and  necessary  protestation, 
even  the  Reformed  present  agreed  ;  but  not  only  the  Schleiermacherans 
of  the  left  wing  protested  against  this  demonstration,  which  they  re- 
garded as  hostile  to  the  Union,  but  also  "  some  teachers  of  theology 
and  canon  law''  of  the  universities  of  Erlangen,  Leipsic,  and  Rostock, 
entered  publicly  a  protest  in  the  name  of  the  Lutheran  Church  against 
this  sham  confession  of  the  church  diet  as  being  an  offence  against  the 
treasure  of  the  evangelical  church  and  an  underminings  of  its  legal 
status.  At  Stutgart  (1857)  there  were  violent  debates  concerning 
heathen  missions  and  evangelical  catholicity,  between  those  represen- 
tatives of  confessional  Lutheranism,  who  till  now  had  remained  faith- 
ful to  the  Diet,  and  the  Unionist  majority.  Hamburg  received  tho 
church  diet  of  1858  very  unwillingly  into  its  midst.  Hamburg  news- 
papers opposed  it  with  such  effect,  that  the  police  regarded  it  as  ne- 
cessary to  adopt  extraordinary  measures  to  prevent  street-scandals. 
The  transactions  were  of  less  importance  than  ever  before.  Staid  and 
Heiigstenherg  were  brilliant  for  the  first  time  by  their  absence.  Beth- 
mann-IIollweg,  then  already  designated  for  the  ministry  of  Prussia, 
also  presided  probably  for  the  last  time  over  the  church  diet  in  Ham- 
burg. 
The  Protestant  governments  of  Germany,  following  the  example  <if 
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Prussia  aud  Wlirtemberg,  also  seized  the  idea  of  coDfederati?e  unity. 
Already  in  1840  a  so-called  Ecaiigelical  Conference  met  at  Berlin,  ai 
which  most  of  the  governments  were  represented.  It  endeavored  in 
Tain  to  establish  a  common  basis  of  doctrines,  and  ^as  sunk  into  obli* 
vion  by  the  events  of  following  years.  But  in  1852  the  project  wa% 
again  agitated  and  carried  through  with  great  perseverance.  The 
Eisenach  Conference  met  at  first  annually,  then  every  two  years 
(1852-53-5.")  ....),  to  confer  officially  concerning  the  manner  in  which 
the  Gorman  Protestant  governments  acted  with  regard  to  questions  of 
worshi)),  government,  and  discipline.  It  established  an  official  organ 
for  publishing  all  German  church-boards  (**Allg.  Kirchenblatt  f.  d.  ev. 
Dtschl.  herausg.  v.  C,  G,  Moser,  Stuttg.  1852,  ff.),  and  accomplished 
much  important  preparatory  labor,  but  it  has  also  had  its  difficulties 
to  contend  with.     (Cf.  below,  §  8.) 

**^G.  Lutheranism.  —  The  organization  of  those  Prussian  Lutherans, 
who  had  separated  from  the  established  church  into  the  church  college 
in  Breslau,  was  at  first  also  disapproved  of  by  otherwise  rigidly  churchly 
Lutherans  in  and  beyond  Prussia,  in  so  far  as  by  them  (in  opposition 
to  the  principle  of  the  Lutheran  Church)  great  importance  seemed  to 
be  attached  to  the  form  of  church  government  and  to  institutions  such 
as  could  only  belong  to  the  confession.  It  is  true,  that  during  the  first 
period  of  conflict  and  sifting,  here  and  there  phenomena  may  have 
appeared,  which  approached  near  to  Donatism  and  Novatianism. 
These,  however,  wore  more  and  more  overcome  and  removed  in  the 
course  of  progress,  and  with  them  the  disinclination  from  that  quarter 
was  gradually  removed.  Since  the  persecutions  and  oppressions  to 
which  they  were  subjected  have  been  brought  to  an  end,  their  church 
affairs  have  assumed  a  more  decided  and  prosperous  form.  And  even 
though  Guericke  thought  it  necessary  to  separate  from  them  on  account 
of  supposed  violence  done  to  his  conscience  to  preserve  his  theological 
freedom,  still  foreign  Lutherans  (in  Bavaria  and  Saxony,  etc.)  had  no 
hesitation  in  maintaining  fraternal  fellowship  with  them.  Their  com- 
munion embraces  about  40,0()0  to  50,000  souls,  who  are  ministered  to 
by  40  preachers  under  seven  superintendents. 

As  the  revolution  of  1848  undermined  the  form  which  the  Prussian 
established  church  had  hitherto  assumed,  and  had  made  its  continuance 
more  than  doubtful,  the  Lutherans  who  had  remained  within  the 
established  church  also  took  fresh  hope,  that  through  the  new  organi- 
zation of  church  government  they  would  also  be  able  to  again  assert 
the  rights  of  the  Lutheran  Church  of  their  country.  To  accomplish 
this  end,  Lutheran  provincial  Unions  were  formed  in  Silesia,  Posen, 
Pomerania,  Saxony,  etc. ;  and  on  the  evening  preceding  the  second 
Wittenberg  church  diet,  they,  through  their  deputies,  formed  them- 
selves into  a  Collective  Union^  under  the  presidency  of  GbschcL  In  a 
public  proclamation  to  the  Lutheran  congregations,  t  declared  that  it 
desired  earnestly  and  jealously  to  agitate  the  restoiation  of  the  Prus' 
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■ian  Lutheran  Churoh  to  all  its  well-earned  and  legally  guaranteed' 
rights,  and  to  insist  upon  the  preservation  or  renewal  of  Lutheran 
confession,  worship,  and  church  government,  together  with  Lutheran 
congregational  order,  but  to  disapprove  of  secession  from  the  estar 
blished  church,  because  it  involved  a  voluntary  and  premature  aban- 
donment of  rights.  With  the  full  knowledge  and  the  unconcealed 
statement  of  tiiis  separatistic  tendency  the  Union  then  became  a  mem- 
ber of  the  general  church  diet,  from  which,  however,  it3  adherents 
have  since  then  gradually  withdrawn. 

Among  the  Lutheran  established  churches,  which  would  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  Union,  are  especially  those  of  liavaria,  Saxony^ 
and  Meckienburj ;  and  Hanocer  also  in  part,  where  Lutheranism  has 
most  strongly  developed  itself.  To  them  may  be  added  yet  the  church 
of  Livonia^  which,  though  externally  isolated,  is  nevertheless  rooted 
with  all  the  fibres  of  its  being  in  the  Lutheran  Church,  in  which  also 
within  a  decade  a  synodal  life  has  unfolded  itself,  which  many  a  foreign 
established  church  on  closer  acquaintance  with  it  might  envy. — The 
Lutheran  Conference  at  Leipsic^  first  brought  about  by  Rudelhachy  was 
also  of  significance  for  the  awakening  and  vivifying  of  Lutheran 
churchly  consciousness.  The  thesis  maintained  by  iJihe^  Delitzsch^ 
and  Kahnisj  that  adhesion  to  the  Lutheran  symbols  unconditionally 
excluded  from  partaking  of  the  Lord's  Supper  with  the  Reformed  a* 
such^  gave  great  offence  to  the  Unionists  and  Reformed.  Nevertheless, 
others,  ex.  gr.  Hbfling  and  Thomasiiis,  have  expressed  more  moderate 
views  on  this  subject.  A  wide  difference  has  arisen  among  German 
Lutherans  about  the  spiritual  office,  which  the  one  party  (Lohe,  Klle- 
foth,  Krahhe^  Petri ^  Munclimeyer,  VilmaTy  etc.)  regard  as  an  institution 
of  direct  divine  appointment,  although  without  any  Romanizing  or 
Anglicanizing  succession  tendency;  the  other  [Hofling,  Philippic  Jlof- 
mann,  Harnack,  Thomasins,  Uuschke^  Harless^  Kahni^y  etc.)  only  as 
being  conditioned  by  the  word  and  sacraments,  necessary  to  their  pro- 
per administration,  and  rooted  in  the  spiritual  priesthood.  The  CoU" 
ference  of  Reichenhach^  to  which  the  most  important  theologians  of 
both  theories  assembled  in  order  to  come  to  an  understanding  about 
this  difference  (1856),  was  only  perfectly  unanimous  in  the  negation 
of  the  Catholic  doctrine  and  Romanizing  one-sidedncss.  Great  offence 
was  occasioned  by  the  meeting  of  Lutheran  friends  at  Rothenmoor  in 
Mecklenburg  (1858),  where,  in  discussing  the  passage:  "A  man  that 
is  a  heretic,  reject,"  remarks  such  as  this  were  made,  a  true  Lutheran 
could  not  pray  with  a  Reformed  ;  but  they  were  also  deservedly  repelled 
and  repudiated  (especially  by  Prof.  Dieckhof  of  Gottingen).  Still  the 
responsibility  of  that  remark  is  to  be  measured  hereby,  that  the  treat- 
ment of  this  subject  was  only  incidental,  and  the  remark  itself  was 
only  applicable  to  those  cases  where  fellowship  in  prayer  could  be  re- 
garded as  being  at  the  same  time  fellowship  in  faith ;  ai'd,  uttered  Id 
70* 
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the  private  circle  of  friends,  it  had  been  made  public  through  anfifrs 
seen  abuse  of  confidence. 

7.  Melanchthonianlsm  and  Calviniitm, —  Thih  intensification  of  tb« 
Lutheran  consciousness  within  and  without  the  Union  also  arousfnl  here 
and  there  the  Reformed  consciousness,  to  strengthen  which  Ebrurd 
established  in  1851  the  "  Uefurmirte  Kirchenzeituug."  He  conducttxi 
it  for  several  years,  when,  having  been  placed  at  the  head  of  a  Union 
established  church  (Rhenish  Bavaria)  by  changed  official  position,  he 
transferred  it  to  Charles  Gbbel  of  Erlangen.  The  Reformed  Church 
of  Germany  occupied  from  the  beginning  a  middle  pt)8ition  between 
Lutherauism  and  Calvinism,  which  certiiinly  was  closely  related  to 
later  Melanchthonianism.  Such  a  diluted  Calvinism  is  also  the  banner 
of  this  Kirchonzeitung.  Ebrard  even  undertakes  to  prove  that  the 
rigid  doctrine  of  predestination  is  only  a  sporadic  extreme  of  the  Re- 
formed system  of  doctrines,  against  which  Al.  Schiceizery  from  purely 
scientific  interest  (*'  Reformirte  Dogmatik ;"  *'  Die  protest.  Centraldog- 
men  in  ihrer  £ntwickel.  in  d.  ref.  K/'),  has  shown,  that  the  doctrine 
of  predestination  is  rather  the  all-ruling,  all-conditioning  soul  of  the 
same,  and  that  its  admirable  power,  fulness,  depth,  and  consistency, 
is  directly  grounded  in  it.  But  Ueppe  of  Marburg  went  even  ftir- 
ther  than  Ehrard  by  the  discovery  of  a  }f€la?icihonian  church  {^*  Die 
oonfessionelle  Entwickel.  d.  altprot.  K.  Deutschlands,"  1854).  Hero 
we  learn  that  synergistic,  and,  on  the  doctrine  of  the  Lord's  Supp>er, 
Calvinistic  Melanchthonianism  (which  only  appeared  since  1540  !),  con- 
Btituted  the  oriyinal  evangelical,  Protestant  church  of  Germany  ;  that 
only  after  Luther's  death,  fanatics,  who  would  be  more  Lutheran  than 
Luther  himself,  established  the  so-called  Lutheran  Church,  and  per- 
fected it  l>y  the  formula  of  Concord;  that  the  Calviniziug  of  the  Pala- 
tinate, Ilessia,  Brandenburg,  and  Anhalt,  was  only  a  reaction  a^iinst 
hyper-  and  pseudo-Lutheranit*m,  a  restoration  of  the  original  Melanch 
thonian  church,  and  the  modern  Consensus-Union  was  only  the  com 
pletion  of  this  Restitution.     (Cf.  §  21,  1.) 

But  genuine  and  rigid  Calrinisin  had  also,  in  this  century,  its  zeal- 
ous adherents,  not  only  in  Scotland  and  the  Netherlands  (|  55),  but 
also  in  Germany,  especially  in  Wupperthal.  The  excellent  Gotffr, 
Dan.  Krummacher,  since  1810  preacher  in  Elberfeld  {ob.  18o7),  and  for 
a  time  his  nephew  Fred.  W.  Krummacher  in  Barmen  (then  Uni(»nist 
court-preacher  at  Potsdam),  were  here  its  enthusiastic  apostles.  When 
in  18o5  the  Prussian  government  made  every  preparation  to  fierce  the 
introduction  of  the  Union  also  in  Wupperthal,  and  threats  neil  the  re- 
sistant Reformed  preachers  with  deposition,  there  arose  an  excitement 
here  among  the  Reformed  scarcely  less  violent  than  that  among  the 
Lutherans  in  Silesia.  The  clergy,  with  the  majority  of  their  church* 
members,  finally  accepted  the  liturgy  of  the  Union,  aflding  the  clause, 
however,  so  far  as  it  agreeii  with  the  nature  of  the  Reformed  ritual. 
But  a  portion  of  the  congregations,  and  of  them  many  of  their  moal 
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ezoollent  members,  separated,  and  persistently  rejected  all  oyeitnres 
of  reuaioD.  The  royal  act  of  tolerance  of  1847  (J  55,  1)  gave  them 
finally  the  privilege  of  organizing  an  independent  congregation  at 
Rlberfeld,  which  called  Dr.  Kohlbruijge  tc  be  their  pastor  (he  was 
formally  preacher  of  the  restored  Lutheran  church  at  Amsterdam 
[I  51,  4],  then  forced  from  this  position  through  a  contest  with  a 
rationalising  colleague,  and  since  then  became  one  of  the  most  enthu- 
■iastic  adherents  of  the  doctrines  of  the  council  of  Dort,  by  the  study 
of  Calvin's  writings),  and  represents,  under  the  name  of  the  Dutch 
Reformed  Churchy  the  only  anti-unionistic,  ri;;idLy  Reformed  congre- 
gation in  Germany.  (Cf.  F.  W.  Knig,  krit.  Geschichte  d.  S-jhwarmerei, 
etc.    Elbf.  p.  257*  ff.) 

8.  Compliradons  with  regard  to  Worship. —  The  hymnrhoohs  of  the 
established  churches  almost  everywhere  were  brought  into  a  condition 
which  bordered  on  the  miserable  and  insipid,  both  as  regards  their 
religious  and  asthctic  character,  by  the  vandalism  of  Illumination. 
Although  there  existed  more  than  80,000  sacred  hymns,  there  never- 
theless existed  a  complete  famine  in  regard  to  sacred  music.  Only 
among  the  old  fathers  and  mothers  of  the  people  did  there  still  live 
reminiscences  and  echoes  of  the  richness  and  blessedness  of  the  hymns 
of  the  evangelical  church.  These  made  themselves  again  felt  through 
the  revived  religious  life,  and  demanded  the  repossession  of  the  stolen 
or  squandered  inheritance  of  the  fathers.  The  noble  poet  Moritz  Arndt 
was  the  first  who  entered  the  lists  in  its  behalf  (Vom  Wort  u.  v.  Kirch- 
enlicd.  Bonn,  1819).  The  want,  which  became  daily  more  felt,  called 
forth  at  first  a  series  of  private  attempts  to  reintroduce  the  old  hymns 
(the  Berlin  Liedorschatz  by  Eisner,  the  Collections  by  C.  v.  Baumer, 
Bunsen,  Stier,  A.  Knapp,  Daniel,  Layritz,  Stip,  etc.)  These  were  only 
here  and  there  introduced  into  use  in  public  worship,  but  bestowed 
only  the  greater  blessing  upon  family  worship,  and  are  also  of  import- 
ance as  preliminary  labors  for  churchly  official  reform.  The  WUrtem- 
berg  established  church  published  as  early  as  1842  anew  hymn-book, 
which,  being  prepared  according  to  Griineisen's  mediating  principles, 
met  the  churchly  demands,  in  spite  of  its  defects,  in  a  measure  that 
could  scarcely  be  hoped  for  amid  the  destructive  tendencies  of  the 
times.  In  other  Protestant  countries,  provinces,  and  cities,  better 
hymn-books  have  already  been  introduced,  or  at  least  are  being  pre- 
pared. But  in  not  a  few  countries  and  towns  the  despotism  of  ration- 
alistic church  authorities  adheres  firmly  to  the  hymnological  acquisitions 
of  Illumination  even  to  the  present  day.  The  conference  of  Eisenach 
published  (1853)  a  collection  of  150  classic  hymns  (accompanied  with 
the  old  rhythmic  melodies),  designed  to  serve  as  an  appendix  to  all 
existing  hymn-books,  and  as  a  basis  for  all  new  ones.  It  required  great 
labor  to  establish  the  principle  that  the  year  1750  should  be  the  terminus 
ad  quern  of  selection.  W.  Wackernagel  desired  the  unchanged  original 
text,  and  as  he  was  not  able  to  accomplish  this,  he  withrew  fr;m  the 
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oommission ;  Geffken  of  Hamburg  did  the  same  for  the  contrary  rea^oi^ 
and  produced  a  selection  of  his  own,  which,  however,  was  laid  to  one 
side.  Meanwhile,  only  a  few  established  churches  have  to  this  time 
adopted  the  Eisenach  collection,  among  which  is  the  Bavarian,  which 
has  taken  it  up  in  its  new  hymn-book,  which  is  now  indisputably  the 
best  of  all  used  by  the  established  churches. 

The  want  of  a  choral-book  was  not  less  than  that  of  a  hymn-book. 
The  first  occasion  for  discussion  on  this  subject  w^as  given  in  1814  by 
a  proclamation  of  the  Prussian  king,  Frederick  William  III.,  concern- 
ing a  preparatory  reform  of  Protestant  worship,  by  which  the  liturgy 
should  again  become  prominent.  Natorp  of  MUnster  expressed  him- 
self strongly  in  1817  concerning  the  necessity  of  restoring  the  choral 
to  its  ancient  honor  and  simplicity ;  among  his  numerous  successors 
the  distinguished  jurist  Thibaxit  of  Heidelberg  (*'Ueber  Reinheit  dei 
Tonkunsf )  still  deserves  special  mention.  The  reform  of  the  choral 
was  carried  on  the  most  vigorously  in  Wlirtemberg.  The  attempt  to 
revive  church  music  through  the  introduction  of  quartette  tunes  alone 
(according  to  the  choral-book  by  Kocher)^  without  taking  up  again  the 
old  rhythm  and  the  original  form  of  the  melodies,  failed  entirely  (1828). 
A  new  choral-book,  prepared  under  (rru/t^i^^/t'^  auspices  (1843),  admitted 
the  unanimous  singing  of  the  congregation,  with  rich  organ  accompani* 
ments,  introduced  a  much  greater  number  of  the  older  choice  melodies, 
but  had  not  the  courage  also  to  restore  the  original  rhythm,  urgently 
as  Hauher  contended  for  it  (in  d.  deutsch  Viertaljahrsschr.  1841,  IV.) 
Able  preliminary  contributions  towards  a  reform  of  church  music  were 
made  by  the  excellent  work  by  Winterfeld  (der  ev.  Kirchcnges.  Lpz. 
1843,  2  Bde.)  and  by  the  collections  of  G.  v.  Tucker  (Schatz  des  ev. 
Kirchenges.  Lj)z.  1848,  2  Bde.)  and  of  Fr.  Layritz,  the  Gutersloher 
Hauschuralbuch,  the  eisenacher  Kernlieder,  etc.. 

During  the  period  of  Illumination  all  love  for  the  Liturgy  in  worship 
had  been  entirely  lost,  and  the  new  liturgies  were,  if  pissible,  for  the 
most  part  more  insipid  than  the  new  hymn-books.  The  Prussian  Union 
liturgy,  therefore,  marks  a  decided  progress  towards  something  better, 
in  spite  of  its  defects.  The  representatives  of  the  Lutheran  Church 
returned  to  the  old  Lutheran  liturgies,  in  their  movements  of  reform. 
The  Reformed  overcame  more  and  more  their  old  antipathy  for  what 
A'as  liturgical.  Purely  liturgical  worship,  accompanied,  where  it  was 
possible,  with  artistic  music,  spread  abroad  from  Berlin.  The  Eise- 
nach Conference  declare<l  itself  to  be  unfit  to  undertake  joint  Lutheran 
preliminary  labors;  and  the  representatives  of  purely  Lutheran  esta- 
blished churches  held  liturgical  conferences  at  Dresden  (1852,  1854, 
185G),  for  which  Kliefoth  of  Schwerin  contributed  the  preliminaries. 

9.  Home  Missions.  (Cf.  Wichern,  die  innere  Mission  der  deutsch  ev. 
K.  Eine  Deiikschr.  etc.  Hamb.  1840. — The  same,  Fliegende  BlUtter  des 
rauhen  Ilauses.  Hamb.  1849  ff.)  —  The  Protestant  Church  was  for  a 
bng  time  behind  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in  regard  to  Home  Mie- 
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Bious,  but  since  the  beginning  of  this  period  it  has  begun  to  cancel  thU 
debt  with  interest.  England,  with  its  stirring  activity  in  promoting  the 
kingdom  of  God,  leads  the  way.  Here  it  is  the  Dissenters  especially 
who  ha?e  distinguished  themselves  in  this  work.  Germany  has  con- 
tributed something  of  importance,  considering  the  humble  means  which 
Pietism  and  churchliness  here  have  afforded.  In  the  other  countries 
')f  the  continent,  but  especially  in  North  America,  much  has  been  done 
for  Home  Missions.  The  result  is,  that  to-day  the  entire  Protestant 
world  is  embraced  in  a  net  of  benevolent  and  philanthropic  institutions, 
which  have  proceeded  from  specifically  Christian  motives,  and  which 
regard  temporal  aid  and  relief  as  being  the  basis  of  spiritual  help.  A 
^juite  special  earnestness  and  zeal  for  Home  Missions  resulted  from  the 
revolutionary  complications  of  modern  times,  which  -were  well  adapted 
to  place  in  the  clearest  light  the  insufficiency  of  the  efforts  thus  far 
made,  and  the  crying  necessity  for  increased  activity.  The  restlessly 
active  Wichem  travelled  through  Protestant  Germany  in  1849,  for  the 
8ole  purpose  of  awakening  an  interest  in  this  work;  and  in  the  autumn 
of  the  same  year  a  Conyress  for  Home  MissionSy  which  was  to  reas- 
semble annually,  met  in  Wittenberg  in  connection  with  the  second 
Church  Diet.  The  object  of  this  congress  was  to  combine  the  indivi- 
dual efforts  made  for  Home  Missions  into  one  organization.  Here  also 
objections  were  made  by  the  Lutherans,  viz.  that  the  organization  of 
such  unions  under  the  direction  of  a  central  board,  connected  with  dis- 
regard of  creeds  and  of  congregational  boundaries,  was  to  be  decidedly 
condemned, — and  that  from  the  point  of  view  that  then  Home  Missions 
would  place  themselves  by  the  side  of  the  church  and  undermine  its  foun- 
dation. Further,  it  was  said  that  what  Home  Missions  had  in  view 
was,  it  is  true,  a  work  of  necessity,  but  that  it  should  be  done  upon 
the  basis  of  the  churchly  confession  within  each  and  every  congrega- 
tion. To  these  were  added  many  other  objections,  ex.  gr.  that  Home 
Missions  had  become  to  many  interested  in  them  a  mattex.of.piouji. 
fashion,  an  opus  operatum;  that  a  methodistic  spirit,  a  stiff  mechanism, 
and  a  restless  spirit  of  work,  which  were  not  born  of  the  spirit  of  the 
gospel,  had  crept  in  ;  that  the  ostentatious  display  of  figures  and  num- 
bers was  in  bold  contrast  with  Matt.  6:3;  that  working  upon  the 
masses  accomplished  nothing,  but  rather  that  each  single  erring  sheep 
must  be  followed  into  the  wilderness  with  unwearying  faithfulness,  etc. ; 
although,  meanwhile,  it  was  declared  most  emphatically  that  all  these 
objections  did  not  hold  against  the  thing  itself,  but  only  against  the 
form  it  had  assumed. — A  review  of  only  the  most  important  institutions 
for  the  advancement  of  Home  Missions  would  fill  pages.  We  can  here 
only  mention  a  few  of  the  most  important,  especially  German  institu- 
tions, which  became  at  the  same  time  mother  and  model  institutions 
for  numberless  others  of  a  like  character.  The  oldest  is  the  House  of 
Refuge  of  Count  Recke-Volmar stein  at  D'dsselthal  since  1816;  next  the 
JntHtuiian  for  Teachers  of  Charity- Schools  and  the  Juvenile  Asylum  ai 
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Beugcfcn  (since  1820),  conducted  by  the  excellent  Zeller.  From  it  bar* 
gone  forth  hundreds  of  teachers  for  charit j-fichools  and  houses  of  refuge. 
Since  1826  the  Martin* s  foundation  in  Erfurt  has  existed  under  Bhehi* 
thaler's  direction,  which  also  has  stimulated  to  the  establishment  of 
many  similar  institutions.  The_Bough  House  in  Hambunfj  under 
Wichern's  direction  (since  1833)  has  distinguished  itself  above  all 
others  by  its  compass  and  far-reaching  labors.  In  1836  pastor  f^jsiit 
n^f  established  the  Institution  of  deaconesses  at  Kaiserswerth  for  th« 
care  of  the  sick.  This  institution  was  enlarged  from  year  to  year,  and 
led  to  the  establishment  of  many  similar  ones  in  Germany,  England, 
and  France.  By  the  side  of  these  unions  there  existed  several  societies 
for  the  care  of  released  criminals,  with  numerous  similar  societies. 
There  are  asi/lums  for  infants  and  sunday-schools  almost  in  every  town 
and  city.  •  In  France  the  Evangelical  Society  labored  with  great  and 
beneficent  success,  and  De  Valenti  established  the  Evangelists*  School 
near  Berne.  In  many  places  pastoral  aid  societies  were  formed.  The 
unemployed  abilities  of  candidates  were  called  into  requisition,  prison 
and  itinerant  preachers  were  appointed,  and  religious  agencies  were 
brought  to  bear  upon  the  numerous  emigrants,  laborers  in  manufacto- 
ries, on  railroads,  etc. ;  Magdalene  asylums,  Christjan  associations  for 
journeymen  and  youths.  Christian  hotels,  popular  libraries,  temperance 
societies,  saving  funds,  numberless  asylums  for  vagrant  children,  etc., 
were  established.  Tract  Societies  in  London,  Hamburg,  Berlin,  etc., 
tent  forth  millions  of  tracts  of  an  awakening  and  instructive  character. 
The  Union  for  Northern  Germany  published  larger  works  of  the  same 
character.  The  Calver  Publication  Union  published  Christian  text  and 
school-books  with  wood-cuts,  at  the  lowest  price.  In  Berlin  an  evau' 
gelical  Booh  Union  was  ft)rnied  to  spread  the  orthodox  treasures  of  the 
older  ascetic  literature.  Christian  women  and  maidens,  following  the 
bright  example  of  the  English  Quakeress,  Elizabeth  Fry,  the  noble 
Amelia  Sieveking  of  Hamburg,  etc.,  rendered  invaluable  services  every- 
where, in  beliaTT  of  Home  Missions,  among  the  needy  and  suffering  of 
their  race.  A  Society  for  Home  Missions  in  the  sense  of  the  Lutheran 
Church  was  established  by  Lohe  in  Bavaria,  in  connection  with  an 
institution  of  deaconesses  at  Neudettalsau. 

The  Bible  Societies  constituted  an  independent  branch  of  Home  Mis- 
sions. Modern  Bi])le  societies  (cf.  J  40,  6)  originated  in  England.  The 
great  British  and  Foreign  Bible  Society,  in  which  all  Protestant  deno- 
minations and  sects  participated,  even  the  Quakers,  was  formed  in 
London  in  1804,  as  a  necessary  supplement  of  the  missionary  societies. 
It  distributed,  from  principle,  only  Bibles  without  human  addition, 
consequently  without  the  Apocrypha,  without  remarks  and  explana- 
tions, mostly  also  without  heads  of  chapters  and  parallel  passages.  In 
regard  to  the  Apocrypha,  concerning  the  non-admission  of  which 
the  statutes  say  nothing  expressly,  there  was  a  violent  controversy 
(1825-27),  which  ended  with  the  complete  victory  of  the  enemies  of 
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(he  Apocrypha.  It  was  decided  that  all  pecuniary  support  shouli  be 
lofused  to  all  Rocieties  and  persons  who  circulated  Bibles  with  the 
Apocrypha,  the  Bibles  already  bound  he  delivered  up,  and  the  prot-eedi 
from  the  same  be  handed  over  to  the  chief  London  society.  More  than 
fifty  societies  on  the  continent  separated  from  the  northern  society  in 
consequence  of  this  action.  The  great  North  American  society  fully 
agrees  with  the  principles  of  the  London  society.  The  Baden  Mission* 
ary  Union  renewed  the  controversy  in  Germany,  by  making  the  oppo- 
sition to  the  Apocrypha  the  subject  of  a  prize  essay  (1852).  The 
learned  essay  by  Ph.  Fi\  Keerl  received  the  first  prize ;  the  popular 
one  by  E.  Khige  received  the  second.  Decided  Lutherans  (Krausshold, 
Wild)  also  approved  the  condemnation.  StUr  aiid  Henf/sieahergf  on 
the  other  hand,  defended  the  introduction  of  it ;  and  most  of  the  con- 
sistories advised  to  adhere  to  the  old  practice,  because  every  abuse  and 
misunderstanding  was  prevented  by  the  Lutheran  title,  as  also  by  the 
prohibition  to  select  texts  for  sermons  from  it.  All  the  Protestant 
Bible  societies  have  distributed,  within  the  last  fifty  years,  about 
60,000,000  of  Bibles  and  New  Testaments,  in  almost  200  languages. 

The  series  of  annotated  Bibles  of  this  century  was  opened  hy  D inter* $ 
rationalistic  **  Schullehrerbibel "  (1826  ff.)  In  opposition  to  it  is  Phil. 
H.BrandVs  evangelical  **  Schullehrerbiber'  (only  the  N.  T.  1829  ff.) 
Richter's  "  Erklarte  Ilausbibel"  and  Lisco's  **Bibelwerk''  have  been 
far  excelled  by  Grrlach\^  work  (continued  by  Srhmiedei') ;  all  three, 
however,  have  been  pitched  too  high  for  the  middle  and  lower 
classes.  jBe^ jtfr'^  *' Erklarungen  N.  Tl.  Bacber"  (**Bibel8tunden'') 
have  furnished  an  unsurpassed  model  for  the  churchhj  prajfer-meetingSf 
which  have  been  established  everv where  within  several  decades.  In 
regard  to  devotional  literature,  modern  times  have  done  the  most  and 
best  by  republishing  the  treasures  of  the  16th  and  17th  centuries. 

10.  Foreign  Missions."  (Cf.  /.  Wiggers^  Gesch.  d.  ev.  Mission.  Ilamb. 
1845.  2  Bde. — J.  H,  Braver,  d.  Missionswes.  d.  ev.  K.  in.  s.  Bestande. 
Hamb.  1847-51.  2  Bde.  —  K.  Wild,  Umschau  auf.  d.  Arbeitsfelde  d.  ev. 
Mission.  Nordl.  1854.  —  A.  Ostertag^  Ubersichtl.  Gesch.  der  protest. 
Missionen  von  d.  Ref.  bis  zur  Gegeow.  Stuttg.  1858.)  —  The  zeal  of 
Protestant  Christendom  for  missions  among  the  heathen,  which  received 
such  a  mighty  impulse  towards  the  end  of  the  previous  century  (cf. 
§51,  5),  has  continued  to  increase  to  the  presept  day.  The  missionary 
societies  (trunk  and  branch)  have  increased  from  year  to  year.  There 
exist  now  in  the  Protestant  world  thirty-four  great  chief  societies  with 
numberless  branches,  which  yearly  expend  about  $8,000,000  (m  mis- 
sions, and  support  at  1600  mission  stations  4000  European  and  Amer- 
ican missionaries  and  an  equal  number  of  native  helpers.  England 
still  holds  the  first  place  in  this  work ;  next  to  it  are  North  America 
and  Germany.  The  Moravians  also  maintain  their  old  reputation  in 
this  department  of  Christian  labor.  Distinguished  among  the  modern 
ehief  societies  (with  more  or  less  branches)  within  the  ReJ'>rmed  Church 
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are  the  American  Board  of  Foreign  Missions  (since  1810)  and  the  Am€ 
rican  Baptist  Missionart/  Union  (since  1814).  Besides  these.  North 
America  has  a  Methodist  and  an  Episcopal  missionary  society  of  im- 
portance. The  most  of  the  modern  societies  in  Germany  are  connect^, 
in  principle,  with  the  United  church.  The  most  important  are  the  Basle 
(since  1816),  the  Berlin  (since  1823),  the  Rhenish,  with  the  missionary 
seminary  at  Barmen  (since  1829),  (which  has  more  of  a  confederate 
character  with  predominant  Lutheran  element*)  — and  the  North  Ger- 
man Society  (since  183G),  binding;  its  missionaries  to  the  Augsburg 
Confessitm,  with  the  exclusion,  however,  of  the  other  Lutheran  confes- 
sional works.  The  missionary  school,  established  in  1800  by  JUnieko 
at  Berlin,  has  a  modtfied  Lutheran  character;  it  has  been  followed  in 
this  respect  by  the  Gosnerish  Missionary  Society.  The  Dresden  Mis- 
sionary  Society  (since  183G)  has  assumed  a  decidedly  Lutheran  charac- 
ter. Its  seminary  was  removed  in  1848  to  Leipsic,  so  that  its  pupils 
might  derive  advantage  from  the  university.  It  has  resumed  the  old 
Lutheran  missionary  work  in  East  India  ({  57,  7).  The  question  of 
caste  caused  a  threatening  disagreement  for  a  time,  but  the  danger  is 
now  over.  In  Sweden,  Denmark,  Norway,  the  Baltic  provinces,  in 
Bavaria,  Hanover,  Mecklenburg,  Ilosse,  and  North  America,  exclu- 
sively Lutheran  societies,  partly  independent,  partly  in  connection 
with  Dresden-Leipsic,  have  been  formed ;  Cassel  directs  its  efforts 
especially  to  China.  Worthy  of  special  mention  yet  is  the  Hermanns^ 
burg  institution  under  the  direction  of  pastor  L.  Harms,  which  sent 
out  its  own  missionary-ship  in  1853,  to  establish  a  mission  among  the 
Gallas  in  Africa.  Altogether,  15  chief  societies  have  now  1581  mis- 
sionaries, with  1311  native  helpers,  at  8G2  stations.  The  number  of 
converts  amounts  to  about  700,000.  A  distinguished  service  also  ren- 
dered by  evangelical  missions  is  the  abolition  of  the  slave-trade  by  the 
great  powers  of  Europe  (18.*i0),  and  the  emancipation  of  all  slaves  in 
the  English  colonies  (since  1834),  for  which  the  English  nation  sacri- 
ficed $120,000,000.  The  noble  Wilherforce  (oh.  1833)  devoted  his 
life  to  the  accomplishment  of  this  object.  New  societies  were  also 
formed  in  England,  Germany,  and  France,  to  sustain  missions  among 
the  Jews;  and  though  much  labor  has  been  performed,  but  little  has 
resulted  from  them. 

If  we  begin  a  review  of  Protestant  missions  with  Northern  Europe, 
the  Swedish  mission  in  Lapland  first  comes  into  view,  which,  having 
been  resumed  by  the  excellent  Stockflefh  since  1825  (J  39,  0),  has 
greatly  flourished.  In  North  America  we  meet  the  highly  favored 
mission  of  the  Moravians  in  Greenland  and  Labrador.  Moravian, 
Metlu)di8t,  Baptist,  and  Protestant  Episcopal  missionaries,  have 
labored  with  success  among  the  aborigines  and  slaves  of  North  America 
and  the  West  Indies.  The  Moravians  have  also  established  missions 
on  the  Mosquito  coasts  and  in  Paramaribo  in  South  Amen'ca.  On  the 
jrest  coast  of  Africa,  the  Sierre-Leone  colony  was  established  by  Eng^ 
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land  t3  colonize  and  Christianize  emancipated  fi  jgro  slayeB.  For  tha 
same  purpose  the  colony  of  Liberia^  further  south,  was  estabiished 
from  the  United  States.  Both  are  in  a  flourishing  condition  through 
the  labors  of  Methodist,  Baptist,  and  Protestant  Episcopal  missionaries. 
On  tho  Gold  Coast  the  Gospel  has  been  introduced  by  the  Basle,  in 
old  Calaliar  by  tho  Baptist,  on  Gaboon  river  by  the  American  and  the 
North  German  Society.  Cape-town  is  the  point  of  departure  of  Chris- 
tian civilization  for  South  Africa.  The  missionary  labors  «)f  the  Mora- 
vians were  here  specially  successful  among  the  Hottentot*  ;  the  Berlin 
missionaries  labored  among  the  Corannas,  and  the  evangelical  French 
society  among  the  Betschuans.  The  pupils  of  the  Barmen  seminary 
penetrated  deeper  into  the  interior  of  the  west  coast  than  had  ever 
been  trod  by  a  European,  amid  unspeakable  hardships.  They  labored 
among  the  Hottentots,  Namaquas,  Damaras,  and  Hereros.  The  mis- 
sionary Ilahn  of  Livland  is  worthy  of  special  mention  as  the  apostle 
of  the  Hereros.  On  the  east  coast  the  London  society  gained  a  wide 
field  of  labor  among  the  Caffres.  Further  towards  the  north  on  the 
east  coast  the  Anglicans  labored,  and  the  Hermannsburg  society  sought 
a  field  among  the  Gallas.  On  the  island  of  Madagascar  the  London 
mission  (since  1818)  converted  the  King  Radama  to  Christianity.  His 
successor,  the  Queen  Ranaralona^  inaugurated  in  1835  a  bloody  perse- 
cution against  the  Christians,  by  which  also  the  apostle  of  the  Mada^ 
gascars,  David  Jones,  received  the  martyr^s  crown  (1843).  The  perse- 
cution continues  to  the  present  day,  and  it  has  not  yet  been  able  en- 
tirely to  exterminate  Christianity.  But  since  the  successor  to  the 
throne  is  a  Christian,  better  times  are  in  prospect.  An  Anglican 
bishopric  exists  on  the  island  of  Mauritius,  whither  also  many  Chris- 
tians of  Madagascar  fled.  In  Abyssinia  the  missionaries  Gobat,  Isenburgt 
and  Krapfy  have  labored  (1835-43)  to  revive  the  dead  nationalchurch, 
but  they  were  compelled  to  withdraw  on  account  of  the  enmity  of  the 
native  priests  and  the  machinations  of  papist  missionaries.  In  Algi'^a 
the  missicmary  Ewald  laljored  among  the  Jews  until  1842.  If  we  go 
to  Asia,  we  find  American  missionaries  specially  active  in  the  Turkish 
provinces,  striving  to  revive  the  old  churches  by  the  establishment  of 
common  schools.  An  evangelical  buthopric,  hovering  between  Union 
and  Confederation,  and  uniting  home  with  foreign  missions,  has  been 
established  at  Jerusalem  (1841)  by  the  English  and  Prussian  crowns, 
as  the  centre  of  ecclesiastical  labors  in  behalf  of  the  dispersed  Pro- 
testants in  the  Orient,  and  of  evangelical  missions  among  the  oriental 
Jews.  The  choice  of  bishops  alternates  between  the  two  crowns,  but 
ordination  and  rites  have  been  yielded  to  the  Anglican  Church.  The 
first  bishop  Alexander,  a  Jewish  proselyte,  died  in  1845.  Ilis  successor 
was  the  excellent  missionary  Gobat,  A  missionary  field,  which  has 
again  in  the  19th  century  been  diligently  cultivated,  is  East  Jndia^ 
where  ^uite  peculiar  difficulties  stand  in  the  way  of  missionary  labors: 
the  strict  castes,  the  proud  self-sufficiency  of  the  pantheistic  Brahmins, 
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even  the  politioo-conmercial  interests  of  the  East  India  company,  ete. 
The  old  Lutheran  missionary  harvest  ({  47,  7)  was  for  the  most  part 
gathered  by  the  Anglican  Church.  The  Lord-bishop  Heher  {pb,  1826) 
gained  great  renown  in  connection  with  this  mission.  The  missionary 
Rhenius  of  West  Prussia  also  labored  here  in  the  service  of  the  Angli- 
can Church  with  great  success.  But  as  he  was  not  able  to  accept  qd« 
conditionally  the  principles  of  the  Anglican  Church,  a  rupture  occurred, 
and  he  labored  from  this  time  forward  to  his  death  (1838)  on  his  own 
responsibility  in  the  Lutheran  spirit.  Ilis  successor  MiUUr  again  sub- 
mitted to  the  Anglican  Church  (1841).  The  missionaries  of  the  Dres- 
den (Leipsic)  scxsiety  have  again  collected  the  remnants  of  the  East 
Indian  Lutheran  Church,  which  has  now  six  chief  stations  there  with 
a  wide  field  of  labor.  In  addition  to  it,  American,  English,  and  Ger- 
man missionaries,  of  almost  all  creeds,  labor  in  India  and  the  Indian 
archipelago.  The  military  insurrection  in  the  northern  part  of  East 
India  (1857)  suspended  the  mission  there  for  almost  two  years.  It  is 
to  be  hoped  that  when  it  is  suppressed,  they  will  only  flourish  the  more. 
In  Chinay  Giiizlqff  of  Pomerania,  succeeding  Morrison,  labored  with 
unparalleled  boldness  and  unwearied  patience  on  his  own  responsi- 
bility, in  spite  of  all  difficulties.  Since  China  has  been  in  a  measure 
opened  to  Europeans  by  the  English  war  (1842),  the  institutions  of 
evangelical  missions  have  assumed  a  more  grand  and  systematic  cha- 
racter under  Giitxlaff's  direction,  to  conquer  the  heavenly  kingdom  by 
the  Gospel.  Since  the  rebellion  of  the  new  son  of  heaven  ( Tien-ti)  in 
1852  (a  descendant  of  the  old  king  dynasty,  which  has  been  banished 
for  2<X)  years,  who  received  instructions  from  an  evangelical  missionary 
at  Canton,  and  acknowledges  the  revelations  of  God  made  through 
Mosea  and  Christ,  but  declares  that  he  is  the  younger  brother  of  Christ) 
fresh  hopes  for  the  success  of  missions  were  kin<lled,  and  missionaries 
from  all  countries  were  sent  thither.  But  the  rebellious  son  of  heaven 
only  manifested  the  disposition  to  become  a  second  Mohammed.  The 
conflict  of  the  governor  of  Canton  with  the  English,  French,  and  Ame- 
I'icans,  and  the  punishment  which  was  therefor  inflicted  in  part  (1857), 
made  the  emperor  finally  (1858)  willing  to  make  a  treaty  with  these 
three  powers,  as  also  with  Russia,  according  to  which  the  whole  coun- 
try was  to  be  thrown  open  to  trade,  and  missions  and  the  free  exercise 
of  religion  was  granted  to  Christians.  About  the  same  time  also,  after 
300  years'  seclusion,  Japan  was  opened  to  European  and  American 
trade,  and,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  also  to  Christian  missions.  The  Protestant 
missions  in  Polynesia  have  been  the  most  successful  of  all  through  the 
lal)ors  of  English  and  American  missionaries.  The  apostle  of  the  South 
Sea  Islands,  John  Williams,  died  a  martyr  (1839).  The  flourishing 
evangelical  church  at  Tahiti  was,  however,  severely  afflicted  by  the 
unprecedented  violence  of  French  ships  in  1837,  the  Queen  Pomart 
was  abused,  the  country  was  placed  under  French  protectorate,  and 
not  only  Roman  Catholic  missionaries,  but  also  French  dissolutenesa, 
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were  forced  upon  the  country.  In  1851,  miflsionary  labor  on  the  Siind' 
wich  Islands  may  be  regarded  as  having  been  completed,  and  the 
church  there  as  a  Protestant  established  church.  The  results  of  mis- 
sions among  the  Cannibals  of  New  Zealand  (of  whom  *Sam.  Marsden 
was  the  apostle)  were  small,  as  also  among  the  stupid  aborigines  of 
Avstralia,  where  even  the  labors  of  the  Moravians  have  been  almost 
fruitless. 
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The  year  1814,  with  its  new  order  of  things,  carried  out 
by  the  Congress  of  Vienna  (1817),  with  its  movements  towards 
nnion,  which  produced  the  large  body  of  full-armored  men,  who 
are  battling  even  to  the  present  time,  —  and  finally,  the  political 
revolutionary  years  1830  and  1848,  with  their  liberal  conquest 
even  in  the  sphere  of  the  church,  constituted  epochs  for  the  de- 
velopment of  most  of  the  Protestant  established  churches.  In 
1848  the  idea  of  established  churches  seemed  to  have  been  rooted 
out  almost  everywhere  and  forever.  But  the  democratic  experi- 
ments of  church  government  of  this  year  demonstrated,  that  if 
the  separation  of  the  Church  from  the  State  was  to  be  generally 
beneficial  for  Europe,  it  was  not  so  yet  at  this  time,  and  the 
restoration  of  the  following  years  preserved  the  church  from 
boundless  confusion  and  unavoidable  dissolution  into  numberless 
atoms. 

1.  Prussia,  (Cf.  0.  Krahhe^  d.  ev.  Landeskirche  Preusseas  u.,ihre 
offentl.  Rechtsverh'iltnisse.  Berl.  1849.) — With  reference  to  the  ewa?*- 
gelical  established  church  of  Prussia  (cf.  J  54),  Frederick  William  IV- 
declared  that  he  only  desired  to  hold  the  superior  direction  of  the 
church,  in  order  that  it  might  progress  in  an  orderly  and  legal  way  to 
independence.  The  realization  of  this  royal  declaration  and  wish  was 
inaugurated  after  an  ecclesiastical  conference  at  Berlin,  composed  of 
delegates  from  almost  all  German  countries,  accomplished  nothing,  by 
a  Prussian  General  Synods  which  was  opened  at  Berlin  on  Whitsunday, . 
1846.  The  synod  at  its  18th  session  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  difficult  question  of  doctrine  and  confession.  The  result  of  the 
same  was  the  adoption  of  a  formula  of  ordination  proposed  by  Dr, 
Niizschf  whereby  the  ordinandus  was  required  to  believe  in  the  prin- 
cipal fundamental  truths  of  salvation  instead  of  the  hitherto  ecclesias- 
tical confession.  But  as  the  doctrines  of  creation,  original  sin,  the 
supernatural  conception,  the  descent  of  Christ  into  hell,  and  His 
ascension  to  heaven,  the  resurrection  of  the  dead,  the  final  judgment, 
eCiemal  life  and  eternal  destruction,  were  not  expressly  embraced  in 
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these  fuudamental  truths,  and  consequently  were  not  regarded  as  oblir 
gatury,  and  further,  since  tiie  Lutheran  and  Reformed  peculiar  duo 
trinal  position  was  practically  abolished  by  this  formula  of  ordination 
and  with  it  the  existence  of  a  Lutheran  as  well  as  of  a  Reformed 
Church  within  the  Union,  a  small  minority  of  Lutherans  already  pro- 
tested against  it  at  the  synod  ;  numerous  still  more  decided  and  power- 
ful  pn)te8ts  were  made  outside  of  the  synod,  to  which  the  columns  of 
the  evang.  Kirchenzeitung  were  opened.     The  government  gave  no 
authority  to  the  proceedings  of  the  synod,  and  profane  mockers  dis- 
played their  wit  on  the  unfortunate  Nicaenum  of  the  10th  century.   On 
the  other  hand,  however,  the  king  issued  a  patent  oj  tolerance,  March 
1847,  by  which  sovereign  protection  was  anew  guaranteed  to  the  exist- 
ing churches ;  but  all  who  did  not  find  in  them  the  expression  of  their 
faith,  were  allowed  to  form  new  religious  societies.    But  when  the 
storm  of  revolution  broke  in  1848,  no  State  was  more  threatened  with, 
unchristianization   than    Prussia.     The   minister  of  worship.   Count 
Schwerin,  was  ready  to  grant  a  reorganization  of  the  Church  according 
to  the  wishes  of  the  popular  majority,  expressed  by  a  synod.     But  be- 
fore this  83'nod  could  assemble  the  reaction  had  already  commenced. 
The  transition  minister  Ladenherg  obtained  the  opinion  of  consistories 
and  faculties,  who  collectively  made  prominent  the  danger  of  such  a 
synod.     Instead  of  the  synod,  therefore,  a  High-consistory  was  formed 
in  Berlin,  which  was  independent  of  the  ministry,  and  placed  only 
under  the  king  as  praecipuum  membrum  ecclesise,  and  which  was  to 
represent  the  demanded  freedom  of  the  Church  from  the  Stat«  as 
already  realized  in  it.     At  the  same  time  a  Church-order  was  recom- 
mended and  largely  introduced,   which   constituted   a  consistory  in 
every  congregation,  which  was  bound  by  the  three  oecumenical  and  the 
Reformed  symlMJls  agreeing  with  them.     On  the  Gth  of  March,  1852, 
the  king  issued  a  government  order,  according  to  whii^h  the  Iligh-con- 
sistory  .should  not  only  govern  the  evangelical  established  church  In 
its  collective  character,  but  also  guard  the  interests  of  the  Lutheran 
and  of  the  Reformed  Church  ;  and  to  this  end  it  was  to  be  composed 
of  members  of  Ijoth  these  churches,  each  of  which  were  only  to  decide 
questions  touching  their  own  church.    Dr,  Nitzsch  alone  remained  after 
the  itio  in  partes  occasioned  in  this  board  on  this  account,  and  declared 
that  he  was  able  to  find  the  expression  of  his  religious  convictions  in 
neither  of  the  confessions,  but  only  in  the  consensus  of  both.     The 
difficulty  was  obviated  by  regarding  him  as  the  representative  of  con- 
gregations holding  the  same  views.     Encouraged  to  entertain  bolder 
hopes  ]>y  such  connivance  in  high  places,  the  Lutheran  Union  pre- 
eentcd  a  petition  to  the  king,  subscribed  by  161  clergymen,  in  which 
the  restoration  of  Lutheran  faculties  and  of  Lutheran  church  property 
was  demanded.    This  demand  was  answered  by  an  unfavorable  govern- 
ment order,  July  12,  1853,  in  which  the  king  expressed  his  just  dis- 
pleap»ire  at  such  misinterpretation  of  the  order  of  the  previous  year. 
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and  made  the  solemn  declaration  that  it  was  never  his  intention  to 
disturb;  much  less  to  destroy,  the  Union  founded  by  his  father,  now 
resting  in  God ;  he  only  desired  to  secure  for  confession  within  the 
Union  the  protection  to  which  it  had  unquestionable 'claim.  Since 
then,  the  special  interests  of  the  Lutheran  Church,  which  for  a  time 
seemed  to  be  favored,  have  been  in  visible  and  increasing  disfavor.— 
The  High-consistory,  meanwhile,  continued  to  manifest  great  activity, 
and  to  adopt  many  wholesome  regulations.  To  these  belong  the  general 
church  and  school  visitations  of  1852,  though  carried  out  with  too 
much  noisy  and  theatrical  display.  The  ostensible  favor  with  which 
the  king  regarded  the  efforts  of  the  evangelical  alliance  (1857,  i  54,  5), 
was  the  last  evidence  of  decided  aversion  to  confessional  churchly 
efforts  which  Frederick  William  IV.  was  able  to  manifest.  A  tedious 
and,  as  it  appeared,  hopeless  disease  compelled  him  to  transfer  the 
•government  into  the  hands  of  his  brother  Will.  I_.  When  the  prince- 
regent  {Oct.  1858)  began  to  reign  in  his  owit  Aam^,  he  declared,  in  an 
address  to  his  newly-chusen  ministry,  that  it  was  his  firm  determina- 
tion to  maintain  and  promote  the  evangelical  Union,  whose  beneficent 
progress  was  impeded  and  almost  destroyed  by  an  orthodoxy  which  was 
incompatjl^jg  with  the  very  essence  of  fhfi'fevangefical  church.  But  in 
ter  to  accomplish  this  task  it  was  necessary  that  the  organs  used 
should  be  carefully  chosen  and  partly  changed.  All  hypocrisy  and 
sham-piety,  however,  were  to  be  unmasked  wherever  they  appeared. 
Hengstenherg* s  and  ErhkanCs  (in  Konigsberg)  withdrawal  from  the 
examining  commission  for  situations  in  the  higher  schools,  SiahV$ 
formal,  but  long-sought-for,  withdrawal  from  the  High-consistory,  and 
the  relaxation  of  the  strict  procedure  against  the  free  congregations 
which  hitherto  prevailed,  as  also  the  greater  connivance  of  the  govern- 
ment at  the  demands  of  the  liberals  in  regard  to  the  question  of  divorce 
(by  conceding  a  facultative  civil  marriage),  are  at  present  the  only 
evidences  of  a  changed  policy  in  the  government  with  regard  to  eccle- 
siastical affairs. 

2.  The  present  Kingdom  of  Saxony  has  had  Roman  Catholic  princes 
since  1697,  but  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  has  only  been  able  to  ac- 
quire territory  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  court.  The  govern- 
ment of  the  evangelical  church  resides,  by  a  treaty,  in  the  ministers 
commissioned  in  evangelicis,  so  long  as  the  king  is  Roman  Catholic. 
Although  several  of  these  have  been  special  protectors  of  the  orthodox 
church,  nevertheless  rationalistic  illumination  has  not  only  taken  deep 
root  among  the  clergy,  but  also  among  the  people.  Meanwhile,  a 
pietistic  reaction  has  also  gained  a  footing,  especially  powerful  in 
Muldenthal,  where  Rvdelha  :it' shXe^^Q^  labors  have  given  it  a  decidedly 
churchly  character.  On  the  other  hand,  the  religious  movement,  under 
the  leadership  of  the  pastor  of  the  Bohemian  congregation  in  Dresden, 
Mart.  Sfephan,  came  to  a  shameful  end.  As  the  representative  and 
tenovator  of  a  strict  Lutheranism,  he  labor  d  very  successfully  io 
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Dresden  since  1810,  but  he  lapsed  deeper  and  deeper  into  hierarohica 
usurpation  and  neglect  of  watchfulness  over  himself,  through  the  sub- 
missivcness  of  his  adherents,  which  almost  amounted  to  deification. 
When  in  1837  the  police  interfered  with  his  night  meetings,  without, 
however,  having  discovered  anything  immoral,  and  suspended  him 
from  his  official  labors,  he  called  upon  his  adherents  to  emigrate  to 
America.  Many  of  them  (clergymen  and  laymen)  blindly  obeyed 
him,  and  founded  (1838)  a  Lutheran  church  in  Missouri.  Stephan's 
despotic  and  hierarchical  usurpation  reached  its  height  here ;  he  also 
gave  loose  reins  to  his  lusts.  Women,  who  had  been  violated  or  abused 
by  him,  finally  exposed  his  shame,  and  the  congregation  excommuni- 
cated him,  whereupon  he  went  over  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
(184G).  Taught  by  such  experiences,  and  entirely  purified  of  the 
separatistic  and  Donatistic  elements,  the  Lutheran  reaction  in  Saxony 
is  now  in  the  most  flourishing  condition.  Since  1850  Earless  has  stood 
at  its  head  as  chief  court-preacher  at  Dresden,  but  in  1852  already  he 
abandoned  this  position  to  become  the  head  of  the  Lutheran  Church 
of  his  native  country,  Bavaria.  The  emigration  led  by  Stephan  also 
took  with  it  a  number  of  the  inhabitants  of  Saxony- AlUnbitrg,  The 
consistory,  in  a  rescript  to  the  council  of  Ronneburg  (183i<)  traced  this 
separation  to  the  fact  that  the  religious  wants  of  the  congregations 
were  not  satisfied  by  the  rationalistic  sermons,  and  admonished  that 
the  fundamental  doctrines  of  evangelical  Christianity  should  be  more 
diligently  preached.  This  rescript  received  the  most  hateful  interpre- 
tations, and  became  the  subject  of  the  most  passionate  attacks  from 
within  and  without  the  country.  The  government  obtained  the  opinions 
of  four  theological  faculties  concerning  the  conduct  of  the  consistory 
and  its  opponents,  which  it  simply  published  with  the  praise  and  blame 
they  expressed,  and  then  discoiiraj^ed  all  investigation.  The  revolu- 
tionary storm  of  1848  also  raged  through  the  church  of  Altenburg. 
But  since  the  storm  has  subsided,  the  government  of  the  State  and 
church  has  been  directed  with  prudeuco  and  zeal  towards  promoting 
churchly  feeling  and  life.  It  has,  however,  not  yet  succeeded  in  placing 
a  decidedly  Lutheran  teacher  of  theology  in  the  common  university  of 
the  Saxon  dukedoms  (Jena).  In  Weimar  and  Gotha  also  the  Ration- 
alism of  Ubhr  and  Brehchneider,  which  a  few  decades  ago  ruled  almost 
all  the  pulpits,  has  begun  to  disappear.  Nevertheless,  the  Duke  of 
Gotha  called  in  1856  Dr.  CharUs  Schirarz  of  Halle,  who  could  only 
see  hopes  of  a  better  time  for  the  Protestant  Church  in  the  school  of 
Baur  and  the  Protestant  **  Kirchenzeitung"  (J  56,  4,  5),  to  Gotha  as 
court-preacher  and  high  consistorial  councillor.  Gotha  has  since  then 
become  the  Gretna-Green  for  Prussian  divorced  persons,  whom  the 
native  pastors  supposed  they  were  required  to  deny  re-marriage.  The 
civil  marriage  now  legalized  there  will  make  a  change  in  this  matter. 

3.  In  Hanover  the  Union  met  with  no  favor,  although  Union  theology 
ruled  ir  the  national  university  after  Rationalism  had  disaj  peare<i 
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\evertl  eless,  the  most  of  the  clergy  of  the  country  have  been  tho- 
roughly  penetrated  by  confessional  Lutheranism.  The  preachers'  con- 
ference at  Stade  (1854)  called  the  attention  of  the  government  to  the 
"crying  incongruity"  which  existed  between  the  Union  theology  of 
the  national  university  and  the  legal  as  well  as  actual  Lutheran  con- 
fession of  the  established  church,  and  urged  the  appointment  of  Lu- 
theran teachers.  The  faculty,  on  the  other  hand,  published  a  circular 
to  preserve  **  liberty  in  teaching,"  and  the  curatorium  again  filled  the 
vacancies  which  had  occurred  with  Union  theologians.  i>r.  Petri  now 
declared  the  rupture  to  be  complete.  —  Oldenburg,  that  in  1849  was 
really  favored  with  a  democratic  church  government  separate  from  the 
State,  permitted  a  new  government  to  be  chartered  without  any  oppo- 
sition in  1853,  which  restored  the  chief  episcopacy  to  the  ruler  of  the 
country,  and  transferred  the  government  of  the  church  to  a  High- 
consistory  and  ecclesiastical  legislation  to  a  national  synod  (composed 
of  12  clerical  and  17  temporal  members  who  were  elected  by  the  dis- 
trict synods,  and  5  members  appointed  by  the  grand-duke). — Meckleti' 
hiirg  possesses  a  strict  Lutheran  church  government  under  Kliefoth's 
direction,  and  its  national  university  decidedly  Lutheran  professors.  The 
withdrawal  of  Prof.  M.  Baumgarten  of  Rostock  from  his  professorship, 
in  Jan.  1858,  caused  a  great  excitement.  A  trial  theme  written  by  him 
on  2  Rings  11,  in  which  he  **  aimed  at  procuring  a  Scriptural  doctrine 
to  authorize  violent  revolution,"  gave  the  government  an  opportunity 
already  in  1856  to  remove  him  from  the  theological  examination  com- 
mission. At  the  same  time  his  provoking  polemics  against  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Mecklenburg  Catechism,  especially  with  •reference  to  the 
sanctification  of  the  Sabbath,  at  a  pastoral  conference  at  Parchim,  in- 
01  eased  the  distrust  with  which  the  Lutheran  clergy  of  the  country 
regarded  his  theological  position.  The  government  finally  (Jan.  6, 
1858)  dismissed  him  from  his  theological  professorship  at  the  univer- 
sity, though  allowing  him  his  full  salary,  on  the  basis  and  through 
the  publication  of  a  consistorial  decision,  prepared  by  Krahbe  and 
subscribed  by  Wiggers  and  Meyer,  which  charged  him  with  heretical 
alteration  of  all  the  fundamental  doctrines  of  the  Christian  faith  and 
of  the  Lutheran  confession,  and  established  this  charge  from  his  wri- 
tings. As  was  expected,  this  step  was  followed  by  a  loud  cry  of  pas- 
sion in  all  the  newspapers,  and  even  Lutherans  (v.  Ilofmann,  v.  Scheurl, 
Luthardt)  emphatically  disapproved  of  the  conduct  of  the  government 
as  departing  from  the  way  prescribed  by  the  church-order,  and  the 
consistorial  decision  as  being  based  on  misinterpretation,  arbitrary 
supposition  and  inference:  whilst  the  apologists  justified  the  condnct 
of  the  government  as  a  mere  administrative  measure,  and  endeavored 
to  prove  that  the  argument  of  the  decision  was  well  grounded  in  the 
principal  points.  —  In  the  Electorate  of  Iffessia  the  high  ecclesiastical 
authority  reduced  in  1838  the  obligation  of  the  clergy  at  ordination  to 
conscientiously  regarding  the  confessions  of  faith.     The  distinguished 
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professor  of  law,  Bickell  of  Marburg,  saw  in  this  a  violation  of  eccle- 
siosiical  right,  even  an  endangering  of  the  evangelical  church,  against 
which  the  advocate  Ilenkel  in  Cassel  as  popular  agitator  protested,  and 
demanded  from  the  government  a  national  sjrnod,  which  should  for- 
mally abolish  all  symbolical  books.  The  government  ignored  both 
demands,  and  the  violent  controversy  gradually  subsided.  Within 
a  few  years  the  question  of  confessions  entered  upon  a  new  stage.  It 
wa.s  violently  disputed  as  to  which  confession  the  country  belonged. 
The  Landgrave  Moritz,  it  is  true,  f  >rced  a  diluted  Calvinism  upon  the 
province  (J34,  i) ;  but  still  a  Lutheran  basis,  with  Lutheran  views, 
arrangements,  and  laws,  remained,  and  the  Lutheran  reaction  haa 
never  been  entirely  sulxlued.  Only  the  province  Ilanau  accepted  the 
Union  (1818).  Since  then  the  government  has  appointed  preachers 
and  professors  without  asking  about  their  creed.  The  ministry  of  HaS' 
Menvhiy  (since  1850)  regarded  the  country  as'of  right  Lutheran,  and 
organized  ecclesiastical  affairs  in  this  sense.  The  consistorial  coun- 
cillor. Dr.  Vilmar^  was  the  right  hand  of  the  minister  in  this  matter. 
The  elector,  however,  was  not  very  friendly  to  this  movement  from  the 
beginning.  In  1855  the  ministry  was  overthrown,  and  Vilmar  was 
transferred  to  Marburg  as  professor  of  theology.  —  The  Grand-duchy 
of  Hess ia  is  the  only  country  in  Germany  that  yet  possesses  a  rational- 
istic faculty  of  the  purest  water,  for  even  Jena  is  evidently  behind 
Gicssen  in  this  respect.  But  a  decidedly  Lutheran  reaction  has  com- 
menced among  the  younger  clerg^',  w  hich  is  growing  in  strength  and 
extent.  The  Iligh-consistory  is  active  in  promoting  peace  by  media- 
tion. In  lleforuied  lAppe  Ddmohl,  as  late  as  in  1844,  five  preachers, 
who,  becoming  tired  of  the  Illumination  Catechism  of  the  established 
church,  again  used  the  Heidelberg  Catechism,  and  protested  against 
the  abolition  of  swearing  adhe5<it>n  to  the  syml^^ls,  were  punished  as 
disturl>ers  of  the  ])eace  of  the  church.  The  democratic  form  of  church 
government  of  1851  was  already  abolished  in  LS54,  and  the  old  Re- 
formed cluirch-order  of  1084  took  its  place.  At  the  same  time  reli- 
gious freedom  and  equality  were  guaranteed  to  the  Roman  Catholics 
»nd  Lutherans. 

4.  There  existed  in  Protestant  Wdrtemhfrrg  an  activity  of  the  religious 
spirit  in  the  national  life,  as  nowhere  else.  Pietism,  Chiliasm,  Sepa- 
ratism, the  conventicle  system,  etc.,  assumed  pt>werful  forms ;  solid 
Bcientific  knowledge,  philosophical  culture,  and  lately  also  philosophical 
and  critically  destructive  tendencies,  forced  themselves  upon  the  clergy 
of  the  country  fnmi  Tubingen.  The  dissatisfaction  with  many  of  the 
innovations  in  the  liturgy,  hymn-book,  etc.,  drove  many  fnmi  the  esta- 
blished church.  After  the  adoption  of  forcible  measures  had  proven 
fruitless,  the  government  allowed  those  dissatisfied  to  establish  the 
congregation  at  Ko.mihal  with  a  peculiar  (ecclesiastical  and  civil)  con- 
stitution after  apostolic  example  (1818).  Others  emigrated  to  Southern 
Russia  or  to  North  Amarica  (cf.  {  60,  concerning  the  Ilarmonites) 
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Lately  a  society  for  the  gathering  of  the  people  of  God  in  Palestine  haf 
been  formed  on  the  Salon  near  Ludwigsburg.  Its  object  is  to  gather  an 
emigration  of  believers  from  all  nations  (about  10,000  families)  for  the 
Holy  Land,  to  constitute  there  anew  a  people  of  God,  which,  upon  the 
foundation  of  the  prophets  and  apostles,  of  which  Christ  is  the  corner- 
stone, will  bring  into  full  authority  the  divine  law  of  the  old  covenant 
in  all  the  relations  of  life.  A  general  meeting  in  1854  in  order  to 
realize  this  plan,  appointed  a  committee,  published  a  programme  (in 
its  organ :  der  siiddeutschen  Warte),  and  requested  the  German  diet 
to  obtain  for  it,  from  the  Sultan,  permission  to  settle  in  the  Holy  Land 
with  self-government  and  religious  freedom.  Christopher  Uojfmanny 
brother  of  the  Prussian  general  superintendent  and  inspector  of  the 
institution  for  Home  Missions  at  St.  Chrisona  near  Basle,  was  the  head 
of  this  movement.  (He  wrote:  Gesch.  d.  Volkes  Gottes  als  Antwort 
auf  die  sociale  Frage.  Stuttg.  1855).  The  educational  institute  upon 
the  Salon  was  conducted  by  his  brother-in-law  Paulus,  nephew  of 
Paulus  at  Heidelberg.  The  committee,  instructed  to  wait  patiently, 
purchased  in  April  1856  the  estate  of  Kirschenhardthof  near  Marbach, 
id  order  to  found  here  on  a  small  scale  a  preparatory  social  state  in 
ntrict  accordance  with  the  Mosaic  law.  At  the  beginning  of  1858  a 
commission  with  Chr.  Hoffmann  at  its  head,  went  to  Jerusalem,  to  re- 
connoitre the  country  for  the  speedy  colonization  of  the  people  of  God. 
But  the  results  were  so  unsatisfactory  that  they  were  compelled  for 
the  present  to  abandon  the  idea  of  emigrating  to  the  Holy  Land. — The 
gift  of  healing  the  sick  by  absolution  and  the  laying  on  of  hands  in 
connection  with  believing  prayer,  was  developed  out  of  the  pietistic 
and  earnest  pastoral  care  of  preacher  Blumhardt  of  .Mottlingen,  in 
connection  with  the  healing  of  a  demoniac,  which  was  followed  by  a 
great  revival  in  the  congregation.  Blumhardt,  in  order  to  give  free 
scope  to  this  gift,  lately  purchased  the  bathing  establishment  at  Boll 
near  Goppingen^  where  he  now  officiates  as  pastor  and  miraculous  phy- 
sician.— In  the  Grand-duchy  of  Baden  the  union  of  the  Lutheran  and 
Reformed  Church  was  accomplished  in  1821.  It  grants  normative  au- 
thority to  the  Augustana  (as  also  to  the  Lutheran  and  Heidelberg 
Catechism),  in  so  far  as  by  it  the  free  investigation  of  the  Scriptures, 
as  the  only  source  of  Christian  faith,  is  openly  demanded,  affirmed, 
and  applied.  A  synod  of  1834  provided  the  established  church  w-ith 
union  rationalistic  principles  in  the  liturgy,  hymn-book,  and  catechism. 
When  at  the  beginning  of  1850  a  confessional  Lutheranism  began 
agaxn  tc  manifest  itself  here  also,  the  united  church  combated  it  with 
gens-d' amies,  imprisonment,  and  fines.  The  preacher  Eichhorn^  and 
later  also  the  preacher  Ludwig,  seceded  from  the  established  church 
with  a  part  of  their  congregations,  and  connected  with  the  church 
college  of  Breslau,  but  were  only  able  to  serve  their  people  as  clergymen 
amid  unspeakable  vexations  on  the  part  of  the  police.  After  repeated 
rufusals,  the  grand-duke  finally,  in  1854,  granted  to  the  seceders  the 
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permiRsion  to  elect  a  Lutheran  pastor,  but  perseveringlj  refused  tl 
acknowledge  Eichhorn  as  such.  Preacher  Haag^  who  would  not  aban* 
don  the  Lutheran  formula  of  distribution  at  the  Lord's  Supper,  wa* 
deposed  (1855)  after  earnest  warning.  On  the  other  han  1,  the  positiva 
church ly  movemen'  also  grew  stronger  in  the  established  church,  lo 
1854  the  old  rationalistic  members  of  the  High-oonsistory  were  silenced, 
and  Vllmann  of  Heidelberg  became  its  head.  Under  hib  auspices  a 
general  synod  (1855)  adopted  resolutions  to  introduce  new  church  and 
school-books  in  the  sense  of  the  Consensus-Union,  endeavoring,  at  the 
same  time,  to  accommodate  them  in  a  measure  to  Lutheran  views. 
The  grand-duke  confirmed  the  resolutions,  and  the  country  remained 
silent.  But  when  in  1858  the  Iligh-consistory,  on  the  basis  of  the 
synodal  resolutions  of  1855,  promulgated  a  new  **Kirchenbuch"  for 
general  introduction,  the  new  liturgical  innovations  which  it  contained 
(enlargement  of  the  liturgy  by  the  confession  of  sin  and  of  faith,  col- 
lects, responses,  lessons,  kneeling  at  the  Lord's  Supper,  assent  to  the 
confession  of  faith  by  sponsors),  aroused  a  violent  opposition  in  the 
country,  at  the  head  of  which  was  the  faculty  of  Heidelberg,  with  Dr, 
Schenkcl  as  leader.  The  grand-duke  decided  that  the  new  liturgy 
should  not  bo  forced  upon  any  congregation  in  the  country ;  on  the 
other  hand,  the  shorter  and  simpler  form  of  the  same  was  to  be  intro* 
duced  when  it  could  be  done  then  or  later  without  force,  whilst  the 
larger  form  was  only  to  be  used  by  congregations  which  expressly  de- 
sired it. — In  Nassau  also,  which  also  accepted  the  Union,  a  Lutheran 
movement  of  emancipation  has  manifested  itself  within  the  last  few 
years,  but  it  has  been  repressed  by  police  measures. 

5.  In  Protestant  Switzerland  there  existed,  in  addition  to  the  luxu- 
riant growth  of  rationalistic  Illumination  and  radical  Liberalism,  a 
soil  receptive  for  Separatism  and  religious  fanaticism,  whose  first 
cultivation  has  been  attributed,  perhaps  not  unjustly,  to  Lady  von 
Krudener.  The  French  philosophy  of  the  18th  century  gave  the  Re- 
formed Church  of  Geneva  a  rationalistic  tendency,  and  the  venerable 
Compagiiie  of  the  Genevan  clergy  could  venture  in  1817  to  impose 
upon  candidates  at  ordination  the  obligation  not  to  preach  on  the 
natures  in  Christ,  original  sin,  predestination,  etc.  But  this  state  of 
things  was  opposed  by  a  Methodism  (in  Geneva,  especially  also  in 
Lausanne)  transported  from  England,  whose  adherents,  nicknamed 
the  MamierSj  rebuked  the  apostacy  from  the  church  by  word  and  deed. 
In  Waadtland  the  Helvetic  Confession  was  abolished  in  1839  by  a  reso- 
lution of  the  chief  council,  and  in  1845,  when  a  radical  revolutionary 
government  got  possession  of  the  helm  of  State,  the  refusal  of  many 
clergymen  to  read  a  political  proclamation  of  the  government  furnished 
occasion  for  a  schism,  inasmuch  as  all  the  offending  clergymen  were 
dismissed  from  the  established  church.  Since  then,  in  addition  to  the 
established  church,  tifree  Waadtlandish  Church  has  existed  under  the 
oppression  and  persecution  )f  the  radical  government     In  the  chief 
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eounoil  of  Geneva  the  resolution  was  ofTercd  in  1855,  to  separate  the 
church  entirely  from  the  State,  for  which  AL  Vinei  (t6.  1847  as  pro- 
fessor at  Geneva)  contended  with  glowing  eloquence  during  his  whole 
life.  The  resolution  is  still  favored  by  many  earnest  Cbri8tians,  but 
it  has  finally  been  rejected  by  a  majority.  —  Among  the  Go-man  Re- 
fonmd  cantons  only  Basle  has  been  able  to  resist  the  introduction  of 
Rationalism  ;  but  that  the  people  also  in  other  cantons  are  not  willing 
to  give  up  the  faith  of  the  fathers  so  easily,  was  shown  in  1839,  when 
the  chief  council  of  Zurich  called  Dr,  David  Strauss  as  professor  of 
theology.  The  people  rose  as  one  man  against  this  measure  ;  the  ap- 
pointment failed ;  the  chief  council  was  overthrown,  and  Zurich  even 
yet  pays  a  pension  to  Strauss.  A  siniiVar  occurrence  took  place  in 
Berne^  upon  the  calling  of  Dr.  Zeller  to  the  theological  professorship 
there  in  1847.  The  opponents  of  this  movement  only  gained  insult 
and  persecution.  But  as  Zeller  even  was  not  radical  enough  for  the 
Ka'dicals,  he  accepted  in  1849  a  professorship  of  philosophy  at  Mar- 
burg. In  Bash  the  exclusion  of  the  radically  infidel  candidate  Rumpf 
from  Ihe  list  of  the  candidates  for  the  ministry  in  1858,  caused  a  great 
noise.  His  endeavor  to  be  restored  has,  meanwhile,  failed  in  the  chief 
council. 

6.  Only  the  name  of  a  protector  of  the  papal  chair  and  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  remained  to  the  Emperor  of  Austria  from  the  Roman 
empire.  The  remnants  of  the  church  government  of  Josephine  have 
since  her  time  been  gradually  removed,  and  Roman  Catholicism  has 
been  retained  as  the  State  religion ;  nevertheless,  the  government  of 
the  State  preserves,  in  opposition  to  all  hierarchical  claims,  its  inde- 
pendence, and  grants  toleration,  though  of  a  very  limited  kind,  to 
Protestantism.  The  storm  of  1848  first  removed  the  hated  name  of  the 
Don-Catholics,  obtained  permission  to  place  bells  and  steeples  upon 
Protestant  houses  of  worship,  and  the  compliant  guarantee  of  many 
rights,  the  realization  of  which,  meantime,  has  been  greatly  hindered 
by  the  opposition  of  Roman  Catholic  magistrates  and  priests.  After 
that  the  government,  by  its  concordat  with  the  Pope  (1855),  granted 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  almost  unlimited  power  to  protect  and 
uphold  the  Roman  Catholic  established  church,  it  appeared  for  a  time 
as  if  it  was  honestly  disposed  to  protect  Protestantism  in  its  rights  of 
existence,  and  to  promote  its  progress.  In  fact  also  much  was  done  to 
promote  and  support  evangelical  churches  and  schools.  Even  the 
festival  of  the  Reformation  on  Oct.  31  was  allowed  to  be  publicly 
celebrated  in  Vienna.  But  the  repeated  refusal  to  permit  the  forma- 
tion of  branch  unions  of  the  Gustave-Adolphus  Society  (althoagh  the 
acceptance  of  support  from  tlie  same  is  now  granted) — the  mainte- 
nance of  the  law,  that  Roman  Catholic  priests,  even  after  they  havo 
formally  become  Protestants,  dure  not  marry,  because  the  character 
indelebilis  of  consecration  to  the  priesthood  still  adheres  even  to  apos- 
tates— and  many  other  things,  show  that  the  government  is  ^et  far  from 
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plocing  Protestants  on  an  equality  with  the  Roman  Catholics.  In  tht 
Tyrolese  Zillerihal  evangelical  truth  has  found  its  way  into  many 
families  through  Protestant  books  and  Bibles.  "When  the  Roman 
Catholics  drew  the  reins  tighter  (1826),  these,  appealing  to  Joseph's 
edict  of  tolerance,  petitioned  for  permission  to  join  the  evangelical 
church.  The  Emperor  Francis  I.  promised  them  tolerance.  But  the 
Tyrolese  deputies  protested,  and  the  official  decree  which  finally  fol- 
lowed (1834)  commanded  them  to  emigrate  to  Transylvania  or  return 
to  the  Catholic  Church.  The  petitioners  now  sought  aid  through 
a  deputation  to  the  King  of  Prussia,  who  directed  them  to  colonize 
on  his  domain  of  Erdmanusdorf  in  Silesia.  Thither  309  of  the  esilef> 
emigrated  in  1837  and  founded  a  new  Zillerthal,  richly  aided  by  royal 
munificence.  In  Bohemia  there  was  awakened,  with  the  enthusiasm 
for  the  national  institutions,  also  patriotic  religious  sympathies  for  the 
old  Ilussiteism,  connected  with  many  transitions  to  the  Protestant 
Church.  In  Hungary  the  Diet  had  obtained  since  1833  full  equality 
for  the  Protestants  with  the  Roman  Catholics,  when,  in  consequence 
of  the  military  rule  of  the  Protestant  IlaynaUy  all  independent  life 
and  action  of  both  Protestant  churches  was  fettered  again  in  1850. 
Haynau's  decree,  it  is  true,  was  abolished  in  1854,  but  still  the  com- 
plete return  to  the  former  autonomy  of  the  churches  has  not  been 
secured  in  spite  of  all  petitions  and  deputations ;  and  the  difficulty  in 
the  way  has  been  increased  by  the  Hungarians  refusing  in  a  rough 
way  to  accept  the  plan  of  a  constitution  prop(.»sed  by  the  government 
in  1856.  In  Trau^iylvania,  on  the  other  hand,  at  least  the  evangelicals 
of  the  Augsburg  Confession  rejoice  in  the  possession  of  perfect  eccle- 
siastical equality  and  independence  —  a  favor  which  has  but  lately 
been  conferred  on  the  Reformed  living  there. 

7.  Bavaria  under  King  Jxtnis  was  the  shield  of  Roman  Catholicism 
in  its  extreme  ultramontane  form.  The  oonstitutiimally  guaranteed 
religious  freedom  of  the  Protestants  was  in  many  ways  onilmrrassed 
and  limito<l;  and  great  as  were  the  necessities  of  the  Protestants  in 
Southern  Bavaria,  the  government  most  strictly  prohibited  them  from 
receiving  any  aid  from  the  Gustuve-Adolphus  Society.  King  Louis 
saw  even  in  the  name  of  this  society  a  reproach  of  the  CJerman  name, 
and,  besides,  he  was  offended  at  its  vague,  negative  confessional  posi- 
tion. Novortheless,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  give  a  peaceful  asylum  in 
Roman  Catholic  Bavaria  to  Schcihel,  who  was  driven  out  of  Lutheran 
Sax-^ny  by  Prussian  diplomacy,  —  and  permitted  the  university  of 
Erlauijen  (after  its  dead  spiritual  life  had  V)een  reawakened  by  the 
excellent  Brf armed  preacher  Kraft  [oh.  1845]  )  to  become  the  centre 
ftf  a  strict  Lutheranism  both  in  practical  life  and  in  science  for  all 
Germany.  The  kneelini/  order  of  1838,  which  also  imposed  kneeling 
before  the  sanctissimum  upon  the  Protestant  soldiery  as  a  military 
salutation,  caused  great  dissatisfaction  among  the  Protestant  popula- 
tion, and  provoked  many  controversial  treatises  from  both  sides.   When 
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finally  the  Diet  made  the  grievance  of  the  Protestant  delegates  its  own 
(1845),  a  royal  declaration  was  issued,  by  "which  the  previously  exist- 
ing purely  military  salutation  was  restored.  After  that  the  ultramon* 
tane  party  had  fallen  into  disfavor  by  its  honorable  course  in  the  Lola 
Months  scandal  of  1847,  and  the  revolution  of  the  following  year  com- 
pelled King  Louis  to  abdicate,  the  Protestant  Church  of  Bavaria,  at 
the  head  of  which  Harless  stands  since  1852,  attained  to  the  full,  un- 
limited, and  undisturbed  enjoyment  of  its  rights,  under  the  reign  of 
the  noble  and  just  King  Maximilian.  The  general  synod  of  1853  (at 
Baireuih)  manifested,  under  Harless'  presidency,  a  thorough  earnest- 
ness in  the  work  of  reorganizing  the  established  church.  On  the  basis 
of  its  transactions  the  High-consistory  ordered  the  introduction  of  a 
new  and  excellent  hymn-book.  This  already  caused  great  dissatisfac- 
tion among  the  unchurchly  Liberals,  but  was  at  length  carried  out. 
But  when  in  1856  the  High-consistory  published  a  series  of  ordinances: 
1.  An  instruction  concerning  the  order  of  worship  with  a  provisional 
liturgy;  2.  A  direction  concerning  the  restoration  of  church  discipline; 
3.  A  decree  concerning  the  regulation  of  the  confessional,  with  a  view 
to  the  reintroduction  of  private  confession ;  4.  A  decree  to  guarantee 
the  clergy  against  improper  demands  in  reference  to  baptismal 
sponsors,  marriages,  funerals,  etc. ;  and,  5.  finally  a  regulation, 
according  to  which  the  parties  to  be  married  were  required  to  appear 
personally  before  the  preacher  for  proclamation  of  the  bans,  —  then  a 
terrible  storm,  starting  at  NUrnberg,  broke  loose,  which  raged  through 
the  entire  country.  The  king  was  overwhelmed  with  petitions,  and 
the  High-consistory  went  so  far  in  almost  timorous  compliance  as  to 
make  the  acceptance  or  non-acceptance  of  its  regulations  optional  to 
the  congregations.  Meanwhile  the  time  for  holding  a  new  general 
synod  approached  (1857).  A  decree  of  the  royal  high-episcopate  abo- 
lished the  union  of  the  two  national  synods  into  one  general  synod, 
and  prohibited  all  discussion  concerning  church  discipline.  Conse- 
quently, instead  of  one  synod  two  assembled,  the  one  in  October  at 
Anspach,  the  other  in  November  at  Baireuih,  Both,  composed  of  an 
equal  number  of  temporal  and  spiritual  delegates,  took  a  very  honor- 
able and  moderate  course,  by  which  they  neither  prejudiced  the  rights 
of  the  church  nor  the  honor  of  the  High-consistory.  The  storm  has 
since  then  subsided  very  rapidly,  and  the  hopes  of  a  prosperous  pro- 
gress in  church  affairs  have  brightened. — An  imminent  division  of  the 
Lutheran  established  church  by  the  hyper-Lutheran  party  of  Lohe  in 
Neudettelsau  was  fortunately  averted  by  the  action  of  the  general 
synod  of  1853.  Lohe  and  his  party,  although  somewhat  sulky,  yet 
hoping  the  best  from  a  development  begun  so  vigorously,  retraced 
their  steps,  and  the  High-consistory  continued  its  indulgence  towards 
Lohe.  Finally,  however,  in  1858  it  quite  unexpectedly  set  bounds  to 
him  by  inflicting  on  him  a  sharp  reprimand  in  a  threefold  form  :  first, 
that  he  administered  the  annointing  with  oil,  although  not  as  a  sacra- 
72 
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ment.  to  a  sick  young  lady  staying  with  him,  yielding  to  her  appeaif 
to  James  5  and  Mark  16;  —secondly,  ou  account  of  introducing  auri* 
cular  confession  and  absolution  among  non-confirmed  youth;  —  and, 
finally,  on  account  of  an  instruction  concerning  the  exercise  of  church 
discipline,  which  he  himself  devised  and  carried  out  in  his  congrega^ 
tion  on  his  own  authority.  Whether  the  rupture  which  has  long  been 
impending  will  finally  be  consummated  in  consequence  of  this,  is  yet 
to  be  seen. 

The  government  has  also  acted  justly  towards  the  Reformed  and 
united  churches  of  the  country  by  appointing  a  Reformed  professor 
of  theology  in  the  Protestant  national  university.  The  Union  was 
accomplished  in  1818  in  the  Bavarian  Palatinate  of  the  Rhine,  with 
the  agreement  to  hold  the  symbolical  books  of  both  churches  in  proper 
esteem,  but  to  acknowledge  no  other  doctrinal  rule  than  the  Scriptures. 
Hereby,  it  is  evident,  the  door  was  opened  to  the  most  boundless  Ra- 
tionalism. The  general  synod  of  Anspach  in  1849  favored  the  country 
with  a  new  democratic  church  organization ;  but  a  reaction  took  place 
here  also.  Since  1853,  the  consistory  of  Spire,  under  Ehrard's  leader- 
ship, brought  to  pass  the  meeting  of  a  general  synod  in  the  autumn 
of  this  year,  which  raised  the  Augustana  Variata  of  1540,  as  embodying 
the  consensus  between  the  Augustana  of  1530  and  the  Heidelberg,  as 
also  the  Lutheran  Catechism,  as  the  banner  of  the  Palatinate  church. 
Since  then  the  consistory  has  proceeded  with  police  force  against  all 
those  preachers  who  preach  and  teach  the  Lutheran  doctrine  of  the 
Lord's  Supper;  and  when  Dr.  Hengstenherg  of  Berlin  opened  the 
columns  of  his  K-Zeitung  to  the  indignant  assaults  of  the  Lutherans 
on  this  despotic  union,  the  court  of  assizes  in  ZweibrUcken  condemned 
him  in  contumaciam  (1854)  to  an  imprisonment  of  3  months  or  a  fine 
of  50  fl. ;  —  but  even  in  ZweibrUcken  they  do  not  hang  a  culprit  until 
they  catch  him.  When  the  consistory,  in  pursuance  of  the  a<ition  of 
the  general  synod  of  1853,  laid  the  plan  of  a  new  hymn-book  before 
the  diocesan  synods  (1856),  the  universal  indignation  of  the  liberal 
inhabitants  of  the  Palatinate  broke  out  in  a  terrible  storm,  on  apcount 
of  the  doctrines  imputed  to  them  in  it.  The  diocesan  synods,  however, 
acknowledged  the  necessity  of  a  new  hymn-book  and  the  appositeness 
of  the  plan  in  general,  but  they  recommended  another  revision  of  the 
same  and  the  addition  of  150  new  hymns.  The  radical  agitation  con- 
tinues to  the  present  time :  the  petition  to  the  king  to  annul  the  syno 
drtl  resolutions  with  regard  to  it  has  been  denied  (1858). 

8.  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  (Cf.  H.  F.  Vhden,  d.  Zustande  d. 
anglik.  K.  Lpa.  1843.  —  M.  Petri,  Boitr.  zur.  Wlirdig.  d.  Puseyismus. 
Gottg.  1843.  —  H.  R.  Weaver,  d.  Puseyism,  aus  d.  Engl.  v.  C  Anthor, 
Lpz.  1844.  —  A.  F.  Gemberg,  die  schott.  Nationalk.  Hamb.  1828. — 
K.  H.  Sack,  d.  K.  v.  Schottl.  Heidlb.  1844-48,  2  Bde.— J.  Kostlin,  d. 
schott.  K.  Ilamb.  1S52.  —  P/i.  Schajf,  ZustUnde  u.  P  irteien  d.  engl 
Staatskirche.     In  d.  deutsch.  Ztschr.  fdr  chr.  Wsch.  u.  chr.  Leben, 
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1855-53.)  —  A  Keformed  Protestant  and  a  Roman  Catholic  clement 
have  been  combined  in  the  established  Church  of  England*  The  forme* 
appears  especially  in  the  doctrines  of  the  church,  the  latter  in  the  doo 
trine  concerning  the  church,  and  from  this  also  in  the  form  of  govern- 
ment (episcopal  succession  and  hierarchical  organization),  as  also  in 
the  vrorship  (liturgy  abundant  in  ceremonies).  Where  both  elements 
have  been  really  united  and  reconciled,  i.  «.,  where  the  one  has  pene- 
trated the  other,  an  internal  affinity  with  the  Lutheran  Church  has 
been  manifested.  But  because  this  union  has  not  been  actualized 
folly  and  harmoniously  in  every  part,  the  two  elements  having  been 
rather  kept  asunder,  an  exclusive,  extreme  divergence  on  both  sides 
was  unavoidable,  as  was  also  the  result  very  soon,  on  the  one  side 're- 
presented in  the  Dissenters,  on  the  other  in  the  Romanizing  tendency 
of  the  Stuarts.  Since  the  political  parties  of  the  Tories  and  Whigs 
have  been  formed,  two  corresponding  parties  have  also  appeared  in 
the  established  church*  The  high-church  party,  which  has  its  influen- 
tial representatives  among  the  aristocracy,  detests  the  tendency  of  the 
Dissenters,  seeks  to  preserve  the  most  intimate  connection  between 
State  and  Church,  and  carefully  watches  over  the  preservation  of  all 
ohurchly  forms  and  institutions  in  government,  worship,  and  doctrine. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  evangelical  (or  low-church)  party,  which  is 
more  or  less  Methodistic.  sustains  the  most  active  intercourse  with  the 
Dissenters  (co-working  in  Home  and  Foreign  Missions,  etc.),  and  re- 
presents in  various  degrees  (even  to  the  extreme  of  Dissenters)  the 
claims  of  progress  against  those  of  stability ;  the  independence  and 
self-dependence  of  the  Church  against  identification  with  the  State ; 
evangelical  freedom,  and  the  universal  priesthood  of  Christians,  against 
orthodoxy  and  hierarchy.  The  active  life  of  the  Dissenters  and  the 
increasingly  close  connection  of  the  episcopal  evangelical  party  with 
them,  incited  also  in  modern  times  the  high-church  party  to  a  more 
powerful  protection  of  its  interests,  and  impelled  it  to  a  one-sided 
intensification  of  the  Roman  Catholic  element.  The  centre  of  this 
Romanizing  tendency  since  1833  is  the  university  of  Oxford.  The 
heads  of  this  movement  were  the  Professors  Piisey,  Newman,  etc. ;  its 
literary  organ  were  the  Tracts  for  the  Times  (whence  the  party  is  also 
called  Tractarians),  a  series  of  treatises  in  defence  of  Anglo-Catholi- 
cism, which,  in  adhesion  to  the  39  articles,  as  decidedly  defends  genuine 
Protestantism  against  the  Roman  papacy,  as  it  defends  genuine  Catho- 
licism against  every  kind  of  ultra  Protestantism  in  the  weight  which 
it  attaches  to  the  apostolical  succession  of  the  bishopric  and  priesthood, 
and  to  apostolical  tradition  in  behalf  of  exegesis.  In  this  way  also 
)yery  doctrine  was  approximated  to  those  of  the  Roman  Catholic  sys- 
tem, so  far  as  the  39  articles  would  possibly  allow  it.  This  tendency, 
called  Puseyism,  met  with  much  sympathy,  especially  among  the  higher 
clergy.  But  the  '^No  popery"  principle  is  too  deeply  rooted  in  the 
English  nation,  not  %    meet  Puseyism  with  great  indignation  and 
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Strong  opposition.  The  most  of  the  English  bishops  opposed  it  U 
pastoral  letters ;  Pusey  and  Newman  were  dismissed  from  their  posi' 
tions,  but  the  university  still  adheres  to  its  tendency.  In  1845  Kew» 
man  went  over  to  the  Romish  Church,  and  crowds  of  Puscyites,  espe- 
cially  from  the  higher  aristocracy  and  clergy,  have  since  then  followed 
his  example.  But  this  apostacy  only  served  to  increase  the  aversion 
of  the  English  people  to  Puseyism  and  Popery.  When  the  Vicar  Gor- 
ham  was  promoted  in  1847  to  a  better  position  by  the  crown,  the 
Puseyite  Bishop  of  Exeter  protested  against  it,  because  Gorham  dis- 
puted the  doctrine  that  regeneration  takes  place  in  baptism.  The 
privy-council,  however,  as  the  highest  ecclesiastical  court,  declared 
him  to  be  orthodox,  and  appointed  him  in  spite  of  all  opposition.  This 
gave  the  episcopal  clergy  an  opportunity  to  urge  the  re!«toration  of  the 
Convocation,  a  kind  of  spiritual  parliament.  This  object  was  gained 
in  1854 ;  but  the  convocation  has  as  yet  been  able  to  accomplish  but 
little.  In  addition  to  the  pressure  to  obtain  thececoguition  of  baptism 
as  the  vehicle  of  regeneration,  the  zeal  of  the  high-church  clergy  for 
the  introduction  of  private  confession,  or  as  its  opponents  say,  of 
auricular  confession,  has  also  given  occasion  for  offence  and  contro- 
versy. A  London  clergyman  named  Poole  was  deposed  on  this  account 
in  1858  by  his  bishop  ;  a  Vicar  West,  on  the  other  hand,  of  the  diocese 
of  Oxford,  was  acquitted  for  the  same  offence.  —  Besides  the  high-  and 
the  low-church  party,  a  third  one,  the  so-called  broad-church  party, 
has  made  itself  felt  within  a  few  decades.  It  traces  its  origin  to  the 
celebrated  philosopher  and  poet  Coleridije  (oh.  1834),  and  numbers  in 
its  ranks  many  of  the  most  respectable  and  learned  of  the  present 
clergy,  who  are  also  specially  distinguished  by  their  intimate  acquaint- 
ance with  German  theology  and  philosophy.  They  do  not  form  an 
organized  church  party,  as  the  evangelicals  and  high-churchmen,  and 
do  not  propose  anything  of  the  kind  ;  nevertheless,  their  tendency  is 
directed  towards  removing  the  narrow-mindedness  and  exaggeration 
of  the  other  parties,  and  furnishing  a  broader  basis  and  clearer  horizon 
both  for  theology  and  the  church,  without  prejudicing  in  any  way 
either  the  authority  of  the  Scriptures  or  the  doctrines  of  the  Church. 
Lord  RussdVs  university  bill  (1854)  opened  also  the  university  of  Ox- 
ford to  Dissenters  by  restricting  the  obligation  of  the  39  articles  to  the 
students  of  theology.  In  1857  the  introduction  of  a  new  divorce  bill, 
which  established  a  new  court  for  divorces,  granted  the  wife  the  right 
to  apply  for  divorce  in  case  of  incestuous  adultery,  bigamy,  and  mali- 
cious abandonment,  and  unconditionally  allowed  the  re-marriage  of 
those  divorced,  created  great  excitement  among,  and  called  forth  much 
opposition  from  the  high-church  party,  but,  nevertheless,  passed  both 
Houses  without  amendment.  The  admission  of  Jews  to  parliament  was 
also  accomplished  in  1858,  after  a  contest  extending  through  12  years, 
by  granting  to  both  Houses  the  right  to  admit  a  member  who  took  the 
oath  **  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian."     In  opposition  to  high-church 
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Oxford  Rationalism  gained  ascendency  more  and  m  )re  in  Cambridge, 
and  even  the  labors  of  the  Tdbingen-Baur  School  (}  56,  4)  find  enthu- 
siastic eulogists  in  the  Westminster  Review. 

The  CJiurch  of  Scotland^  from  the  beginning  strictly  Calvinistic  in 
customs,  government,  and  doctrines,  has  also  preserved  this  character 
unimpaired  to  the  present  time.  The  difference  between  the  moderates 
and  the  evangelical  party  docs  not  refer  to  doctrine,  but  only  to  govern- 
ment. The  latter  are  strict  Presbyterians,  and  opponents  of  the  right 
of  patronage.  Besides  the  Presbyterian  form  of  government,  there 
existed,  namely,  of  old  a  right  of  election  by  the  land  proprietor,  which 
was  often  exercised  to  intrude  obnoxious  clergymen  upon  the  congre- 
gations. The  General  Assombjy  of  1834  granted  the  veto-power  to  the 
congregations,  but  the  civil  courts  protected  the  patrons  in  their  here- 
ditary rights.  At  a  meeting  of  the  General  Assembly  in  1843  about 
200  members  withdrew  on  this  account  from  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  as  Kon-intrusionists.,  and  laid  the  foundations  of  the  Free 
Church  of  Scotland^  which,  with  Dr.  Chalmers  (ob.  1847)  at  its  head, 
has  exhibited  great  zeal  and  self-denial  in  establishing  parishes,  etc., 
and  is  now  in  a  prosperous  condition.  The  large  mass  of  the  people 
belong  to  it,  whilst  the  established  church  is  mainly  composed  of  the 
rich  landed  proprietors.  In  addition  to  these  two,  there  exists  also  a 
United  Presbyterian  Church,  which  is  supported  by  the  wealthy  middle 
class,  and  insists  upon  the  separation  of  the  Church  from  the  State.  A 
controversy  concerning  the  introduction  of  organs  into  the  churches 
has  been  carried  on  in  this  church  since  1856.  Three  churches  in 
Glasgow  have  received  permission  from  the  synod  to  introduce  organs 
under  certain  limitations.  More  important  is  the  controversy  concern- 
ing the  Lord*s  Supper,  which  broke  out  in  the  established  church  of 
Scotland  in  1857.  Bishop  Forbes  of  Brechin,  in  an  address  to  his 
olergy,  which  was  published  later,  insisted  upon  the  necessity  not  only 
of  acknowledging  the  real  presence  of  the  true  body  and  blood  of 
Christ  in  the  Iloly  Supper,  but  also  of  the  participation  of  the  same 
by  the  unbelieving.  The  other  bishops,  however,  at  a  synod  at  Edin- 
burgh, pronounced  this  doctrine  of  their  colleague  to  be  anti-Scriptural 
and  anti-Anglican,  against  which  55  presbyters  protested.  One  of 
these,  Patrick  Chetjne  of  Aberdeen,  who  was  charged  with  holding  the 
doctrine  of  transubstantiation,  has  been  deposed  by  the  episcopal 
General  Synod,  because  he  would  not  retract. — In  Ireland,  whose  Ro- 
man Catholic  population  has  been  greatly  decreased  by  constant  emi- 
gration, the  work  of  evangelization  prospers  without  interruption.  In 
England  and  Scotland  not  less  than  16  societies  exist,  which  labor  in 
this  work  by  missionaries,  itinerant  preachers,  colporteurs,  and  school- 
teachers, and  expend  yearly  $500,000  upon  it. 

9.  In  the  Netherlands  (cf.  A.  Kbhler,  die  niederlandisch-reform.  K. 
Erlg.  1856),  Rationalism  and  latitudinarian  Supranaturalism  have  so 
far  moierated  the  hostilities  existing  between  Reformed,  Remonstrants, 
72* 
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Mennonitets,  and  Lutherans,  that  the  clergy  of  one  party  were  allowed 
to  preach  in  the  churches  of  the  other.     There  the  poet  William  Bit' 
derdijk^  driven  from  political  to  religious  patriotism,  arose  in  glowing 
anger  against  the  general  apostacy  from  Dort  orthodoxy.     Two  Jews 
converted  hy  him,  Is,  da  Costa  and  the  physician  Capiyadose^  power- 
fully supported  him.     A  young,  fiery  clergyman,  Henry  de  Cock,  be- 
came the  theological  spokesman  of  the  party.     Because  he  violated 
ecclosiastioal  order  by  ministering  in  congregations  belonging  to  other 
clergymen,  he  was  suspended  and  finally  deposed  (1834).     The  largest 
portion  of  his  congregation,  and  with  him  four  other  preachers,  new 
solemnly  declared,  that  their  secession  from  the  apostatized  church  waa 
a  return  to  the  orthodox  Reformed  Church.     They  were  punished  by 
fines  and  imprisonment  as  Separatists  and  disturbers,  and  were  finally 
satisfied  with  being   recognised,  by  royal  favor,  as  a  separate  Christian 
church  (1831)).    It  was  composed  at  this  time  of  30  congregations.   The 
established  church,  on  the  other  hand,  perseveres  in  its  latitudinarian 
tendency.     There  exists  since  1850  a  free  synodal  system,  by  which 
the  church  is  governed.     The  general  synod  is  held  yearly  at  Hague. 
The  one  of  18o3  declared  that  the  Netherland  Reformed  Church  did 
not  demand  fnmi  its  teachers  agreement  with  all  the  doctrines  of  the 
symbolical  lHH>ks,  but  only  with  their  spirit  and  essence.   The  so-called 
Griminfffr   (humanistic)    school,  with    Schleiermacher's   fundamental 
tendency,  reigns  at  the  universities.     Its  chief  representative  is  HoJ'- 
tttth  dr  Groof,     The  largest  portion  of  the  clergy  still  belong  to  the 
old  moilerate  rationalistic  tendency.     Theological  learning,  especially 
that  of  a  phil«>logic<vhistorical  character,  still  flourishes  in  Holland. 

Subsequent  to  1790  Rationali$>m  has  also  prevailed  in  X>en- 
wark.  In  1828  Professor  Clausen,  a  mo<lerate  disciple  of  Xeolojry, 
identifiotl  Rationalism  and  Pn>tostantism,  in  a  learned  w»»rk  {"  Katho- 
licism  u.  Pnnostsm.*'  Translated  fr«»m  the  Danish  bv  Fries.  Latest 
e^iition  lS-8.  ^>  Bdo.)  On  the  other  hand.  Pastor  (jri/«»//r/</,  **a  man 
of  |v>otical  talents,  and  learned  in  the  ancient  history  of  the  country," 
entered  the  lists,  equally  enthusiastic  for  the  Luthemnism  of  the  fathers 
and  for  patriotic  Dancism.  with  |x^worful  ol*H^uence  and  with  the  charge 
of  ttjv^strtcy  ^T\m\  Christianity  and  the  Church.  He  wa^  c^»ndemned 
by  the  cv>urts  as  an  injuror.  having  rcsijrncii  his  j^a^toral  office  while 
the  trial  was  in  prv\i:rt*>s.  The  same  fate  Wfel  the  orientalist  Lindlterg^ 
who  charo^l  Claus»*n  with  breakinjr  the  vxith  of  his  »,«ffice.  Grundtrig's 
adherents  worslnpinM  in  c-^nvontiolcs  until  he  obtained  permission  in 
IS^^J  apiin  to  hold  puMio  worship.  The  Fhini^-raania,  which  increased 
bevond  measure  in  l'^4S  ar.d  l'^4^'*  durinj:  the  warlike  c-nflict*  with 
Oermany\  n\>MioiUvi  enemies  ar.i  alienated  friends,  Gruniitrig  espe» 
ciallv  rai^vl  ser<elesslv  acainst  evorvthir,;:  Germar..  and  <*(  the  two 
'actors,  which  he  at  -^re  time  reirarxbvi  as  the  p!e>  ■:f  the  world's  hi»- 
toTT  ••  Weltohr^nik."  transl.  Vy  r.^vmir.  \Urr.V.  1S^^%7^,  namely 
l>aneisTn  and  Lutberanism.  he  lately  abandoned  the  latter  a«  beio^  of 
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German  origin,  in  that  he  desired  to  remove  the  Germjin  Lutheran 
special  confession  of  faith,  placed  the  Apostle's  creed  before  and  above 
the  Scriptures,  and  wished  to  introduce  Scandinavian  mytholofry  into 
the  schools  as  Christian  propaedeutics.  The  Schleswig- Holstein  rebel- 
lion of  1848  was  followed  by  a  boundless  distraction  and  destruction 
of  ecclesiastical  affairs  there.  More  than  100  German  pastors  were 
dismissed,  and  46  Schleswig  parishes  were  deprived  of  the  use  of  the 
German  language  in  church  and  school.  All  efforts  of  the  states  to 
remove  the  prescription,  served  only  to  call  forth  new  brutality.  In 
1864  the  long  misused  provinces  were  released  from  Danish  authority 
by  the  allied  Austrians  and  Prussians,  and,  in  consequence  of  the 
German  war  of  1866,  fell  to  the  domain  of  Prussia.  The  Raptisiic 
movement,  which  is  continually  gainirhg  strength  in  Denmark,  was 
greatly  promoted  (1857)  by  a  law  which  abolished  the  compulsion  to 
baptism  in  the  established  church,  and  only  requires  that  all  children 
be  registered  in  the  church  register  within  a  year. 

In  Sweden  since  1803  a  quiet  and  useful  religious  communion  bu 
existed,  in  opposition  to  the  stiff  and  dead  orthodoxy  of  the  established 
church,  which,  if  characterized  by  pietistic  one-sidedness,  is  not  guilty 
of  a  heretical  departure  from  orthodox  doctrines.  Because  its  mem- 
bers diligently  read  the  Bible  and  the  works  of  Luther,  they  have  re- 
ceived the  name  Readers,  and  have  been  persecuted  by  the  established 
church,  by  virtue  of  the  old  law  against  conventicles  (172G),  with  im- 
prisonment and  fines,  and  by  the  mob  with  insult  and  abuse.  Although 
the  <5onstitution  of  1809  guarantees  freedom  of  worship,  nevertheless 
the  old  rigid  laws  still  exist  in  full  authority  and  power,  according  to 
which  the  secession  of  subjects  from  the  Lutheran  established  church 
is  punished  with  imprisonment  and  exile,  with  the  loss  of  civil  reputar 
tion  and  of  the  right  of  inheriting.  Nevertheless,  within  several  years 
the  transitions  to  Roman  Catholicism,  to  the  Baptists,  and  even  to 
Mormonism,  have  greatly  increased.  Even  in  1858  six  women,  who 
were  converted  to  Roman  Catholicism,  were  mercilessly  banished  from 
the  country.  In  1857  the  king  laid  a  tolerance-act  before  the  Diet, 
which,  although  intolerant  enough  (excluding  all  converts  from  all 
civil  offices  and  reserving  their  children  for  the  established  church), 
was,  nevertheless,  rejected  by  the  states.  Religious  freedom  was 
proclaimed  by  law  in  1869,  and  in  1870  admission  to  all  offices 
of  state  was  granted  to  Dissenters,  even  the  Jews  included. — 
In  Norway,  where  the  State  is  much  less  identified  with  the  Church 
than  in  Sweden,  the  movement  among  the  people  started  by  the  farmer 
Niela  Hauge  ({  51,  4),  has  by  no  means  died  out.  But  with  Scandina- 
vian hatred  of  everything  German,  Grundtvig's  bran-new  theology  has 
also  been  imported  from  Denmark,  and  has  met  with  great  fa^or.    The 
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theological  faculty  at  Christiana,  however,  which  represents  in  jicienflt 
and  practical  life  a  rigid  and  living  Lutheranism  of  the  German  stamp, 
is  opposing  it  with  energy  and  effect. 

10.  France  and  Belgium.  (Cf.  H.  Reuchlin,  d.  Christth.  in  Fi.  Hamb. 
1837. — A.  Mader,  d.  prot.  K.  Frankreichs,  published  by  Gieseler.  Lpz 
1848.  2  Bde.  —  Ag&nor  de  Gasparin,  Les  int^rfits  g^n^raux  du  Protes- 
tantieme  fran<j.  Par.  1843.  Transl.  by  KunkeU  Essen,  1843.  —  A, 
Damman,  d.  prot.  K.  in  Fr. ;  in  the  Ztschr.  fUr  hist.  Theol.  1850.  I. 
E.  S.  die  rel.  Zusfdnde  in  Fr. ;  in  Gelzer's  MonatsblUtt.  1853.)  — The 
constitution  of  the  Restoration  in  France  (1814)  guaranteed  to  Roman 
Caiholiciism  the  authority  of  the  established  religion,  and  to  the  other 
(M)nfcs8ions  the  pn>tection  and  toleration  of  the  State.  But  Ultramon- 
tanism  of  the  most  violent  kind  began,  with  the  favor  of  the  govern- 
ment, to  oppress  Protestantism  in  every  way.  In  South  France  the 
hatred  of  the  Roman  Catholic  mob  broke  out  against  the  Reformed 
already  (1815)  in  bloody  persecutign.  The  government  was  silent 
about  it  until  the  indignation  of  all  Europe  compelled  it  to  check  the 
evil ;  but  the  perpetrators  of  it  were  unpunished.  By  the  revolution 
of  July,  1830,  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  again  lost  the  privileges 
of  the  established  church,  and  the  Protestants  obtained  the  same  rights 
with  the  Roman  Catholics.  But  also  under  the  new  cx)nstitutional 
government  Ultramontanism  again  made  itself  felt  with  effect ;  the 
Protestants  complained  of  many  injuries  and  violations  of  rights  by 
Roman  Catholic  prefects ;  and  under  the  Protestant  minister  Guizoi 
France  assumed  the  protectorate  of  Roman  Catholicism  throughout 
the  whole  world.  Meanwhile,  the  Reformed  French  Church  flourished, 
even  though  placed  between  niethodistic  (>ne-si<Ipdiioss  nnd  rationalis- 
tic superficiality,  and  the  scattered  Lutheran  congregations  (in  Paris, 
etc.)  out*»ide  of  Alsace,  also  prospered.  After  the  revolution  of  February, 
1848,  the  Lutherans  delibernted  on  a  new  organization  of  church 
affairs  at  a  general  synod  at  Strasburg,  and  the  Reformed  also  at  a 
council  at  Paris.  But  when  the  latter,  in  order  to  preserve  unity  of 
government  amid  diversity  of  doctrine,  resolved  to  disregard  symbol 
and  doctrine  in  the  matter,  Fr.  }fonod  and  Count  Caspar  in,  the  noble 
representative  of  French  Protestantism,  protested  against  such  a  course, 
and  formed,  with  about  30  congregations  of  stricter  views,  at  a  new 
council  in  Paris  (1849),  a  unitm  of  evangelical  congregations  with 
biennial  synods.  Louis  Napoleon,  by  the  decree  of  March  26,  1852, 
granted  to  the  Reformed  Church  a  central  council  at  Paris,  with  con- 
sistories and  presbyteries:  and  to  the  Lutheran  a  yearly  Iligh-consistory 
as  legislative,  and  a  standing  directory  as  executive  council.  The  Lu- 
theran theological  faculty  at  Strasburg  repres<»nts  the  western  section 
of  Schleiermacher's  school.  The  academy  at  Montauban,  with  Adolf 
Monod  at  its  head,  represents  Reformed  orthodoxy — nevertheless,  with- 
out strict  confessionalism  and  with  a  piety  of  a  methodistic  type ;  and 
Coquerei  in  Paris  is  the  head  of  the  rationalistic  party  in  the  Reformed 
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tstablished  church.  The  reaction  against  Rationalism  was  led  8inc€ 
1880  by  the  "Soci^t^  Evangelique"  in  Paris,  which  in  addition  baa 
assumed  the  work  of  protestantizing  France,  and  has  labored  quietly 
and  very  successfully  in  this  direction  by  colportage,  circulation  of 
tracts,  sending  forth  evangelists,  school  instruction,  etc.  It  has  been 
powerfully  supported  in  this  work  by  the  evangelical  society  of  Geneva, 
The  number  of  Protestant  clergymen  in  France  has  increased,  within 
60  years,  from  200  to  800 ;  and  every  year  new  evangelical  congrega- 
tions are  established,  in  spite  of  the  endless  difficulties  which  Roman 
Catholic  authorities  place  in  the  way.  Manifold  violations  of  right 
and  oppressions  are  still  practised.  In  Strasburg  (1854)  the  Jesuits 
prevailed  upon  the  Roman  Catholic  prefect  to  reclaim  and  take  pos- 
session of  the  revenues  of  the  former  Thomas  foundation,  which  had 
been  appropriated  since  the  Reformation  to  the  support  of  the  Protes- 
tant gymnasium.  However,  the  prefect  was  directed  from  Paris  to 
desist  from  his  claims.  In  his  address  from  the  throne  in  1858,  the 
emperor  declared  that  the  government  guaranteed  full  freedom  of 
worship  to  the  Protestants,  without,  however,  forgetting  that  Roman 
Catholicism  was  the  religion  of  the  majority ;  and  the  Monifettr  ex- 
plained this  declaration  so  plainly  in  the  sense  of  the  Univers,  that  the 
prefects  could  not  be  in  doubt  how  to  understand  it.  Through  General 
Espinasse, — who.  after  the  unsuccessful  attempt  on  the  life  of  the  em- 
peror (Jan.  14,  1858),  officiated  for  a  time  as  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
—  the  prefects  were  expressly  directed  to  extend  their  watchfulness 
over  the  press  also  to  the  labors  of  the  evangelical  societies,  and  to 
prohibit  the  colportage  of  Protestant  Bibles.  However,  the  latter  was 
recalled  by  a  change  of  ministry,  and  permission  was  only  denied  to 
the  agents  of  foreign  Bible  societies.  —  In  Belgium  the  work  of  evan- 
gelization advanced  rapidly,  not  only  among  the  Walloons,  but  also 
among  the  Flemish  population,  so  that  from  year  to  year  new  evange- 
lical congregations  are  established,  in  spite  of  all  agitation  and  popular 
instigation  on  the  part  of  the  Ultramontane  clergy. 

11.  In  lialy  immigrant  Protestants  have  formed  evangelical  congre- 
gations at  Milan  and  Florence,  without  restriction  on  the  part  of  the 
government.  From  regard  to  diplomatic  intercourse  with  Prussia, 
England,  and  North  America,  Rome  and  Naples  have  also  permitted 
Protestant  embassy  chapels  to  be  built.  "When  in  1848  the  hopes  of 
young  Italy,  which  were  built  on  Pius  IX. 's  national  sympathies,  were 
dissipated,  Protestant  sympathies,  nourished  by  English  travellers, 
Bibles,  and  tracts,  began  to  be  manifested  far  and  wide  in  Italy, 
which,  although  repressed  by  penalties  of  imprisonmv^nt,  are  still  in- 
creasing and  strengthening.  —  In  the  valleys  of  Piedmont  lived  the 
remnants  of  the  Waldenses  (J  33,  2),  about  20,000  souls,  under  con- 
stant oppressions  and  persecutions,  which  were  only  restrained  by 
Prussian  and  English  intervention.  They  regarded  themselves  aa 
being  a  branch  of  the  Reformed  Church ;  and  having  been  ec-iched 
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since  the  Reformation  by  the  spirit  of  the  Genevan  Church,  they  di> 
signated  themselves  as  6glise  6vang*'lique  Vaudoise  at  a  synod  (1830). 
When  in  1848  the  crown  of  Sardinia  phiced  itself  at  the  head  of  Ita- 
lian Liberalism,  religious  freedom  was  also  granted  to  them  with  all 
civil  rights.  Now  a  large  Waldensian  congregation  was  formed  in 
the  midst  of  the  city  of  Turin,  which  grew  rapidly  by  the  addition  of 
numerous  fugitives  from  the  rest  of  Italy.  But  in  1854  already  a 
division  took  place  between  the  elements  of  which  it  was  composed. 
Waldensian  orthodoxy  was  too  narrow-minded  for  the  liberalistic  Ita- 
lians. A  former  Romish  priest,  l)r.  de  Sanctis,  took  the  lead  of  the 
discontents,  was  deposed  from  his  office  by  the  Waldenses,  and  formed 
an  independent  evangelical  Italian  congregation  with  a  rationalizing 
confession  of  faith.  But  in  spite  of  this  division  the  evangelization 
of  the  country  went  forward,  and  now  evangelical  congregations  exist 
in  all  the  principal  cities,  from  whence  also  a  number  of  rural  congre- 
gations have  already  been  established. — In  Tuscanyy  where  in  a  liberal 
spirit  the  legislature  even  allowed  transition  to  Protestantism,  in  1852 
Francesco  and  liosa  Madiai  were  compelled  to  atone  for  the  crime  of 
having  read  the  Bible  by  severe  punishment  in  a  house  of  correction. 
The  intervention  of  evangelical  unions  was  in  vain ;  equally  so  even 
the  intercession  of  the  King  of  J^russia.  Finally,  the  English  premier. 
Lord  Palmerston,  stimulated  by  the  public  opinion  of  England,  spoke 
an  earnest  word,  which  even  promised  in  the  worst  case  to  place  seve- 
ral shipe-of-war  at  the  disposal  of  the  demands  of  Christian  humanity. 
The  grand-duke  now  rid  himself  of  the  two  martyrs  by  banishing 
them  from  the  country  in  1853 ;  and  Lord  Shaftesbury  organized  a 
society  at  Edinburgh,  the  object  of  which  is  to  prevent  the  occurrence 
of  similar  cases  by  all  means  allowed  by  the  Gospel.  —  In  Spain  also, 
where  a  largo  number  of  Bibles,  tracts,  and  a  religious  paper  in  the 
Spanish  language  ("El  Alba''),  have  been  distributed  from  Gibraltar, 
Protestant  sympathies  are  not  wanting. — The  Lutheran  Church  of 
Hus.fia.  embracing  about  2,500, 00()  souls,  received  a  common  church- 
order  and  liturgy :  the  latter  on  the  basis  of  the  old  Swedish  liturgy  ; 
the  former  with  the  requisition  that  all  teachers  of  religion  in  church 
and  school  adhere  to  the  Formula  of  Concord.  —  In  Poland  the  Re- 
formed and  Lutheran  Churches  were  united  since  1828  under  a  com- 
bined consistory.  The  independent  existence  of  both  churches  was 
rostored  l»y  an  imperial  ukase  of  1849.  Protestants  as  well  as  Roman 
Outholio^  rejoice  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  all  civil  rights,  and  in  the 
unlimited  freedom  of  worship,  although  they  deny  themselves  bells  on 
their  churches  in  inner  Russia;  and  children. of  mixed  marriages,  in 
which  one  party  belongs  to  the  orthodox  church,  are  adjudged  to  the 
latter  by  the  law.  The  Lutheran  Church  in  Livonia  (with  the  island 
of  Oesef)  sustained  an  important  and,  according  to  the  laws,  irrevoca- 
ble loss  in  1845  and  1846  by  the  large  transition  (60,000  to  70,000  souls) 
of  the  Lettonian  and  Esthonian  natives  to  the  orthodox  established 
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eharch.  The  movement  did  not  extend  to  the  neighboring  provincei 
of  Courland  and  Esthonia.  In  order  to  remove  the  pressing  want  of 
churches  and  schools,  of  preachers  and  teachers,  existing  in  the  evan- 
gelical Lutheran  congregations  in  Russia,  an  Aid-society^  modelled 
after  the  Gustave-Adolphus  Society,  has  lately  been  formed  (1858) 
with  imperial  approbation,  under  the  direction  of  the  general  consis- 
tory at  St.  Petersburg;  which,  it  is  to  be  hoped,  will  not  fail  to  receive 
the  willing  and  hearty  co-operation  of  congregations  more  favorably 
circumstanced.  The  theological  faculty  of  Dorpat  has  been  allowed 
(1858)  to  publish  a  journal  for  theology  and  the  church,  which  is 
exempt  from  spiritual  and  temporal  censorship.  —  In  Turkey,  English 
and  North  American  missionaries  labor  among  the  Armenians,  Maro- 
nites,  Greeks,  and  Jews.  Among  the  Armenians  in  Asia  Minor  there 
are  already  12  Protestant  congregations;  3  in  the  chief  city.  In  Con- 
stantinople there  are  10  Protestant  preachers  and  14  Protestant  schools, 
and  in  the  whole  empire  about  50  Protestant  congregations. 

12.  North  America.'^  The  United  States  of  North  America,  which 
demands  no  other  religious  guarantee  from  its  citizens  than  faith 
in  a  God,  embraces  the  most  heterogeneous  religious  tendencies, 
churches,  and  sects ;  as  could  not  be  otherwise  from  the  peculiar 
origin  of  the  population.  As  the  settlers  frequently  left  their  native 
countries  from  religious  motives,  the  most  diverse  religious  parties 
were  gathered  here,  which,  especially  on  account  of  the  existing  de- 
fective theological  culture  and  the  sense  for  the  practical,  made  the 
country  the  theatre  of  religious  excitements  of  all  kinds ;  among 
which  the  Revivals^  which  are  systematically  carried  on  by  many 
denominations,  play  so  prominent  a  part.  The  State  does  not  con- 
cern itself  at  all  about  religious  affairs,  and  permits  every  congre- 
gation to  care  for  itself.  Consequently  the  preachers  are  entirely  de- 
pendent on  the  congregations,  and  are  frequently  employed  by  the 
year.  Still  they  constitute  a  most  highly  respected  order,  and  churchly 
feeling  and  churchly  piety  are  nowhere  in  the  world  so  highly  and 
universally  valued  as  here.  About  800  new  Protestant  churches  are 
formed  on  an  average  every  year.  The  support  of  the  same  is  for  the 
most  part  provided  for  by  annual  fiee  contributions;  the  foundation 
of  a  permanent  church  property  is  pretty  generally  regarded  as  inex- 
pedient. Educational  affairs,  likewise  dependent  on  voluntary  co-ope- 
ration, are  in  general  still  very  defective  and  unsatisfactory.  The 
fnture  preachers  received  their  education  at  the  colleges  (higher  edu- 
cational institutions  of  a  more  general  tendency)  and  the  numerouH 
theological  seminaries.  To  check  the  spread  of  intemperance,  which 
has  become  so  great  an  evil  through  immigrant  Irishmen  and  Germans, 

♦  It  will  be  noticed  that  Dr.  Kurtz  is  hardly  correct  in  8»me  statements 
regarding  America,  e,  g.j  the  first  sentence  in  this  paragraph.  No  religiouf 
faith  is  required  for  citizenship. 


iB48        gBGTION  III  -^FOURTH   PJBRIOD   (CENT.  19  A.  D.) 

Mveral  States  have  prohibited  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquors,  evan  of 
b€or.  Ti)  prevent  the  spread  uf  Pupery,  as  also  the  flooding  of  thf 
country  by  Irishmen  and  wild  Qenuan  demagogues,  the  widely  rami- 
lled  and  powerful  order  of  Kiiow-Nothinqs  [now  entirely  defunct  in 
18GI — Tr.J  has  been  formed  among  the  native  Anglo-Americans,  which 
proposes  to  deprive  Papists  and  foreigners  of  all  participation  in  the 
affairs  of  the  government.  Meanwhile,  the  party  has  divided  on  the 
Siairn/  Question.  The  Southern  States  made  every  effort  to  preserve 
slavery,  which  is  so  indispensable  to  them,  and  succeeded  in  gaining  a 
brilliant  victory  through  the  Nebraska  bill  (1854).  Within  the  last 
ten  years  a  crazy  belief  in  spirits  and  wonders  connected  with  table- 
turnings,  spiritual-knockings,  citation  of  spirits  and  miraculous  cures 
by  moans  of  Magnetism  and  Somnambulism,  has  spread  in  an  epidemic 
way  under  the  name  of  Spirifuaiism.  A  multitude  of  journals  and 
books  serve  to  propagate  this  Spiritualism,  which,  with  its  three  mil- 
lions of  believers,  has  almost  assumed  the  character  of  a  new  religion, 
with  new  revelatiims  far  exceeding  those  of  the  Prophets  and  Apostles. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  monetary  and  mercantile  crisis  towards  the 
close  of  1857  produced  a  religious  excitement  such  as  had  never  before 
been  experienced  even  in  America.  It  was  the  golden  age  of  Revivals^ 
in  which  certainly  not  everything  that  glittered  was  gidd. 

The  numerous  Protestant  denominations  may  be  divided  into  two 
chief  groups,  the  one  English,  the  other  German.  The  most  important 
of  the  first  gniup  are:  1.  The  Congretjafionalists  (Puritans,  Inde- 
pendents, cf.  I  19.  4).  Founded  by  the  Fiigrim  Faihem,  who  emigrated 
from  Kndand  (  UVJt)).  thev  now  number  about  2,(KX).000.*  Thev  adhere 
Ut  the  Westminster  Confession  of  ll>4il,  with  the  Calvinistic  doctrine 
of  prtnlostination.  and  the  Zwinglian  di>ctrine  of  the  L».>rd*s  Sup|^>er 
German  orthodox  theoloiiy.  whioh  is  rejianled  by  them  as  {VK»rly  di:»- 
guisi\l  Kationalism,  on  account  of  its  lax  prinoiple<^ci»ncerning  iuspira 
tion  and  the  canon,  has.  nevertheless,  exerted  a  not  insignificant  influ- 
ence in  its  most  celebrated  seminary  at  Andover  thri>u»rh  Prof.  Mose^ 
Stu^irt.  -.  The  Pre.^htjferiiins.  oC  Sv^»tch  origin,  numl»ering  about 
2,5tX\lHX^  souls,  airree  with  the  OonirreirJitionalists  in  doctrine  and  c<.»n- 
fessivui.  but  are  distinguisheil  fn'm  them  by  a  iH^>mmon  church  gxivem- 
ment  of  a  syninial  and  presbyterial  character.  Since  1S37  they  have 
boon  dividisl  into  an  (>/</  and  Xftc  sv'hvnd  :  the  latter  of  which,  charged 
with  aiv^stacv  tn>m  strict  Oal\ini>tic  orthiHi»xv.  dves  n*^i  hesitate  to 
CKW>pora:e  with  other  lenominati.M.s  in  prvmix'ting  Christian  v»bjeotSs 
whilst  the  l^^rmer  is  more  exctu>i\e.  The  principal  s<*minary  of  the 
iatter  is  in  New  York,  that  o(  the  former  at  Princetvm.  Here  Dr.  Alette 
i»Nf)V'-  tauirht,  a  man  well  av^^uauuesl  with  German  ihe^doi^y.  3. 
The  lhitc\  HfU'rmai  Church.  fstaMistusi  iv  oolv»n:sT>  fn-m  Hoi* 
land.  whv»  settUsi  t^n  the  Hu«is«  n  tu  U-«,^  a;.d  f-un^iisi  New  Y«-rk. 
It  is  closely  allied  with  liie  Pre^i^yit  ria;:s  h  i*r^  i»»n^  since  |MKr- 
mitte^i  the  Dutch  lar.cu^i^o  av.^i  Tutch  cusr.ms  i.   iVil   into  disuse:  4m 

^These  and  otli<er  %«i«s  are  iDCorrMi,  unless  incladi&s  tlie  &Bulies  cf  like 
e^mr^  members. 
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the  other  hand,  it  adheres  with  great  tenacity  to  the  articles  of  the 
Synod  of  Dort.  It  numbers  130,000  members.  4.  The  Protestani 
Episcopal  Church  (1,000,000  souls)  is  distinguished  in  general  by  a 
prudent  and  solid  churchliness.  Puscyism  has  also  crept  in  here,  and 
contributed  a  number  of  proselytes  to  the  Romish  Church.  5.  The 
Methodvsis  (about  2,000,000)  stood  also  here  in  a  connection  of  corres- 
pondence with  the  episcopal  mother-church.  But  when  the  country 
was  distracted  by  the  war  of  the  Revolution,  Weslaj  (1784)  himself 
ordained  a  bishop  for  his  Methodist  societies  in  North  America,  which 
f»ince  then  have  been  organized  as  the  Methodist  Episcopal  Church  into 
an  independent  denomination.  Their  influence  on  the  religious  life  of 
America  has  been  very  great.  They,  above  all  others,  have  displayed 
the  greatest  skill  in  Revivals,  but  the  excess  connected  with  them  from 
the  beginning  has  here  increased  to  an  almost  incredible  degree  through 
the  so-called  New  Measures  (protracted  meetings,  enquiry  meetings, 
camp-meetings,  etc.)  It  reached  its  height  in  the  so-called  camp-meet- 
ings, which  are  frequently  held  by  itinerant  Methodist  preachers  in 
forests  under  the  free  heavens,  to  awaken  the  masses  of  the  people  who 
flock  to  them.  Day  and  night,  without  interruption,  they  pray,  sing, 
preach,  and  exhort ;  all  the  terrors  of  hell  are  evoked,  the  excitement 
increases  with  every  moment ;  conflicts  of  repentance,  connected  with 
(ighs,  sobs,  groans,  convulsions  and  spasms,  make  their  appearance ; 
divine  grace  finally  is  experienced ;  loud  rejoicings,  embracings,  and 
*>enediction8  of  the  converts,  mingle  with  the  groanings  of  those  still 
wrestling  for  grace  at  the  anxious  bench.  The  Methodists  themselves 
have  come  to  see  that  more  can  be  accomplished  by  the  old  measures 
than  by  the  new.  Since  1847  the  Methodist  Cliiirch  has  been  divided 
into  two  hostile  camps,  a  Southern  and  a  Northern  one.  Tfie  first- 
named  tolerates  slavery,  whilst  tlie  latter  are  decideii  ab<»litioniKts, 
and  excommunicate  every  slaveholder  as  an  unbeliever.  Another 
party,  the  Protestant  Methodiais,  have  separated  on  account  of  the 
hierarchy  of  the  mother-church,  and  have  exchanged  the  episcopal 
form  of  government  for  a  c«>ngregationalistic  one.  6.  The  BaptistSy 
which  have  been  much  divided  among  themselves  by  sects,  number  in 
all  about  4,000,000  of  souls.  The  most  numerous  by  far  are  the  Cah 
vinisiic  Baptists.  Their  proselytistn  is  as  great  as  their  zeal  in  heathen 
missions.  In  opposition  to  them  the  Free-will  Baptists  represent  Ar- 
miliian  principles,  and  the  Christian  Baptists  or  Campljtilites  have 
smbraced  Unitarian  doctrines. 

The  German  emigration  to  North  America  began  even  in  Penn's 
time.  In  1742  there  were  already  100,000  Germans  in  Pennsylvania. 
In  addition  to  Zinzendorf  and  the  Moravian  missionaries,  the  Lutheran 
preacher  Dr.  .Velchior  Mtitilenberfj  (oh.  1787),  a  pupil  of  .\.  H.  Francke, 
and  the  Reformed  preacher  Michael  Schlutter  of  St.  Gallen  (the  former 
flimt  out  by  the  Orphan's  House  at  llalle,  the  latter  by  the  Church  of 
73 
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Holland),  labored  with  great  success  in  organizing  churches  among  iheM 
Germans.  The  Orphan^s  House  sent  out  many  other  zealous  preachers, 
until  the  preyalenoe  of  Rationalism  also  broke  this  bond.  As  at  the  same 
time  also  the  stream  of  German  emigration  was  interrupted  in  its  flow, 
and  in  consequence  all  influence  from  the  mother  country  was  suspended, 
crowds  of  Germans*  carried  away  with  the  Revivals,  connected  themselves 
with  the  Anglo-American  denominations;  and,  besides,  with  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  English  language,  English  Puritanic  or  Methodistic  doctrines 
and  customs  were  also  introduced  into  the  German  denominations.  Since 
1815  German  emigration  again  commenced  and  increased  from  year  to  year. 
7%«  Lutheran  Church  in  the  United  States  numbers  (187Gj  about  50U0 
churches,  2500  preachers,  600.000  communicants,  and  55  synods.  A 
great  diversity  of  sentiment  exists,  particularly  regarding  the  authority 
of  the  Augsburg  Confession,  in  all  its  details.  During  the  last  ten  years 
the  church  has  been  divided  into  four  general  organizations,  representing, 
to  a  large  degree,  the  difference  of  doctrinal  views.  Some  ten  district 
synods  still  remain  unconnected  with  either  of  these.   * 

1.  The  General  Synod  (mainly  English),  organized  1820,  is  the  oldest 
general  organization  of  the  American  Lutheran  Church.  It  comprises 
twenty-three  synods,  in  New  York,  New  Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
Ohio,  Indiana,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  and  Nebraska;  with  1200  churches, 
800  preachers,  and  112,000  communicants.  As  to  doctrine,  the  General 
Synod  adheres,  in  the  main,  to  the  Augsburg  Confession,  permitting,  how- 
ever, diversion  in  what  are  considered  points  of  minor  importance.  The 
so-called  **  New  Measures  *'  are  in  general  practice.  The  tendency  is  to  hold 
in  light  esteem  any  sacramental  efficacy  of  the  oi*dinances.  A  divinely  ap- 
pointed ministry  is  recognized,  which  is  regarded,  however,  in  no  sense  a 
hierarchy.  Members  of  Non-Lutheran  Churches  are  invited  to  the  com- 
munion table,and  Non-Lutheran  pastors  are  not  excluded  from  their  pulpits. 

2.  The  General  Couueil,  ^English.  German,  and  Scandinavian)  was, 
formally  organized  at  Fort  Wayne.  Ind.,  1867.  As  early  as  1810  an  ener- 
getic movement  appeared  against  New  and  in  favor  of  Old  Lutheranism. 
This  movement  culmin:ited  iu  the  withdrawal  of  the  Old  Lutherans  from 
the  General  Synod,  who,  in  18C7.  constituted  The  General  Cvuncil^  com- 
prising ^1876)  some  ten  synods  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  Texas,  Tennessee,  and  Canada;  with  1000  churches,  500 
preachers,  and  150,000  communicants.  As  to  docirine.  the  members  of 
this  branch  of  the  Lutheran  Church  iu  America  cling  to  the  "unadulterated 
Augsburg  Confession  in  its  original  meaning,**  recognizing  its  complete 
harmony  with  the  Word  of  GoJ.  They  ivject  unionism  and  the  **New 
Measures**  in  every  form. 

8.  The  General  Synod  in  yorth  America  (South)^  ^English.  ^  was  organized 
in  1803,  shortly  after  the  outbreak  of  the  civil  war.  It  comprises  ^1876) 
five  synods  in  Virginia,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and  Mississippi ;  with 
200  churche>,  100  preachers,  and  llVlKK)  communicants.  It  accepts  the 
Augsburg  Confession,  and  is  confessionally  somewhat  in  advance  of  the 
General  Synod,  from  which  it  separated. 
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4.  T^f  Synodical  Conference  was  organized  in  1872.  and  comprises  Biz 
synods  in  Missouri,  Ohio,  Illinois,  Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota;  with  1500 
churches,  900  preachers,  and  240.000  communicants.  It  accepts  all  the 
Symbolical  Books  of  the  Lutheran  Church. 

6.  The  Unorganized  Synods  are  ten  in  number,  viz. :  Geiiman  Synod  of 
Iowa,  Tennessee  Synod,  Synod  of  North  Carolina,  Hauge's  Norw. 
Synod  in  America,  Buffalo  Synods  (two),  Concordia  Synod.  Va.,  Confer- 
ence for  Nor.  Dan.  Lutheran  Church  in  America,  Swedish  Evangelical 
Lutheran  Mission  Synod  (North- West),  Norwegian  Danish  Aug'stana 
Synod  (North-West). 

The  German  Reformed  Churchy  embracing  about  1,000,000*  souls,  has  its 
principal  seminary  at  Mercersburg  in  Pennsylvania.  Its  confession  of  faith 
is  the  Heidelberg  Catechism ;  its  theology  at  this  time  a  sprout  of  German 
evangelical  Union  theology,  but  of  a  positive  character.  Mercersburg  theology 
has  lately  been  charged  by  Anglo-Americans  with  being  of  a  Romanizing 
tendency,  because  one  of  its  most  able  teachers,  Dr.  John  W.  Nevin,  a 
born  Anglo-American  and  Presbyterian,  defended  the  Calvinistic  doctrine 
concerning  the  Lord's  Supper,  and  since  then  he  has  certainly  fallen 
into  a  Puseyistic  current  through  patristic  studies,  and  regards  North 
American  sectarianism  as  the  Protestant  Antichrist.  Having  been  several 
times  complained  of  before  the  synod,  he  resigned  his  office  in  1851,  and 
there  is  great  anxiety  to  see  whether  he  will  follow  Newman's  example. 
Although  accordingly  the  Union  theology  is  predominant  as  well  among 
the  Reformed  as  among  the  Lutherans,  still  a  *'  German  Evangelical  Union 
of  the  West"  was  formed  at  St.  Louis  in  1841,  which  would  dispense 
with  the  names  Reformed  and  Lutheran.  It  has  established  a  seminary 
at  Marthasville  in  Missouri. — Besides  these,  there  are  represented  in 
North  America  of  the  older  German  sects,  the  Moravians^  the  Jlennonites, 
the  DunkerSy  and  the  Siredenborgians.  Of  more  modern  date  are  several 
German  Methodist  sects;  1.  The  '•  United  Brethren  in  Chrjjl''  with  600 
preachers,  originated  by  a  Reformed  preacher,  W.  Olterbein  (ob.  1813). 
2.  The  **  Evangelical  Society,"  commonly  called  Albrights,  originated  by 
Jacob  Albright,  originally  a  Lutheran  layman,  who  was  ordained  (1803) 
by  his  own  adherents,  with  200  or  300  Methodistic  preachers.  3.  The 
German  Methodists^  an  integral  member  of  the  Episcopal  Methodist  Church. 
At  its  head  stands  Dr.  Nasi  of  Cincinnati;  they  possess  an  active  mis- 
sionary for  Germany  in  L.  S.  Jacoby  in  Bremen.  4.  The  Vi'mebrennarians^ 
or  the  Church  of  God,  established  by  an  excommunicated  German  Reformed 
preacher  of  this  name  (18:^0).  They  run  the  Methodistic  per  force  method 
of  conversion  into  t.he  wildest  extravagances,  and  are  besides  fanatical 
opponents  of  infant  biptism.  *See  note  p.  348. 

I  56.  PROTESTANT  THEOLOGY  IN  GERMANY. 
Cf.  Kahnis  u.  Ficker,  11.  cc.  at  J  60.     K.  Schwarz,  zur  Gesch.  d.  neuest. 
Thcol.     Lpz.  1866. 

The  proper  founder  of  modern  Protestant  theology,  an  Origen 
of  the  19th  century,  was  Schleiermacher,  His  innuence  was  so 
manifold,  far-reaching,  and  lasting,  that  it  not  only  extended 
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oyer  his  own  school,  which  even  yet  gives  character  to  theoloj^ca] 
science,  but  also  over  all  other  tendencies  and  schools  even  into 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ;  and  that  in  him,  as  once  in  Origen, 
almost  all  distinctive  and  constructive  tendencies  which  have 
since  then  been  unfolded,  were  originally  comprehended:  By  the 
side  of  the  old  unbelief,  which  is  now  characterized  as  vulgar 
BcUionaliHvi,  which  still  possesses  its  renowned  representatives, 
De  Weite  established  the  new  school  of  historico-critical  Ra- 
tionalism,  and  A,  Neander  the  pielistic  svpranaturalistic  school, 
which  soon  surpassed  both  of  the  older  schools  of  rational  and 
of  supraraiional  supranaturalism.  This  modern  pietistic  school 
received  a  theosophic  complexion  through  the  senator  John  Fred, 
von  Meyer  of  Frankfort.  But  the  Union  became  for  it  a  rock 
of  oflfence,  against  which  it  railed,  and  upon  which  it  broke  to 
pieces.  K.  Hase  represented  a  philosophicO'Cesthetical  Eation' 
alisniy  which,  it  is  true,  di^  not  establish  a  school  of  its  own,  but 
nevertheless  exerted  a  great  influence  in  ennobling,  deepening, 
and  quickening  the  religious  consciousness  of  the  German  nation. 
JT.  Daub  established  on  the  basis  of  Schelling^s  and  HegePs 
philosophy  a  flourishing  school  of  speculative  theology  of  an 
orthodox  tendency.  But  soon  after  Hegel's  death  it  was  divided 
into  a  right  and  le/l  wing.^  The  former  was  not  able  to  maintain 
itself,  and  its  disciples  connected  themselves  with  other  schools ; 
the  latter,  laying  aside  speculation  and  dogmatics  for  a  time, 
applied  itself  to  the  critical  investigation  of  the  early  history  of 
Christianity,  and  established  the  neiv  Tiihingen-Baur  school, 
Schleiermacher^s  school  was  also  divided  into  a  right  and  left 
wing.  Both  took  the  Union  for  their  banner ;  the  right  wing, 
however,  which  claim  the  exclusive  right  of  being  "German" 
and  "  modern"  theology,  wished  to  have  a  Consensus  Union  with 
a  Consensus  symbol ;  the  left,  on  the  other  hand,  a  Union  with- 
out a  confession.  Finally,  within  the  last  thirty  years,  a  strict 
Lutheran  tendency,  incited  by  Pietism  to  piety,  forced  by  the 
Union  to  the  consciousness  of  the  high  significance  of  the  speci- 
fically Lutheran  confession,  and  qualified  by  scientific  culture  for 
tlie  conflict,  also  made  itself  felt  in  theological  science.  The 
task  which  was  proposed  to  this  tendency,  was  nothing  less  than 
again  to  connect  the  development  of  Lutheran  theology  where 
ttfter  Bcngel  and  Crusius  it  had  been  broken  oflf  by  Rational- 
ism, and  to  improve  it  further  in  the  spirit  of  Luther,  J.  Ger- 
bard  and  Bengel,  with  the  abundant  means  of  modern  scieoce. 
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The  ceiitre  of  this  tendency  is  the  university  of  Erlangen. — 
Outside  of  Germany  theological  science  is  in  a  far  lower  con- 
dition. All  able  theological  contributions  have  received  their 
nourishment  from  German  science. 

1.  The  Founders  of  the  Theoloffrj  of  the  Nineteenth  Century, — Schhier^ 
fnacher  (ob.  1834),  who  was  independent  of  every  philosophical  school 
then  existing,  and  thoroughly  educated  in  philosophy,  stands  forth  in 
the  first  third  of  this  century  as  the  renewer  and  prince  of  theological 
science.  lie  received  from  the  Moravian  Church,  under  whose  influ- 
ence he  was  educated,  a  deep  and  personal  devotion  to  the  Saviour,— 
although  he  was  repelled  by  Moravian  narrow-mindedness  ; — and  from 
the  Reformed  Church,  in  which  he  was  born,  a  clear  and  sharp  intel- 
lectual tendency  for  science  and  practical  life.  Fred,  Ernst.  Dan, 
Schleiennacher  (since  1810  Prof,  at  the  newly  established  university 
of  Berlin)  entered  upon  his  high  career  already  in  1799,  by  the  publi- 
cation of  his  five  "  Reden  iiber  die  Religion  an  die  Gebildetcn  unter 
ihrer  VerUchtern".  It  is  true,  he  would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
barbarous  lamentations  with  which  the  fanatics  of  the  old  faith  would 
again  cry  up  the  fallen  walls  of  their  Jewish  Zion  ;  and  he  made  no 
objection  that  his  hearers  rejected  the  doctrines  and  dogmas  of  reli- 
gion, and  would  not  believe  in  miracles,  revelation,  and  inspiration ; 
but  he  would  have  them  to  offer  reverently  with  him  an  offering  to  the 
manes  of  the  rejected  Holy  One,  who  stood  forth  full  of  religion  and 
of  the  Holy  Ghost; — in  short,  it  is  not  Biblical,  and  much  less  churchly 
Christianity,  which  he  would  preach  into  the  heart  of  the  German 
nation  with  glowing  enthusiasm,  but  Spinozian  Pantheism.  The  fun- 
damental idea  of  his  life,  that  God,  '*  the  absolute  unity,"  could  nei- 
ther be  comprehended  in  thought  nor  seized  hold  of  by  the  will,  but 
could  be  apprehended  only  by  feeling  as  direct  self-consciousness,  and 
consequently  that  Jeeling  was  the  proper  seat  of  religion,  was  even 
then  the  essence  of  his  doctrines.  In  the  following  year  (1800)  he 
proposed  his  moral  stand-point  in  five  "  Monologues."  Every  man 
should  represent  humanity  in  his  own  way,  in  his  own  blending  of  its 
elements,  in  order  that  it  might  manifest  itself  in  every  manner,  and 
everything  become  real  in  the  fulness  of  space  and  of  time,  that  can 
proceed  as  heterogeneous  out  of  its  bosom.  At  the  same  time,  but 
anonymously,  appeared  also  his  **Vertrauten  Briefe  tlber  (Schlegel's 
notorious)  Lucinde,"  which  Gutzkow  republished  (1835)  as  a  prophecy 
of  the  carnal  religion  of  young  Germany,  with  scoffing  leers  at  Schleier- 
macher's  pious,  white-clothed  subjects  for  confirmation.  The  study 
and  translation  of  Plato,  in  which  Schleiermacher  was  now  engaju^ed 
for  several  years,  exerted  a  mighty  influence  on  the  form  and  coutvuts 
of  his  thinking.  He  approached  nearer  and  nearer  to  positive  Chris- 
tianity. In  his  **Weihnachtsfeier  1806/'  an  imitation  of  the  Platonic 
banquet,  Christ  is  represented  as  the  heavenly  centre  of  all  fbitb.    In 
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1811  appeal  ed  the  **  Rurze  Darstellung  dcs  theol.  Stadiums,"  in  whicli 
ae  organizeH  theological  science  with  a  master's  hand,  according  to  hit 
fundamental  religit)U8  views.  When  in  1817  the  King  of  Prussia  raised 
the  banner  of  the  Union,  Schleiermacher  stood  in  the  front  rank  of  itfl 
champions.  In  1821  he  published  finally  the  chief  treatise  of  his  life: 
*•  Der  chr.  Glaube  nach  den  Grundsatzen  der  evang.  K.  im  Zusammen- 
hange  dargestellt.  3.  A.  1835.  2  Bde."  That  feeling  is  the  seat  of  all 
religion,  is  also  the  fundamental  thought  of  this  important  treatise; 
but  religious  feeling  is  for  him  not  merely  sense  and  taste  for  the  infi- 
nite, but  the  immediate  consciousness  of  absolute  dependence  on  God. 
Jesus  Christ,  the  original,  pattern  man,  in  whom  the  consciousness  of 
God  resided  in  absolute  power,  redeemed  the  world  by  the  life  which 
proceeded  from  him,  in  that  he  liberates  the  God-consciousness  of  his 
believers,  who  are  enslaved  by  the  sensual  consciousness  and  therefore 
stand  in  need  of  redemption.  It  is  consequently  the  work  of  dogma- 
tics to  explain  scientifically  the  Christian  consciousness  as  it  exists  as 
a  fact  in  the  life  of  the  believer ;  it  is  not  its  work  to  prove,  to  esta- 
blish, but  only  to  unfold  and  to  explain  what  exists  as  a  fact  in  the 
soul  in  its  connection  with  the  entire  spiritual  life ;  wherefore  dogma- 
tics have  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  philosophy.  He  demonstrated  the 
evangelical  Protestant  character  of  the  doctrines  of  faith  thus  deve- 
loped, by  citations  from  the  confessional  works  of  both  churches.  But 
notwithstanding  the  assurance  that  his  dogmatics  were  independent 
of  every  system  of  philosophy,  his  contemporaries  thought  they  disco- 
vered therein  a  large  portion  of  Spinozinn  pantheistic  leaven ;  -and  it 
can  scarcely  be  denied  that  strung  sympathies  with  the  stand-point  of 
his  earlier  years  exist  in  them.  But  by  the  side  of  his  profound  theo- 
logy of  feeling  there  resided  in  Schleiermacher  also  another  mental 
tendency,  namely,  that  of  a  nharp,  analyzing  intellectual  criticism, 
to  which  he  suliiocted  not  onlv  sintjlc  doj!;niatic  tenets  of  the  Church 
(concerning  the  ditference  between  the  Sabcllian  and  Athanasian  view 
of  the  Trinity;  concerning  the  doctrine  of  election,  etc.),  hut  also  the 
cilnon  of  the  Scriptures,  as  also  the  evangelical  aooounts  of  the  begin- 
ning and  end  of  Christ's  life,  birth,  and  ascension  (Ueber  d.  s.  g. 
erst(Mi  Brief  des  Paulus  an  d.  Tinioth..  1807;  Uobor  die  Sohriften  des 
Lukas,  ein  krit.  Yersucli,  1817).  Ilis  lectures,  which  embraced  almost 
all  branches  of  theology  and  philosophy  (Dialectics,  Ethics.  Politics, 
iEsthetics,  Pedagogics,  etc.),  and  his  other  posthumous  writings,  as 
also  his  sermons,  have  been  collected  in  his  "  Siimmtlicheu  AWrke, 
1835  ff.'' 

By  the  side  of  Schleiermacher  in  Berlin  andiin  various  ways  incited 
and  enriched  by  him,  labored  Aug.  Keaii  hr  since  1812;  who  exerted, 
it  is  true,  a  much  less  intensive,  but  a  much  greater  extensive  influence 
than  he,  for,  since  the  times  of  Luther  and  Melanchthon,  no  the«)logi- 
«al  teacher  had  more  devoted  and  reverent  pupils  than  Neander  He 
entered  into  Sch\eiermftcher's  theology  of  feeling,  and  transformed  it 
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into  a  theology  of  the  heart  ("  Pectus  est,  quod  theologum  facit  '*).  B5 
his  subjective  theology  of  the  heart  he  becani.3  the  progenitor  of  modern 
scientific  Pietism ;  but  it  also  incapacitated  him  from  understan^iing 
thie  pressure  of  the  age  to  regain  an  objective  and  firm  basis.  At  the 
same  time,  also,  the  philosophy  of  conception,  which  spread  so  power- 
fully immediately  around  him,  was  not  less  odious  to  him,  than  the 
Oonfessionalism  which  in  part  proceeded  from  his  own  school ;  and  the 
less  he  was  able  to  retard  its  progress,  the  more  his  peculiar  tendency 
of  mind  inclined  to  morbid  irritation  and  austere  exclusiveness,  even 
to  the  "  fanaticism  of  mildness  and  *he  intolerance  of  tolerance".  Ho 
was  so  entirely  a  Pectoralist,  that  even  his  criticism  was  only  a  criti- 
cism  of  feeling;  and  this  was  manifested  nowhere  more  arbitrarily 
than  with  regard  to  the  historical  books  of  the  New  Testament,  where 
he  wavers  continually  between  authenticity  and  non-authenticity,  be- 
tween history  and  myth  (Gesch.  d.  Pflanzung  u.  Seitung  der  K.  durch 
die  Apostel.  1832.  4.  A.  1837.  2  Bde. ;  most  of  all  in  the  "Life  of 
Christ."  1837.  4.  A.  1845).  Concerning  the  most  important  work  of 
his  life,  the  *'  History  of  the  Church,"  cf  ?4,  4.  Vol.  I.  He  has  also 
acquired  great  reputation  through  monographic  investigations  in  the 
sphere  of  church  history  (Kaiser  Julian  u.  s.  Zeitalter,  1812;  der  h. 
Bernhard  u.  s.  Zeitalt.  1813.  2.  A.  1848:  Genetische  Entwickl.  d.  vor- 
nemst.  gnost.  Systeme,  1818 ;  Der  h.  Chrysostomus  u.  d.  K.  sr.  Zeit. 
1821.  3.  A.  1848.  2  Bde.;  Antignostikus  od.  Geist.  des  Tertullian. 
1826.  2.  A.  1849;  DenkwUrdigkk.  aus.  d.  Gesch.  d.  Christth.  u.  d.  chr. 
Lebens.  1822.  3  Bde.  Kl.  Golegenheitsschriften.  3.  A.  1825;  Wissen- 
Bchaftl.  Abhandl.  1851).  Neander  died  in  1850,  and  F.  W.  Krummar 
cher  laments  at  his  gcave  the  "  last  church-father'* ;  whilst  K.  Schwarz 
characterized  him  as  a  Protestant  monk,  whose  cloister  was  the  world 
of  the  inner  man.  His  lectures  on  the  history  of  doctrines  were  pub- 
lished by  J.  L.  Jacobi.  2  Bde.  1857  f.  (Cf.  0.  Krabbe,  A.  N.  Hamb. 
1852.) — The  noble  senator  John  Fred.  v.  Meyer  is  worthy  of  a  place 
here  as  the  originator  of  a  theosophic  current  in  pietistic  and  even 
confessional  Lutheran  theology.  lie  repeatedly  filled  the  oflBce  of  a 
president  of  the  civil  court,  as  also  that  of  the  first  burgomaster  of 
Frankfurt-on-the-Maine,  and  Erlangen  conferred  upon  him,  in  1821, 
the  honorary  title  of  D.D.  He  died  in  1849.  He  owes  his  theosophic 
tendency  especially  to  the  study  of  the  Kabbala.  He  also  published 
«*The  Book  of  Jezifa,  in  Heb.  and  Ger.,  1830."  His  principal  work 
is:  *'  Die  h.  Schrift  in  berichtiger  Uebers.  mit  kurzen  Anmerkk.  1819" 
(3d  edition,  1855,  edited  by  R.  Steir).  He  is  pretty  reserved  with  his 
theosophic  views  in  his  "Inbegriff  der  chr.  Glaubenslehre,  1832"; 
less  so  in  his  "  BlUttern  far  hohere  Wahrheit.  11  Bde.  1820-32". 

An  important  influence  was  exerted  on  the  development  of  modern 
theology,  especially  critical  theology,  by  William  Mart.  Lebr.  de  Wetic 
He  was  called  (1810),  at  the  same  time  with  Schleiermacher,  to  tho 
newly  founded  uniyersitj  of  Berlin;   but  a  letter  of  con'iolation  tc 
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Sajid's  mother,  which  was  regarded  as  an  apology  for  apsassinatioiL 
cjauscd  his  removal  from  Berlin  in  1819.     Since  1822  he  labored  un 
weariedly  to  his  death,  at  Basle  (1849).     Ilis  theological  views  were 
rooted  in  the  philosophy  of  his  friend  Fries,  to  which  he  adhered  until 
his  death.    Still,  Schleiermacher's  friendship  also  exerted  an  important 
influence  upon  him      He  also  placed  the  essence  of  religion  in  feeling, 
which  he.  moreover,  connected  mo'-e  closely  with  knowledge  and  the 
will.    He  recognized  in  the  doctrine?  of  the  Church  an  important  sym- 
bolical investiture  of  religious  truth,  on  which  account  he  was  decried 
for  a  long  time  by  the  Rationalists  as  a  mystic.     Ilis  great  strength, 
however,  consisted  in  the  sharp,  analyzing  criticism  with  which  he 
treated  the  biblical  canon  and  the  biblical  history  of  the  Old  and  New 
Testament ;  his  commentaries  on  the  whole  of  the  New  Testament,  to 
which  he  devoted  the  latter  years  of  his  life,  are  of  permanent  worth 
(Exeget.  Ilandbuch  zum  N.  T.  3  Bde.)    At  this  period  also  he  approxi- 
mated nearer  and  nearer  to  positive  Christianity,  attaining  even  to 
greater  prudence  in  the  sphere  of  criticism.    He  was  exceedingly  fruit- 
ful as  an  author,  and  his  works  are  upon  various  subjects.     He  began 
his  career  as  an  author  with  the  *'  Krit.  Versuche  U.  d.  OlaubwUrdigk. 
d.  Bd.  d.  Chnmik  mit  RUcksicht  auf  die  mosaischen  Bd.  1806."    Then 
followed:  **  Die  Kritik.  d.  israel.  Gesch.   1807;    Der  Comment,  zu  d. 
Psalmen.  1811,  u.  o;  Die  Bibelubersetzung  (at  first  in  connection  with 
Augusti,  the  2d  edition  by  himself  alone) ;  De  morte  Christi  expiatoria, 
1813;  Lehrb.  d.  chr.  Dogmatik.  1813,  2  Bde. ;   Lehrb.  d.  hebr.  jUd. 
Archa(»logie,  3  A.  1842;   Ueber  Religion  und  Theologie,  2  A.  1821: 
Christi.  Sittcnlehre,  1819  ff.  3  Bde. ;  Lehrb.  d.  Einl.  ins  A.  3  A.  1845, 
and  ins  N.  T.  4  A.  1848 ;  Theodor,  od.  dcs  Zweiflers  Weihe,  2  A.  1828." 
and  many  others. — The  mental  tendency  of  Charles  Hase  is  related 
with  that  of  De  Wettc,  although  less  critically  analyzing,  more  aesthe- 
tically trained,  and  loss  one-sided  as  regards  philosophy.     His  connec- 
tion with  the  Bursehensclmft  led  to  an  imprisonment  of  five  months  in 
the  castle  of  Ilohenasperg  (1822).    He  labored  since  1830  in  Jena.    He 
was   also   incited    by  Fries'   philosophy,    but   Fichte,    Schelling,   and 
Schleierniacher,   as  well    as   Romantic   national   literature,   exerted   a 
stron;^  influence  upon  his  rich  spirit.     He  regarded  Christ  as  the  ideal 
man,  sinless,  endowed  with  the  fulness  of  all  love  and  with  the  power 
of  pure  humanity,  as  having  truly  risen  from  the  dead,  and  as  the  be- 
ginner of  the  new  life  in  the  kingdom  of  God,  whose  entire  character 
is  most  purely,  profoundly,  and  truly  represented  in  the  gospel  oi  John, 
who  reclined  on  the  Master's  bosom.     Ho  unfolded  his  religions  views 
in  the  treatise     **  Des  alten  Pfarrers  Testament,"  1822;  further,  in  his 
**  Gnosis,  182t5,  3  Bde.,"  calculated  for  the  learned,  in  his  "Lehrb.  d. 
ev.  Dogmatik,  1825,  4.  A.  1850,"  and  in  his  *'Leben  Jesu,  1829,  3.  A. 
1853."     His  "  Hutterus  redivivus,  1828,  9.  A.  1858,"  in  which  he  en- 
deavors  to  exhibit  old  Protestant  (Luth.)  dogmatics,  as  Hutterus,  if  he 
Qow  lived,  would  have  done  it,  provoked  the  most  violent  attacks  from 
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RUbr  and  his  clique,  and  led  him  to  publish  the  **  Theologischcn 
Streitschriften,  3  Ilefte,  1834-37,"  by  which  Tulgar  Rationalism  received 
its  death-blow.  (Concerning  Hase's  Church  History,  cf.  f  4,  4,  Vol.  I.) 
Equally  fresh,  spirited,  and  attractive,  are  his  monographs  from  Church 
History  ('*Neue  Propheten:  die  Jungfrau  v.  Orleans,  Savonarola,  die 
mlinsterschen  Wiedertaufer,  1851 ;  Franz  von  Assisi,  ein  Ileiligenbild, 
1855 ;  Diebeiden  Erzbischofe,  1839 ;  D.  geistl.  Schauspiel,  1858,"  etc.) 
In  his  letter  to  ^aur  concerning  the  Tubingen  School  (1855)  he  en- 
deavors to  mediate,  with  a  full  acknowledgment  of  the  efforts  of  Tubin- 
gen, and  labors  to  save  at  least  the  authenticity  and  credibility  of  the 
fourth  Qospel. 

2.  Rationalisiic  TJieology.  — Its  principal  organs  were  Rdhr^s  Krit. 
Predigerbibliothek    since   1820,   and    Ernst  Zimmermann's   Allgem. 
(Darmstadter)  Kirchenzeitung  since  1822.     The  former  adhered  to  it« 
end  to  the  imperfectibility  of  the  Rationalism  of  the  ancien  regime; 
the  latter  became  continually  more  orthodox  within  the  last  40  year8 
(since  Charles  Zimmermann  alone  edited  it,  the  ambiguous  vignette 
of  the  three  clasped  hands  with  the  motto  •*  We  all  believe  in  one  God" 
also  received  a  decidedly  Christian  definiteness  by  the  addition  of  t?  <> 
crucifix.     It  is  at  this  time,  under  SchenkeVs  editorship,  the  organ  of  a 
Melanchthonianism  zealous  for  the  Union).    The  rationalistic  theology 
of  this  period,  however,  divides  into  an  old  and  a  new  school.     The 
former,  to  which  Rheinwald  gave  the  classic  name  of  Ratioiialismus 
tmlffaris,  is  characterized,  on  the  one  hand,  by  the  unimprovableness, 
with  which  it  permitted  all  the  currents  of  the  new  spirit  in  philosophy 
and  theology,  in  science  and  national  literature  to  pass  by  without 
having  \i%  poverty  enriched  the  leiist  thereby  or  being  in  the  least 
disturbed  in  its  self-sufficiency, — and  on  the  other  hand,  by  the  naive 
conviction  that  its  water  of  illumination  was  identical  with  the  genuine 
water  of  life  of  the  holy  Scriptures,  on  which  account  it  continued 
with  touching  perseverance  to  distil  the  spirit  out  of  it  by  exegetical 
arts,  and  to  offer  the  remaining  phlegma  for  sale  as  the  tincture  of  life. 
Its  contributions  consequently  have  only  worth  at  present  for  a  cabinet 
of  antiquities  or  of  curiosities.    The  new  school,  on  the  contrary,  which 
we  may  designate  as  historico-critical  Rationalism,  is  characterized  by 
a  more  objective  investigation  of  the  Bible  and  of  history,  and  does  not 
conceal  from  itself  or  from  others  the  exclusive  antithesis  existing  be- 
tween Biblical  and  its  rational  theology,  and  it  even  takes  pleasure  in 
making  this  antithesis  appear  as  glaring  and  sharp  as  possible.     As 
besides,  its  investigations  are  conducted  in  part  at  least  with  distin- 
guished knowledge  of  language  and  of  history,  with  great  penetration 
and  thoroughness,  many  of  its  theological  contributions  Have  a  perma^ 
aent  worth. 

The  father  of  the  Vulgar  Rationalism  of  this  period  was  John  Fred, 
R6hry  general  superintendent  at  Weimar  (oh.  1848).  His  **  Briefe  Uber 
Rational! smus  (1813) "  laid  down  the  famous  doctrine,  that  *'  the  wealth 
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Df  a  farmer-general "  was  necessary,  in  order  to  resign  ac  office  inoc:> 
itistent  with  one's  own  conviction.  In  the  *'  Grund-und  Glaubens-s'dtzec 
der  ev.  prot.  K."  he  sketched  a  new  symbol,  with  the  sweet  hope  of 
thereby  supplanting  the  old  ones,  and  he  contended  with  great  enthu* 
siasm  for  "The  good  cause  of  German  Catholicism  (1846)."  Eberh. 
Goitl.  Paultis  [oh,  1851,  aged  90  years)  contended  by  his  side  to  his  last 
breath  for  the  sole  supremacy  of  intellectual  faith,  which  Marheineke 
defined  as  a  faith  which  belicTes  that  it  thinks  and  thinks  that  it  be- 
lieves, but  is  equally  unable  to  do  either.  His  *'  Philol.  krit  Commentar 
zum  N.  T."  interpreted  all  the  accounts  of  the  miracles  of  the  N.  T.  with 
incredible  ingenuity,  as  being  merely  misunderstood  narrations  of  per- 
fectly natural  events.  He  also  was  enthusiastic  for  German  Catholi- 
cism. Jul.  Aug.  Ludw,  Weyscheider  of  Halle  [oh.  1849)  dedicated  his 
**  Institutiones  theol.  christ.  dogmaticae  ( 181 5,  8.  A.  1844),''  which  treated 
the  dogmatic  proof-texts  of  the  Bible  as  Dr.  Paulus  treated  the  mirar 
cles,  to  the  piis  Manibus  Lutheri.  Charles  Goitl,  Breischneider^  general 
superintendent  of  Gotha  (oh,  1848)  began  as  a  moderate  supranaturalist 
(Eutwickl.  aller  in  d.  Dogm.  vorkommenden  Begriffe  1805),  but  ad- 
vanced in  the  various  editions  of  his  **  Handb.  d.  Dogmatic  (1814,  4.  A. 
1838)  nearer  and  nearer  to  Vulgar  Rationalism,  whose  perfection  is 
already  represented  in  his  "  Grundlage  des  ev.  Pietismus,  oder  Lehre 
von  Adam's  Fall,"  etc.  etc.  (1833).  He  also  wrote  several  poor  ration 
alistic  romances  (Ileinrich  u.  Antonio  od.  d.  Proselyten ;  der  Freiherr 
V.  Sandan  od.  d.  gemischten  Ehen ;  Clementine  oder  die  Frommen  u. 
AltglUubigen  unsrer  Tage).  He  also  rendered  important  service  by 
his  "  Corpus  Ileformatorum,"  which  thus  far  (Bd.  20)  only  embraces  Me- 
lanchthon's  works.  Chrisinph.  Fred,  v,  Ammon,  Reinhard's  successor 
at  Dresden  [oh.  1850),  also  followed  in  the  same  way  from  rational 
Supranaturalism  (Summa  theologioe;  Bibl.  Theol.;  Handb.  d.  chr. 
Sittenlehre,  etc.  etc.)  through  all  possible  deviati(m8  to  Vulj^ar  Ration- 
alism (Fortbildung  des  Christenthums  zur  AV^eltreligion,  4  Bde.)  In 
his  "  Leben  Jesu,"  however,  he  has  finally  placed  himself  on  D.  vStrauss' 
stand-point.  But  on  the  other  hand  also,  when  Harms  published  his 
theses  (1817),  he  commended  them  "as  a  bitter  medicine  for  those 
weak  in  faith  of  our  time,"  for  which  he  was  compelled  to  hear  hanl 
words  from  Sehleiermacher. 

Next  to  De  Wette  among  the  representatives  of  liistorico-critical  Ra- 
tionalism  stands  G.  Bened.  Winer  of  Leipsic  (oh.  1858),  the  founder  of 
the  "Granimatik  des  N.  T.  Sprachidioms"  (6.  A.  1856),  by  which  phi 
lological  thoroughness  and  acumen  were  first  brought  to  the  interpre- 
tati«m  of  the  N.  T.  His  "  Handb.  der  theol.  Literature,"  and  especially 
his  '*  Real-lexicon"  (3.  A.  1847)  are  master-pieces  >f  true  German  indus- 
try combined  with  admirable  acuteness.  K,  Fr.  Aug.  Frifzclie  of  Giessen 
pushed  the  philological  acuteness  of  interpreting  the  N.  T.  to  the  most 
extreme  one-sldedness  (Commentare  zum  Matth.,  Mark  u.  Riimerbr.). 
K,  A,  Credner  of  Giessen  (ob.  1857)  contributed  much  that  was  excel- 
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leat  to  the  isagogics  of  the  N.  T.  David  Schufz  of  Breslau  {oh.  1854), 
a  violent  opponent  of  the  evang.  Kirchenzeitung  and  of  the  Silcsian 
Lutherans,  to  whom  their  persecution  is  in  great  part  chargeable,  de- 
fends his  superficial  Rationalism  in  thd  "  Christl.  Lehre  vom  heil. 
Abcndm.,"  and  in  the  '*  Christl.  Lehre  vom  Glanben  ; "  his  colleague,  D. 
G.C.  V.  Colin  [ob.  1833)  elaborated  Munscher's  *'  Dogmengeschichte,"  and 
left  behind  a  '*  Bibl.  Theologie"  (edited  by  D.  Schulz,  1836).  William 
Oesenius  {if  HmWe  (ob.  1842)  acquired  a  high  reputation  in  the  depart- 
ment of  the  philological  study  of  the  0.  T.  by  his  Hebrew  grammars 
and  lexicons.  Ilis  commentary  on  Isaiah  (3  6de.  1821)  contains  able 
historical  studies.  —  From  his  school  proceeded  Fr.  Tnch  of  Leipsic 
(Comment,  zur  Genesis)  and  Aug.  Knobel  of  Giessen  (der  Prophetismus 
der  Hebriier ;  Comm.  zum  B.  Koheleth,  zur  Genesis,  zum  Exod.  u. 
Leviticus;  die  Viilkertafel).  Herm.  Hnpfeld  of  Marburg  and  Ilalle, 
although  contending  on  Bickell's  side  in  the  controversy  about  symbols 
in  the  electorate  of  Hesse  (1838,  cf.  J55, 3),  nevertheless,  fell  into  the  toils 
of  Rationalism  through  his  scienceof  the  0.  T.  (Kritik  d.  Genesis ;  de  festo- 
nim  apud  Hebr.  ratione ;  Comm.  zu  d.  Psalmen, 2  Bde. etc.)  Fred.  Hitzig 
of  Zurich  excels  them  all  in  boldness  of  criticizing  acutencss  and  conform- 
ing with  the  spirit  of  the  rationalistic  interpretation  (BegriffderKritik 
am  A.  T.  erriitert.  1831 ;  Urgesch.  u.  Mythologie  der  Philistaer,  1845 ; 
Commentare  zum  Isaiah,  d.  Psalmen,  d.  12  kl.  Proph.,  Jer.,  Ezech., 
Daniel,  Pred.  Sal.;  John,  Marcus  u.  s.  Schriften,  1843,  etc.).  —  Henry 
Ewald  of  Gottingen,  whose  hand  is  against  every  man,  and  every  man's 
hand  against  him,  is  the  acknowledged  dictator  in  the  sphere  of  Hebrew 
grammar,  practises  on  the  Biblical  books  a  criticism  arbitrary  and 
subjective  beyond  description,  but  not  on  this  account  with  tho  less 
presumption  of  being  omniscient  and  infallible ;  holds  yearly  in  his 
'*  Jahrbiichern  der  bibl.  Wissenschaft'*  an  auto-da-f^  over  the  collected 
theological  and  biblical  literature  of  the  departed  year ;  and  issues  — 
being  a  prophet  as  well  as  Isaiah  and  Je'remiah  —  in  every  preface  a 
prophetical  burden  against  the  theological,  ecclesiastical,  o?  political 
mischief-makers  of  our  times.  He  has  acquired  a  high  reputation  in 
the  virtuosoship  of  low  abuse  and  slander,  and  the  old  saying  of  the 
Caliph  Omar  *' either — or"  is  actualized  annually  in  his  **  Jahrhiicher*'. 
It  is  a  pity  that  a  moral  earnestness  so  able  has  evaporated  in  the  most 
boundless  pride ;  that  a  spirit  so  powerful,  rich,  and  noble,  has  gone 
to  ruin  in  the  most  fathomless  subjectivism.  His  works  (Composition 
d.  Genesis,  1823  ;  Hebr.  Grammatik,  1827,  6.  A.  1856  ;  Hohelied,  1826; 
Comm.  in  Apocalypsin,  1828 ;  Die  poetischen  Bb.  d.  A.  T.  4  Bde.  2.  A. 
1840 ;  Die  Propheten  d.  A,  Bundes,  2  Bde.  1840 ;  Gesch.  d.  Volkes 
Israel  bis  auf  Christus,  7  Bde.,  2.  A.  1851  ff. ;  Gesch.  Christus  u.  sr. 
Zeit.  2.  A.  1857  ;  Gesch.  des  apost.  Zeitalter,  1858 ;  Die  drei  ersten 
Evangelien,  1850;  Die  Sendschreiben  des  Ap.  Paulus,  1857  ;  Das  Buch 
Henoch,  1854;  Die  sibyllinischen  Blicher,  1859)  nevertheless,  contain 
m0ch  that  is  worthy  (f  notice,  that  is  suggestive  and  full  of  rpiriU 
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More  judicious  are  the  contributions  of  his  disciple  Ernst  Bertheau  ol 
Gottin^^en  (Zur  Gesch.  d.  Israeliten,  1842;  Comment,  zu  den  Sprllchen 
Sal.,  zur  Chronik.  zu  den  Richtern,  etc.)  Ccesar  r.  Leivjerke  jf  Konigs- 
berg  also  (ob.  1855),  who  experienced  the  pain  of  being  compelled  to 
withdraw  from  the  professorship  of  the  literature  of  the  Old  Testament 
in  favor  of  his  antipode  HUverni^fc,  and  of  retiring  into  the  philoso- 
phical faculty,  connected  himself  in  his  later  writings  with  Ewald,  but 
also  did  not  disdain  in  his  compilatorj  way  to  use  with  rare  candor 
even  nengstenl>erg'8  writings  (Comment,  zum  Daniel,  1835 ;  Keni&an 
odor  Gesch.  Israels,  Bd.  I.  1843 ;  Comment,  zu  d.  Psalmen,  2  Bde. 
1846).  Ofio  Thenius  has  also  made  himself  known  as  an  able  inter- 
preter of  the  Old  Testament  (Die  Bb.  Sam.  u.  d.  Konige,  1842-49). 
Oiio  Fridolin  Fritzsche  of  Zurich  has,  in  connection  with  William 
Orimin  of  Jena,  rendered  important  service  in  the  interpretation  of 
tl.e  Apocrypha  of  the  0.  Test.  (Exeg.  Handb.  1851  ff.).  Yet  worthy 
or  special  mention  as  interpreters  of  the  0.  Test,  are  Gust,  Baur  of 
G lessen  (Amos,  1847)  and  Ang.  Simson  of  Kiinigsberg  (Ilosea,  1851). 
To  the  Clmrch  historians  in  this  rubric  belong  /.  E.  Chr.  S^^hmidt  of 
Giessen  (ob,  1831),  Leber.  Dam  of  Jena,  and  above  all  /.  C.L,  Giesel^ 
of  Giittingen  (ob,  1855).     (Cf.  i  4,  Vol.  I.) 

3.  The  Supranatnralisiic  Schools,  —  So-called  Rational  Supranatu- 
ralism  is  characterized  by  the  acknowledgment  of  supernatural  reve- 
lation in  the  Scriptures,  but  regards  reason  as  being  a  source  of  reli- 
gious knowledge  of  equal  authority  with  it,  and  consequently  asserts 
the  rationality  of  the  contents  of  revelation.  Its  chief  representatives 
are:  If.  Gottl.  Tzchirner  of  Leipsic  (ob.  1.S28),  (Briofe  liber  Reinhard's 
GestUndnisse :  Katholioismus  u.  Protestantismus  vom  Standp.  d.  Poli- 
tik;  Forts,  von  Schrookh's  K.  G. ;  Gesch.  d.  chr.  Apologetik,  Bd.  I.; 
Der  Fall  des  Ileidth,  Bd.  I.,  published  by  Nicdner;  Viirlcss  liber  d. 
Glaubensl.,  published  by  Hase),  J.  Aug.  Heinr.  Tittmann  of  Leipsio 
(ob.  18ol),  (Pragmat.  Gesch.  d.  Thcol.  u.  Rel.  since  1750;  Ucber  Su- 
pranaturalism..  Rationalism,  u.  Atheism.),  E.  Fral.  Charles  Rosen- 
miillcr  of  Leipsic  (ob.  1>^35),  (Scholia  in  V.  T.  2,*5  Bde. ;  altes  u.  ncues 
Morgcnland ;  Ilandb.  d.  bibl.  Allerthumsk.,  etc.),  Chr.  Fr.  Illgcn  of 
Leipsic  (ob.  1834),  (Founder  of  the  hist,  theol.  Ztschr.),  L.  Fr.  Otto 
Bauuujarten-Crusius  of  Jena  (ob.  1843),  (Grundzlige  d.  bibl.  Theol. ; 
Lehrbuch  u.  Compendium  d.  Dogmengesch. ;  Ueber  Gewisscnsfreiheit, 
Lehrfreih.  u.  il.  d.  Ratlsm.  u.  s.  Gegner;  Theol.  Comment.  Zum  £v. 
Joh.,  etc.)     Aminon  can  also  be  classed  with  these. 

Supranaturalism  proper  (suprarational)  was  also  represented  by 
Storr,  Rcinhardy  Planck,  Sfa'udlin  (§  50,  0).  Storr's  school  prevailed 
in  WurtemV)erg  for  30  years.  Its  organs  were:  Benger  s  Avchiv.  1816- 
26 ;  klaiber's  Studien  d.  ev.  Geistlk.  WUrtb.  1827^5,  and  Steudel's 
Tubingcr  Ztschr.  f.  Theol.  1828-35  ;  its  most  distinguished  representa- 
tives were:  /.  Fr.  v.  Flatt  (ob.  1821),  (opponent  of  Kant's  philosophy) ; 
E.  Gottl.  V.  Bengel  (ob,  1826) ;  /.  Christ,  Fred,  Steudel  (ob,  1837), 
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(Glaubcnslehre ;  BiM.  Theol.  d.  A.  T.,  etc.)  The  excellent  H.  LeonK 
Heuhner,  director  of  the  seminary  at  Wittenberg  (06.  1853),  was  Rein- 
hard's  disciple,  and  he  was  also  the  most  able  and  churchlj  of  the 
older  Supranaturalists.  /.  Chr.  William  Augusti  of  Bonn  (ob.  1841), 
at  first  a  Rationalist,  also  declared  later  in  favor  of  the  old-church 
system,  and  opposed,  when  occasion  afforded,  the  Prussian  Union  in 
favor  of  unconditional  territorial  privilege  (Kritik  d.  preuss.  Kirchen- 
agende,  1824) ;  he  acquired  the  greatest  reputation  in  the  sphere  of 
ecclesiastical  archa?ol<igy  (Denkwurdigkk.,  12  Bde.  1817,  Handbuch,  3 
Bde.  1836) ;  Aug,  Hahn,  general  superintendent  of  Breslau,  made  a 
great  stir,  when  he  was  called  to  Leipsic,  by  defending  his  treatise  De 
rationalism  'vera  indole,  and  by  the  "Offene  Erklarung  an  die  evang. 
K.,"  which  followed  it,  by  which  he  called  upon  the  Rationalists  to 
leave  the  Church  (1827).  Ilis  own  system  (Lehrb.  d.  Christl.  Glaubens. 
1828),  however,  not  only  lacks  the  firm  and  sure  consistency  of  the  old 
system,  but  also  weakens  it  in  not  quite  unessential  points.  The  second 
edition  (2  Bde.  1857  ff*.)  has  overcome  these  weak  points  and  defects  tn 
great  part.  George  Will.  Bud.  Bokmer  of  Breslau  has  written  works 
in  a  difficult  and  diffuse  style,  on  almost  all  theological  subjects,  with 
spirit  and  solid  learning.  His  chief  works  are:  Die  Christlich-kirchl. 
Alter-thumswissensch.,  2  Bde.,  1836  ff". ;  Die  chr.  Dogmatik  u.  Glau- 
benswissensch.,  2  Bde.  1840  fl^. ;  Theolog.  Ethik.  2  Bde.  1848  ff. ;  Die 
Lehrunterschiede  der  katholl.  u.  evangell.  Kk.  Bd.  I.  1857  ;  Commeiit. 
sum  Coiosserbr.  1835,  etc. 

The  leaders  of  pielistic  Supranaturalismy  next  to  A.  Neander,  are 
before  all  others  Tholuck  and  llengstenberg ;  the  organ  of  the  former 
was  the  **  Liter'drischer  Anzeiger"  (1830-49),  and  that  of  the  latter, 
the  "  Evang.  Kirchenzeitung.''  Aug.  Tholuck,  since  1826  Prof,  at 
Ualle,  at  first  devoted  himself  to  oriental  studies,  but,  being  scientifi- 
cally incited  by  Neander,  and  practically  by  Baron  von  Kottwitz  of 
Berlin  (the  patriarch  of  his  *' Wahren  Weihe  des  Zweiflers"),  he  ap- 
plied himself  with  glowing  enthusiasm  to  theological  studies.  He 
possessed  a  versatile  and  highly  gifted  mind,  which  was  highly  culti- 
vated, and  ho  led  manv  thousands  to  Christ,  or  established  them  in 
Him  by  writings,  lectures,  sermons,  and  intercourse, — he  also  trained 
up  many  youths  in  the  confessional  Lutheran  tendency,  whilst  he  him- 
self, otherwise  adhering  to  no  important  tendency  in  science,  art,  and 
practical  life,  and  receptive  for  all  the  currents  of  the  age  of  whatever 
kind,  entirely  avoided  this  oue  current.  His  scientific  theology  became 
since  then  more  and  more  latitudinarian,  even  almost  to  an  entire 
rejection  of  the  idea  of  miracles  and  of  inspiration ;  but  he  has  never- 
theless preserved  the  pietistic  characteristic  of  his  inner  life,  and  with 
it  the  entire  warmth,  depth,  and  freshness  of  a  mind  thoroughly  pene- 
trated by  Christ.  He  is  most  important  as  an  interpreter  and  apologist 
of  the  New  Testament,  especially  since  violent  attacks  drove  him  to 
greater  philological  acuteness.     Here  belong  the  Comment,  zum  Ro- 
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raerbrief,  1824,  5  A.  1855 ;  Ev.  Johannis,  7  A.  1857 ;  Hebraerbricf,  5 
A.  1850 ;  Bergpredigt,  4  A.  1856 ;  Psalmen,  1843  ;— Wabre  Weihe  den 
Zweiflers  od.  die  Lehre  von  d.  Slinde  u.  d.  Versohiier  [the  counterpart 
of  De  Wette's  *'  Theodor,  etc."]  1823,  7  A.  1851 ;  Glaub^  Urdigkeit  d. 
evang.  CJesch.  [against  D.  Strauss]  2  A.  1838.     Fruit*  of  his  oriental 
studies  are :  Ssutismus  s.  theosophia  Persarum  pantheist.,  1821 ;  BlU- 
thensamml.  orient.  Mystik,  1825 ;  Speculative  TrinitUtslehre  d.  sp'at. 
Orients.  1826.     Of  a  historical  and  apologetical  character  are:  Ver- 
mischten  Schriften,  2  Bde.  1839.    In  his  "  Vorstudien  zu  einer  Gesch. 
des  Rationalism"   (Der  Geist  d.   Luth.   Theologen  Wittenb.   im   17 
Jahrb.  1852;  Das  akad.  Lehen  des  17  Jahrb.  1853)  he  almost  loses  out 
of  view  his  real  object  through  his  thorough  investigation  of  the  curiosi- 
ties and  scandals  of  private  and  student  life.     Of  a  practical  character 
are  his  •*  Stunden  der  Andacht.,  4  A.  1847,"  and  his  Sermons,  6  Bde. 
1838  ff.    Ernst  William  Hengstenhcrg,  since  1826  Prof,  at  Berlin,  passed 
through  an  entirely  opposite  process  of  development.    Being  hardened 
by  numerous  conflicts,  in  none  of  which  he  yielded  a  hair's  breadth, 
he  stood  in  science  as  also  in  practical  life  like  a  brazen  wall  and  an 
iron  pillar  against  the  whole  land,  and  against  the  kings  of  Judah,  and 
against  their  priest,  and  against  the  people  in  the  land,  mistrustful  of 
the  gifts  of  science,  but  also  adhering  with  almost  unparalleled  obsti- 
nacy to  his  views  in  spite  of  all  counter-arguments,  and  tracing  back 
all  diverging  views  and  theories,  even  those  of  decidedly  churchly 
theologians,  to  Rationalism  and  Naturalism,     Bom  in  the  Reformed 
Church,  and  even  yet  more  attached  to  Calvinistic  Spiritualism  than  to 
Lutheran  Realism  in  his  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures,  and  often 
even  rationalizing  in  the  most  striking  way  with  the  scriptural  accounts 
of  miracles,  which  do  not  correspond  with  his  idea  of  what  is  worthy 
of  God,  he  must  nevertheless  be  reckoned  among  the  confessional  Lu- 
therans within  the  Union  according  to  his  then  dogmatical  conviction, 
and  on  account  of  his  energetic  opposition  to  the  anti-Lutheran  prac- 
tice of  the  Union.     Moreovor,  to  him   belongs  the  honor  of  first  re- 
awakening, reviving,  and  fostering  the  taste  and  zeal  for  the  study  of 
the  Old  Testament,  and  also  of  having  vindicated  the  genuineness  of 
those  lHw»ks  of  the  0.  T.  which  were  most  assailed:   (Christologie  des 
A.  T.  3  Bde.  1S29  ff.,  2  A.  1854  ff. :  Beitrage  zur  Einl.  ins  A.  T.  3  Bde. 
1831  ff.;    Die  Bb.   Mose's  u.   yEgypten.    1841:    Gosch.    Bileams  u.   s. 
Weissagungen.  1842;  Ooniinent.  zu  d.  Psalmen,  2  A.  1840  ff.  4  Bde.; 
Comm.  u.  d.  Offenb.  Joh.  2  Bde.  1850  ff. :  Die  Opfer  d.  h.  Schr.  1852; 
Der  Tai^  des  Herrn.  1852:   Auslegung  d.  Ilohenliedes.  185S  ;  Commen- 
tar  zutn    Prerligor  Sal.   1858).     Herrn.   Olshansen  of  Konigsberg  and 
Erlangen  [oh.  1839)  opposed  the  rationalistic  superficial!  zing  of  exegesis 
with  *'  Einem  Worte  Uber  tieferen  Schriftsinn,  1824,"  and  greatly  pr> 
moted  the  religious  elevation  of  the  last  thirty  years  by  Ins  own  spirited, 
fresh,  and  suggestive,  but  as  regards  philology  unsatisfactory,  com- 
mentary (Bibl.  Commentar  zum  N.  T.  1830  ff.  4  Bde.  3  A.  18.37,  con- 
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einuel  by  Wiesinger  and  Ebrard).  He  also  felt  hiniKelf  called  (Ueber 
die  neuesten  kirchlichen  Ereignisse  in  Schlesien,  1835)  to  bear  testi- 
mony against  the  persecuted  Lutherans  in  Silesia.  Rud,  SiieVf  super- 
intendent at  Schkeuditz,  incited  by  Fr.  v.  Meyer,  and  receiving  from 
him  a  theosophic  element,  has  acquired  a  high  reputation  for  profound 
and  thorough  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures,  which  was  compelled  to 
lay  under  the  ban  of  undeserved  neglect  for  a  long  time  (Andeutungen 
fur  glaubiges  Schriftverstandniss,  4  Bde.  1824  ff. ;  Siebzig  ausgcwahlte 
Psalmen  ;  Jcsaias,  nicht  Pscudsjesais ;  Ilebraerbrief ;  Br.  Juda  ;  Ephe- 
scrbrief ;  Die  Reden  Jesu,  etc.)  In  **  Unlutherischen  Thesen,  deutlich 
fllr  Jedermann,"  1854,  he  so  powerfully  opposed  the  actions  of  confes- 
sional Lutheranism,  that  the  "beams  cracked."  J.  Andr.  Ca^p.  Hd- 
vernick  of  Kcinigsberg  (ob.  1845),  a  disciple  of  Hengstenberg  and  of 
Tholuck,  was  torn  away  by  death  in  the  midst  of  his  theological  career 
(Einl.  ins  A.  T.  3  Bde.  1830;  Comm.  zum  Proph.  Daniel,  1832,  zum 
Proph.  Ezechiel,  1843  ;  Vorless.  U.  d.  bibl.  Theol.  d.  A.  T.  1848).  A  yet 
briefer  period  of  life  was  granted  to  his  promising  friend  and  former 
co-laborer  at  the  newly  established  theological  school  at  Geneva,  Wil- 
liam Steiger  (ob.  1836)  (Kritik  des  Rationalismus  in  Wegscheider's 
Dogmatik.  1830,  Comment,  zu  I.  Petri  and  Colosser).  Bunsen  (sec.  5) 
and  Gbschel  (sec.  6)  also  belong  here  according  to  their  first  predomi- 
nant pietistic  stadium  of  experience. — This  school  was  shipwrecked  on 
the  question:  either  Union  or  Confession.  The  chiefs  themselves,  who 
survived  the  crisis  of  the  forty  years,  advanced  on  the  right  and  lefk 
beyond  it;  they  and  their  disciples  connected  themselves  partly  with 
modern  **  German  theology,"  and  partly  crowded  around  the  banner 
of  Lutheran  Confessionalism.  Siier  alone  scorned  to  connect  himself 
with  either. 

4.  The  fathei  of  modern  speculaiire  theology  was  Charles  Daub, 
Prof,  at  Heidelberg  (since  1794),  where  in  1836  he  was  snatched 
away  by  death.  He  did  not  permit  all  the  phases  of  philosophy  to 
pass  him  by  untouched,  but  both  he  and  his  theology  were  penetrated 
by  them,  lie  wrote,  from  Kant's  stand-point,  a  work  on  Catechetica 
(1801) ;  then  ho  inclined  to  Fichte  and  then  to  Schelling  (Theologu- 
mena,  1806 ;  Einleitung  in  die  Christl.  Dogmatik,  1809,  and  Judas 
Ischarioth  od.  Betrachtungcn  U.  d.  Bose  im  Verb,  zum  Guten,  1816). 
In  Judas,  where  he  acknowledges  Satan  as  his  own  creator,  as  the  most 
wonderful  monster  of  nature,  whom  God  tolerates  from  love,  and  finds 
in  him  the  original  cause  of  evil,  he  reached  the  summit,  but  also  the 
limits  of  his  Schellingian  process  of  thinking.  In  the  **  Dogmatischen 
Theologic  jetziger  Zeit,  oder  die  Selbstsucht  in  d.  Theol.,  1833,"  he 
stands  in  the  atmosphere  of  Hegelian  philosophy.  He  powerfully  atp 
tracted  and  stimulated  the  youth  who  sat  at  his  feet;  his  works, 
written  in  "the  language  of  the  Olympians,"  were,  however,  too  little 
understood,  to  enable  the  grand  objectivity,  the  moral  energy,  the 
power  of  faith,  the  depth  and  richness  of  thought,  which  they  coi» 
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tained,  to  be  felt  far  and  wide.  Ilis  lectures  were  published  in  8  Yoli. 
by  Marheineke.  Nearent  to  him  stands  Phil.  MarheiMke  of  Berlin 
(ph.  184G).  The  first  edition  of  his  dogmatics  (1819)  is  based  on  Schel- 
lingiau  principles ;  in  the  second,  Lutheran  orthodoxy,  in  the  form  of 
the  Hegelian  idea,  predominates.  Of  much  greater  significance,  and 
truly  breaking  the  way,  is  his  Christl.  Symbolik  (1810  ff.  3  Bde).  The 
most  valuable  of  his  works  is  the  **Keformationsgeschichte*'  (4  Bde. 
181G  fl*.  2  A.  1831  ft'.),  a  genuine  popular  work  in  the  noblest  sense  :f 
the  word. — After  Hegel's  death  (1831)  the  older  of  his  disciples  en- 
deavored  to  assert  the  orthodox  tendency  of  his  philosophy.  Charles 
Rosenkranz  organized  according  to  it  the  *'  EncyklopUdia  der  theol. 
Wissciischaften,  1831,"  and  Goschel  coutinaed  to  theologize  in  his 
spirited  way  in  Hegelian  forms.  The  faith  in  the  orthodoxy  of  the 
system  received  its  first  blow  through  Fr.  liichter,  who  in  his  work 
**  Die  Lehre  von  den  letzen  Dingen,  1833,"  rejected  the  idea  of  immor- 
tality in  the  sense  of  the  continuance  of  personal  existence ;  Gbscliel 
undertook  its  vindication  with  doubtful  result.  Billroth^  himself  still 
adhering  to  the  orthodox  current,  made  it  the  task  of  scientific  exegesis 
to  develop  the  ideas,  which  unconsciously  constituted  the  basis  of  the 
Biblical  representations,  and  exemplified  this  in  the  *'  Korintherbriefen" 
(1833).  But  this  principle  was  soon  seriously  applied  in  quite  a  dif- 
ferent way.  David  Strauss,  namely,  applying  it,  represented  the 
"Leben  Jesu"  (1835)  as  a  product  of  purposeless  poetical  tradition, 
and  then  attempted  tt)  prove  in  his  "  Glaubenslehre "  (1840),  that  all 
Christian  doctrines  were  made  null  and  void  by  modern  science.  But 
openly  as  he  also  taught  that  Pantheism  was  "  that  which  was  im- 
perishable in  Christianity ;  *'  nevertheless,  his  sueoessora  went  far 
beyond  him.  Bruno  Bauer  declared,  after  he  had  passed  over  from 
the  right  wing  of  the  Ilogolian  school  to  the  extreme  left,  that  the 
gospels  were  the  product  of  a  doecj^tion  as  crude  and  sjiiritless  as  it 
was  clearly  designed  ;  and  Ludicifj  Ft.uerhach  maintained,  that  the 
new  gospel  of  self-worship  was  "  the  essence  of  Christianity."  The 
rupture  of  the  school  was  now  complete.  What  Rosenkranz  and 
SnhaUtr  contributed  from  the  centre,  what  Goschd  and  G.  Andr. 
Gahler  (de  verve  philosophiie  er;L;a  pietatem  amore)  contrilmted  from 
the  right  wing  to  vindicate  the  system,  was  not  able  to  restore  the 
illusion,  destroyed  for  ever,  of  its  fuudamentallv  Christian  character. 
The  right  wing  of  the  Hegelian  school  was  dissolved,  its  adherents 
fleeing  partly  to  the  camp  of  the  *' German"  theologians,  an«l  partly 
under  the  banner  of  the  Lutheran  confession  ( Gosc/tely  Kleifoth, 
Kahnis). 

But  David  Strauss  with  his  **  Life  of  Jesus"  was  only  the  advance 
skirmisher  of  a  school,  wbich  was  engaged  in  casting  critical  artillery 
of  the  heaviest  calibre  under  the  direction  of  a  great  nmster.  Ferd. 
Christian  Baur  of  Tubingen,  a  man  who  was  equalled  hy  but  few  of 
^is  contemporaries  in  penetrating  acuteness,  and  by  none  in  gigantic 
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industry  and  astounding  learning,  can  be  called  as  well  a  disciple  of 
Schleiermacher  as  of  Ilegel.     He  inherited  from  Schleiermacher  bin 
sharply  analyzing  criticism,  from    Ilegel,   the  view  of  history,   that 
always  and  everywhere  the  imperfect,  the  elementary,  and  the  rude, 
was  the  point  of  departure  of  historical  development.    He  had  acquired 
a  reputation  (Mythol.  u.  Symbolik  d.  Naturrel.  d.  Alth.  1824  f.  3  Bde.), 
before  Hegelian  philosophy  exerted  an  influence  on  him.     But  since 
then  his  activity  and  reputation  increased  in  a  truly  brilliant  manner 
(Das  manich.  Keligionssystem,  1831 ;  Die  christl.  Gnosis,  1835 ;  Die 
chr.  LfChre  v.  d.  Versiihnung,  1838 ;  Die  chr.  Lehre  v.  d.  Dreieinigk. 
u.  Mcnschwerdung,  1841  ff.  3  Bde. ;  Der  Gegensatz  des  Protestsm.  u. 
Katholicism,  gegen  Miihler,  1836  ;  Lehrb.  d.  Dogmengesch.  2.  A.  1857  ; 
Die  Epochen  der  kirchl.  Oeschichtschreibung,  1852,  etc.)     His  studies 
were  confined  for  the  most  part  to  the  primitive  history  of  the  church, 
and  he  held  a  view  with  regard  to  it  which  reversed  everything  that 
was  supposed  to  be  known  about  it.    According  to  this  view,  primitive 
Christianity  was  nothing  but  shallow  Ebionitism,  and  all  the  writings 
of  the  New  Testament,  with  the  exception  of  tlie  Epistles  to  the 
Romans,  Corinthians,  and  Galatians,  as  also  the  Apocalypse,  were 
originated  late  in   the  second  century  for  the  purpose  of   covering 
and  harmonizing  the  conflict  between  Petriue  Jewish  and  Pauline 
Gentile    Christianity,    which    had    been    raging    up    to    this    time. 
The  master  himself  made  public   only  the  first  rudiments  of  this 
doctrine,  which,  however,  scarcely  permitted  its  comprehensive  exten- 
sion and  grand  articulation  to  be  anticipated  from  afar,  in  his  work : 
"  Die  8.  g.  Pastoralbriefe  d.  A.  Paulus,"  1835.     Ed.  Zeller  established 
(1842)  the  Tiihinger  theol.  Jahrbucher  as  the  organ  of  this  school,  and 
Baur  unfolded  the  results  of  his  restless  investigations  partly  in  a 
multitude  of  treatises  in   this  journal,   and  partly  in  special  works 
(Paulus,  d.  A  p.  J.  Chr.  1845 ;  Der  Kritiker  u.  der  Fanatiker  gegen 
Thiersch.  1846 ;  Krit.  Unterss.  ii.  d.  kanon.  Erv.  1847  ;  Die  ignatianis- 
chen  Briefe  gegen  Bunsen,  1848;  Das  Markus-Ev.  1849;  DasChristlth. 
u.  d.  chr.  K.  d.  drei  erst.  Jalirh.  1853).     He  was  emulated  by  his  dis- 
ciples: A.  Schweyler  [ob.  1856)  (der  Montanismus  u.  d.  K.  d.  2.  Jahrh. 
1841 ;  Das  nachapost.  Zeitalt.  1846,  2  Bde.) ;  Ed.  Zeller  of  Berne  (Die 
Apostelgesch.  krit.  unters.  1854 ;  Das  theol.  System  Zwingli's,  1853), 
the  talented  Albr.  Ritschl  of  Bonn  (Entstehung  der  altkath.  Kirche, 
1850,  2.  A.  1857,  etc.)»  the  indefatigably  and  inexhaustibly  fruitful  A. 
Hilgenjeld  of  Jena,  and  many  others.    Closely  united  as  the  school  was 
in  the  beginning,  still  dissensions,  retractions,  and  retrograde  move- 
ments were  not  wanting  on  account  of  the  indefatigableness  with  which 
always  the  same  sulyects  were  investigated,  and  always  the  same  masses 
of  rock  were  tossed  hither  and  thither.     Hilgenfeld  and  Ritschi  espe- 
cially made  coivceasions  in  favor  of  orthodoxy.    The  latter  in  particular 
may  be  regarded  as  a  complete  apostate  of  the  school,  inasmuch  as  ho 
has  appeared  as  ih^  de  ided  opponent  of  almost  all  of  its  peculiar  doo 
74* 


366        SEOTION   III. — FOURTH  PERIOD  (CENT.  19  A.D^ 

trines  in  the  second  edition  of  his  principal  work.  Even  with  tb< 
master  and  his  disciples  of  the  stricter  class,  a  certain,  it  may  be 
weariness  or  resignation,  seems  t4)  have  found  place.  But  the  perma* 
uent  gain  of  new  information  and  of  clearer  insight  into  the  develop* 
ment  of  the  primitive  Church,  which  was  partly  obtained  by  this  school^ 
partly  by  its  opponents,  is  very  great  and  worthy  o^  acknowledgment. 
UUycnfeld,  after  the  **  Tlibingcr  Jahrbb."  weie  no  longer  published, 
made  a  new  organ  for  himself  in  the  **  Zeitschrift  flir  wissensch.  Theo- 
logie^'  (1858),  which,  however,  seems  to  have  a  wider  horizon  than  the 
"  JahrbUcher."^ 

5.    The  right-wing   school  of  Schleiermacher  forms  the  trunk  of 
^* modern**  or  ** German"  theology.     Still  many  adherents  of  the  pie- 
tistic  and  speculative  schools  also  connected  themselves  with  it,  after 
the  dissolution  and  dismemberment  of  their  schools.    It  passed  beyond 
Schleiermacher  in  various  ways.     In  the  first  place,  it  became  more 
positive  in  its  dogmatics,  and  more  conservative  in  its  criticism ;  it 
emancipated  itself  from  the  Spinozian  elements  in  the  view  taken  of 
the  world  by  the  master,  and  endeavored  to  combine  modem  specula- 
tion with  Schleiermacher's  theology  of  feeling.     It  shows  its'  descent 
from  Schleiermacher  especially  in  its  affection  for  the  Union.     It,  how- 
ever, desires  not  merely  a  church-governmental,  but  also  a  confessional 
Union  on  the  basis  of  the  consensus  of  both  confessions,  and  strives 
after  establishing  a  consensus  symbol,  although  its  subjective  dogmatics 
reserves  to  itself  the  freedom  of  more  or  less  material  departures  from 
single  consensus  doctrines  as  founded  in  **  the  liberty  of  teaching."    It 
cultivates  systematic  theology  with  special  predilection,  without,  mean- 
while, neglecting  too  much  the  other  sciences.     Schleiermacher's  dis- 
regard of  the  Old  Testament,  nevertheless,  seems  still  to  operate,  inas- 
much as  this  school  has  scarcely  any  distinguished  Old  Testament 
theologians,  who  are  to  be  found  at  this  time  only  among  the  Ration- 
alists and  Lutherans.     The  scientific  organs  of  this  school  are:  the 
*'Theol.  Studien  und  Kritiken"  of  Vilmann  and  Umbreif aincQ  IH2S ; 
the  "  deutsche  Zci^schr.  fiir  chr.  Wissensch.  u.  chr.  Lcbon,"  estiiblished 
by  J.  Miillor,  Nitzsch,  and  Neander,  edited  by  Th,  Schnciuler  since 
1850  (since  1858  edited  by  W.  A.  Holknherg),  and  the  "  Jahrbb.  fur 
deutsche  Theologie"  of  Dorner  and  Liobner  since  1856.     The  *'  Reper- 
torium  fiir  theol.  Literatur  und  Kirchliche  Statistik,"  established  by 
Eheinwald  (1831),  now  edited  by  Herm.  Rcuier  of  Brcslau,  also  belongs 
essentially  to  this  tendency ;  although  often  decided  re})resentatives  of 
cliurchly  Confessional  ism  also  speak  through  it.     The  ^^  neue  evange- 
lisOhe  Kirchenzeitung,"  edited  since  1859  by  //.  Mcssner,  announces 
itself  as  the  organ  of  the  Gorman  branch  of  the  Evangelical  Alliance 
(i?  54,  5),  and  almost  all  of  the  distinguished  representatives  of  the 
Union  are  its  contributors. 

Although  "German"  theology  would  have  all  special  ecclesiastical 
differences  eradicated  and  obliterated  from  principl },  nevertheless,  tha 


PE01E8TANT    THEOLOQT    IN    OERMANT*         367 

doscent  fiom  the  one  or  the  uther  church  has  lot  been  entirely  without 
influence  upon  the  collective  mental  tcndenoy  of  its  adherents.  Itt 
principal  representatives  from  the  Reformed  Church  are :  Alex.  Schwei- 
zer  of  Zurich,  the  one  of  all  Schleiermacher's  disciples  who  has  pre- 
served the  negative  critical  tendency  of  the  master  in  its  purest  form, 
and  continued  to  cultivate  it  with  the  most  acuteness  ('*  Ueber  di« 
Dignitat  des  Keligiousstifters,"  '*  Glaubenslehre  der  ev.  reform.  K. 
1844;"  "Gesch.  d.  protest.  Centraldogmen.  1853;"  "Krit.  Uuters.  d. 
Ev.  Joh.  1841").  Nearest  to  him  stood  Maiih.  Schneckenberi/er  of 
Berne  (ob.  1849),  an  acute  and  independent  investigator  (Beitr.  xur 
Einl.  ins  N.  T.  1832 ;  zur  kirchl.  Christologie,  1848 ;  Vergleichende 
Darstellung  d.  luth.  u.  ref.  Lehrbegriffs,  published  by  Glider,  1855). 
A'.  Benih.  Ilundeshayen  of  Berne  and  Heidelberg,  is  the  author  of  the 
spirited  treatise :  '*  Der  deutsche  Protestsm.,  s.  Vergangenh.  u.  s.  heutige 
Lebensfrage,  von  e.  deutachen  Theologen.  1847."  Charles  Henry  Sack, 
formerly  Prof,  in  Bonn,  now  consistorial  councillor  at  Magdeburg,  ia 
one  of  the  oldest  and  at  the  same  time  most  positive  disciples  of 
Schleicrmacher  (Christl.  Apologetik.  1829,  2.  A.  1841 ;  Christl.  Pole- 
mik,  1838).  John  Peter  Lanyey  originally  a  Pietist,  is  a  man  most 
highly  gifted  with  imaginative,  poetic,  and  speculative  talents,  a 
dilettant  in  all  sciences,  a  pyrotechnist,  who  lets  his  mental  fire  shine, 
sparkle,  and  flash  continually,  in  all  colors  and  forms  in  his  writings 
(Vermischte  Schriften,  4  Bde. ;  Das  Land  der  llerrliehkeit ;  Leben 
Jesu,  4  Bde. ;  Dogmatik,  3  Bde. ;  Gesch.  d.  apost.  Zeitalters,  2  Bde. ; 
Theologisch-homiletisches  Bibelwerk,  1858  ff.)  Charles  Hud.  Hagen- 
bach  of  Basle  wrote  besides  his  Church  History  (J  4,  Vol.  I.)  '*Lehrbb. 
der  Dogmengeschichte,"  4.  A.  1857,  which  is  much  used,  and  the 
"Theolog.  Encyklopadie,"  5.  A.  1858.  Zealous  Melanchthonians  are: 
Daniel  Schenkel  of  Heidelberg  (Das  Wesen  des  Protestantismus  aus 
den  Quellen  des  Reformations-zeitaltors,  3  Bde.  1845  ff. ;  Princip  des 
Protestantism,  1851 ;  Gesprache  iiber  Protestantism,  u.  Katholicism, 
2  Bde.  1852  f. ;  Der  Unionsberuf  des  Protestantism,  1855  ;  Die  Christl. 
Dogmatik  vom  Standpunkt  des  Gewissens,*Bd.  I.  1858). — TIenry  Heppe 
of  Marburg,  a  diligent  and  careful,  but  one-sided  investigator  into  the 
sources  of  the  period  of  the  Reformation  (Gesch.  des  deutschen  Pro- 
testantism, 4  Bde.  1852  ff. ;  Die  confessionelle  Entwickl.  der  altprotest. 
K.  Deutschl.  1854;  Bekenntnissschriften  der  altprotest.  K.  Deutsch- 
lands,  1855 ;  Dogmatik  des  deutschen  Protestantism,  im  10.  Jahrh.  3 
Bde.  1857  ;  Gesch.  des  deutschen  Volksschulwesen,  3  Bde.  1858) — and 
John  Henry  Aug.  Ebrard,  consistorial  councillor  at  Spire,  a  spirited, 
devout,  and  versatile  theologian  (Wissensch.  Kritik.  der  evang.  Gesch. 
2.  A.  1850:  Christl.  Dogmatik.  2  Bde.  1851  f . ;  Vorless.  u.  d.  prakt 
Theol.  1854;*Commentare  zur  IlebrUerbr.  u.  zur  Apok.,  etc.) 

Among  the  disciples  of  Schleierniacher  from  the  Lutheran  Church, 
Fred,  L'ucke  of  Giittingen  {ob.  1855)  is  to  be  mentioned  first.  He  was 
fhe  first  who.  even  before  Tholuck,  manifested  a  spirited,  fresh,  and 
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devout  exegesis ;  but,  like  Tholuck,  be  became  more  and  more  fre» 
thinking  and  latit  udinarian  in  his  relation  to  the  Scriptures  and  to  th« 
faith  of  the  Church  (Grundriss  d.  neutcst.  Hermeneutik.  1822;  Comm. 
U.  d.  Schriften  d.  Johannes,  1820  ff.,  4  Bde.  3.  A.  1843  if.).  CTarfci 
Imm,  Nitzitch  of  Bonn  and  Berlin,  a  profound  thinker,  is  next  to  JuL 
MUUer  the  most  influential  and  respected  of  the  Consensus  theolo- 
gians (System  d.  chr.  Lchre,  6.  A.  1852 ;  Protest.  Beantw.  d.'Symbolik 
Mijhler's,  1834 ;  Prakt.  Theol.  1847  ff.,  3  Bde. ;  Urkundenbuch  d.  ev. 
Union,  1853,  etc.)  Jul.  M'dller  of  Giittingen  and  Halle  is,  apart  from 
the  strange  reception  of  an  antemundane  fall,  and  notwithstanding  hi« 
inflexibility  in  favor  of  an  actual,  not  merely  church  governmental, 
but  also  confessional  Union  ('*  Die  ev.  Union,  ihr  Wesen  u.  ihre  gottl. 
Keehte,  1854"),  the  most  deeply  and  firmly  grounded  of  all  the  Con- 
census theologians  in  the  Lutheran  faith.  Uis  principal  work  (**Die 
Christl.  Lehre  vtm  der  Sunde."  4.  A.  1858,  2  Bde.)  is  an  unsurpassed 
model  of  careful,  profound,  and  thorough  investigation.  Charles  Ull- 
mann  (ob,  1864),  prelate  of  Karlsruhe,  a  noble,  lovely,  ireuical  and  mild 
person,  lavoers  between  all  the  rocks  and  sand-bars  with  his  equili- 
brium-theology, and  has  also  distinguished  himself  by  thorough  histo- 
rical investigations  (Gregor  von  Nuzianz.  1825;  Reformatoren  vor  der 
Reformation,  1841  ff.,  2  Bde. ;  Ueber  die  SUndlosigkeit  Jesu,  6.  A. 
1853 ;  "Wesen  des  Christl.  4.  A.  1855  ;  Tlistorisch  o<ler  mythisch  ?  gegen 
D.  Strauss,  1838 ;  Ueber  d.  Cultus  des  (icnius,  1840,  etc.).  Auff.  DetUv 
Christ,  Tweste/ij  St^hleierniacher's  successor  at  Berlin,  did  not  carry 
his  lectures  on  the  dogmatics  of  the  evangelical  Lutheran  Church  be 
yond  the  doctrine  of  God  (Bd.  I.  IL  1826,  4.  A.  1838).  He  holds  theo- 
logy and  philosophy  .apart  more  decidedly  than  the  other  disciples  of 
Schleiermacher,  and  has  placed  himself  upon  the  extreme  right  wing 
of  the  8ch(H>l  towards  the  Luthenin  Church.  So  much  the  more  deci- 
dedly, however,  has  /.  A.  Donier  of  Borlin  permitted  philosophical 
speculation  to  influence  hiy  dogmatics.  ,  His  investigations  and  specu- 
lations have  been  ap})lied  especially  to  the  christological  dogma,  and 
in  his  principal  work  (Die  Lehro  von  d.  Person  Christi.  2  A.  1845  ff.,  2 
Bde.  in  6  Abiheill.)  he  has  contributed  a  dogmatico-historical  master- 
piece, whose  dogmatic  conclusion  is  still  wanting.  The  fundamental 
thoughts  of  his  Christology  are  the  so  generally  popular  doctrines 
among  the  ''Gorman"  theologians,  concerning  the  necessity  of  the  in- 
carnation of  Christ  even  apart  from  the  fall  (which,  however,  Jul. 
Mliller  has  decidedly  opposed),  and  concerning  the  prototypal  character 
of  Christ,  the  God-man,  as  the  totality  of  humanity,  in  which  "all  the 
single  individualities  gather  prototypes."  Nearest  to  him  is  Th.  Alb. 
Liebnery  llarh'ss'  successor  at  Leipsic  and  Dresden,  holding  kindred 
christological  liews  (Hugo  v.  St.  Victor  u.  d.  theol.  Rfchtungen  sr. 
Zeit.  1832 ;  Der  chr.  Dogniatik  aes  dun  christolog.  Princip  dargestellt. 
Bd.  I.  1849).  An  eminently  speculative  potency,  with  decided  ap- 
prcximatiou  to  Lutheran  churchly  doctrines,  and  not  entirely  withmt 
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theosophic  coloring,  is  unfolded  in  H.  MartenseUy  bishop  of  Copenhagen 
("Die  Autonomie  des  Selbstbewusstseins,  1837;"  Meister  Ekkart. 
1842;  Die  chr.  Taufe  u.  die  baptistische  Frage,  1843 ;  Christl.  Dogma- 
tik,  1856). 

Although  he  likewise  passed  through  Schleiermacher's  and  Hegel'ft 
dchool,  nevertheless  Rich,  Roihe  of  Heidelberg,  a  thinker  equalled  by 
none  of  his  contemp>oraries  in  power,  depth,  richness,  and  originality 
of  speculation,  withdrew  himself  like  an  anchorite  from  the  loud  tur- 
moil of  the  theological  and  philosophical  market-place,  and  assigned 
himself  a  place  In  the  closet  of  the  theosophists,  quite  near  to  Oetinger. 
He  possesses  in  common  with  the  latter  an  aversion  to  Spiritualism, 
an  energetic  striving  aft^r  massive  ideas,  and  the  Christian  Realism, 
which  recognizes  the  end  of  the  ways  of  God  in  corporeity.  This 
Realism  already  shows  itself  in  his  first  important  treatise  (Die  Au- 
fange  der  chr.  Kirche,  1837,  Bd.  I.)  in  the  proposition,  that  the  Church 
must  in  the  future,  in  the  8tat«  of  perfection,  be  absorbed  in  the  State ; 
—  more  comprehensively  in  his  •' Theolog.  Ethik.  3  Bde.  1845  ff."  a 
work  with  which  no  other  of  the  present  time  is  comparable  in  depth, 
originality,  and  logical  connection  of  thought,  and  which  is  full  of  the 
profoundest  Christian  views,  in  spite  of  its  numerous  heterodoxies. 
Equally  isolated,  but,  nevertheless,  ranking  among  the  greatest  of  the 
theologians  of  the  present  day,  is  J.  Tab.  Reck,  He  did  not  proceed 
from  Schleiermacher's  or  from  any  other  school  of  theologians  or  phi- 
losophers, but,  a  Wiirtemberger  by  birth,  constitution,  and  education, 
he  represents  in  his  spirited,  theosophico-rcalistic,  biblico-puristio 
theology,  which  also  ignores  church  and  dogma  history,  together  with 
the  confession,  a  blooming-period  of  specifically  WUrtemberger  Chris- 
tianity in  scientific  form  (Einl.  in  d.  System  d.  chr.  Lehre.  od.  prop'd- 
deut.  Entw.  d.  chr.  Lehrwissensch.  1838 ;  Christl.  Lehrwissensch.  nach 
den  bibl.  Urkunden.  Bd.  I.  1841 ;  Umriss  d.  bibl.  Seelcnlehre.  1843). 
He  is  also  characterized  by  hi§  openly  expressed  indifference  to  and 
imdeTTalaation  of  all  the  efforts  and  "institutions"  of  this  present 
restless  age  in  favor  of  Home  and  Foreign  Missions,  Union,  Confedera- 
tion, and  Alliance;  in  favor  of  liturgy,  constitution,  church  discipline, 
and  confession ;  in  all  of  which  he  sees  only  a  movement  mistaken  in 
form  and  contents,  forsaken  by  the  Spirit  of  God,  and  therefore  entirely 
fruitless.  The  improvement  of  the  desolate  state  of  affairs  can  only 
be  hoped  for  through  the  direct  interposition  of  God.  Reck  has  also 
ceased  for  many  years  from  publishing  anything.  But  his  influence 
from  the  rostrum  is  only  so  much  the  greater  and  more  far-reaching, 
and  already  a  large  number  of  his  disciples  are  working  in  the  minis- 
try according  to  his  principles  and  views.  On  this  account  Liehetnit 
opened  a  warm  contest  in  1857  from  North  Germany  against  his  de- 
structive tendency. — Charles  Aug.  Auberlen  of  Basle  is  a  disciple  of 
Reek's.  He  shared  his  teacher's  limitation  to  Biblical  theology,  but 
not  hia  undervaluation  of  all  churcbly  practical  movements,  whereby 
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ho  approximated  to  R.  Rothe^  without,  however,  giving  himself  up  te 
his  heterodox  speculation.     The  history  of  salvation  and  of  the  king« 
dom  of  God  (especially  its  eschatological  development)  is  the  favorite 
object  of  his  biblico-theological  investigation,  whereby  he  comes  into 
eontuct  with  the  modern  £rlangen(v.  Hoffman)  school  (Die  Theosophie 
Oettinger's,  1848.     Der  Proph.  Daniel  u.  d.  Offb.  Joh.  2.  A.  1856).— 
The  three  last  named  do  not  properly  belong  to  the  soi-disant  German 
theology  ;  they  lack  the  Schleiermacherian  coloring,  the  peculiar  spe* 
culation,  and  the  character  of  the  equilibrium  or  Consensus  theology » 
inasmuch  as  they  ignore  more  than  level  the  churchly  confession.   Yet 
it  is  more  difficult  to  classify  them  elsewhere.     In  Fr,  W.  Cfiarles  Um- 
hreit^a  writings  (since  1823  at  Heidelberg)  Herder's  spirit  manifesti 
itself  more  than  Schleiermacher's.     In  the  course  of  time  his  merely 
ffisthetical  enthusiasm  for  the  Old  Testament  was  changed  more  and 
more  into  an  acknowledgment  of  the  supernatural,  and  especially  of 
the  Messianic  contents  of  Revelation  (Lied  der  Liede,  das  iilteste  und 
schiiuste  aus  dem  Morgenlande,  1820 ;  Commt.  zum  Hiob.  2.  A.  1831, 
and  to  the  Sprlichen   Salomons,   182G ;   Christl.   Erbauung  aus  dem 
Psalter.  1835,  Grundtone  d.  A.  T.  1843  ;  Prakt.  Comment,  li.  die  Proph. 
d.  A.  T.  4  Bde.  1841  ff. ;  Die  SUnde,  ein  Beitr.  zur  Theol.  d.  A.  T., 
1853  ;  Ausle^.  d.  Romerbr.  auf  d.  Grund  d.  A.  T.  1855).— On  the  other 
hand,  Fred.  Bieekof  Bonn,  a  sharp  critic  and  distinguished  interpreter 
(Ilebraerbrief,  2  Bde.  1828-40),  who  never  expressed  himself  concern- 
ing his  dogmatic  position,  but  betrays  a  strong  rationalistic  tendency 
In  his  works  on  the  Bible,  is  a  direct  disciple  of  Schleiermacher.     Ed, 
Reuss  of  Strasburg,  the  acute  and  spirited  reformer  of  biblical  isago- 
gics,  occupies  a  somewhat  similar  position  (Gosch.  d.  h.  Schriften  des 
N.  T.  2.  A.  1853.     Hist,  do  la  th^ol.  chrit.  au  si^ole  apost.,  against 
Baiir,  1852,  2  Bde.,  etc.).     To  be  added  here  yet  is  Henrij  Aug,  Will, 
Meyer,  superintendent  of  Hanover,  who  occupies  one  of  the  first  places 
among  the  interpreters  of  our  day.     Starting  from   Rationalism,  he 
advanced  to  the  stand-point  of  a  solid,  biblical  Supranaturalism  (Krit^ 
exeg.  Commentar  zur  N.  T.  1832  if.).     John  Ed.  Huther  is  also  an  able 
interpreter  and  co-laborer  on  Meyer's  Commentary.     His  first  produc- 
tion was  a  commentary  on  the  Epistle  to  the  Colossians,  1841.    Charles 
Wieseler  of  Kiel  has  acquired  a  high  reputation  in  the  department  of 
the  Chronology  and  History  of  the  N.  T.  (Chronol.  S^-nopse  der  4  Evv. 
1843  ;  Chronologic  d.  apost.   Zcitalt.   1848  :    Die  70  Wochen  Daniels, 
1839).    The  most  able  investigator  in  the  sphere  of  the  criticism  of  the 
biblical  text  is  L.  Fr.  Konstantin   Tischendorf  of  Leipsic,  who  has 
searched  through  Europe  and  the  Orient  with  unwearied  zeal  in  this 
work.     The  publication  of  several  old  codices  of  the  Bible,  a  number 
of  excellent  editions  of  the  New  Testament,  a  new  edition  of  the  LXX., 
•he  most  complete  collection  of  the  apocryphas  and  pseudepigrapha 
of  the  New  Testament,  are  the  rich  fruits  of  his  investigations. 
Essentially  distinguished  from  "German"  theology,  as  the  Schleier 
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Idacberian  right  wing,  was  (he  iheology  of  the  Schleiermaclierian  UJ\ 
wiuff,  as  it  is  especially  represented  by  the  protest-theologians  of  1845 
(J  54,  1) :  Phchon,  Jonas^  Sf/dow,  EltesUr^  Schwedcr,  Kranse.  They 
are  the  fanatics  of  the  absorbtive  Union,  who  hate  and  oppose  Con- 
Bensus  theology  and  the  confederative  Union  not  less  than  union-hostilo 
Lutheranism.  With  the  Dissensus  they  would  also  cast  overboard  the  Con- 
sensus  of  the  symbolical  books,  and  only  retain  the  naked  Shibboleth, 
"Christ,  the  same  yesterday,  to-day,  and  forever,"  with  which  Ra- 
tionalism of  all  shades  is  compatible.  No  theological  contributions  of 
importance  have  proceeded  from  this  school.  Nevertheless,  they  also 
established  in  1854  a  '*  Protest.  Kirchenzeitung,"  edited  by  II.  Krause, 
with  which  everything  that  is  not  Tubingish-critical,  German-theolo- 
gical, and  Lutheran-confessional,  especially  the  scattered  and  indivi- 
dual representatives  of  historico-critical,  ajsthetical,  and  philosophical 
Kationalism  (Credner,  Knobel,  Ilitzig,  Gieseler,  Gass,  Redepenning, 
Ewald,  RUckert,  Hase,  Weisse,  Gerviuus),  has  connected  itself. 

Of  congenial  spirit,  and  possessing  the  same  hatred  towards  churchly 
confession,  especially  the  "Lutheran,"  is  the  modern  *•  Japhetic" 
theology  of  the  Chevalier  Chrint.  Charles  Josias  v,  Bunsen,  by  royal 
friendship  also  a  baron,  as  also  a  doctor  of  theology  through  the  Gotr 
tingen  faculty,  formerly  Prussian  ambassador  at  Rome,  then  at  Lon- 
don, then  resident  at  Heidelberg  (oh.  1860).  There  was  a  time  when 
Bunsen  8to<jd  in  the  front  rank  of  those  who  cultivated  and  promoted 
the  newly  awakened  Christian  feeling  and  life.  From  this  period  pro- 
ceed his  excellent  *'Allg.  Gesang-und  Gebetbuch,  1833,"  and  his  litur- 
gico-critical  work  **  Die  heil.  Leidensgeschichte  u.  d.  stille  Woche,  2 
Bde.  1841."  Since  then,  however,  the  salt  "  has  lost  it«  savor,"  inas- 
much as  his  theology  declined  rapidly  and  steeply  to  its  present 
Japhetic  perfection,  which,  with  its  transposition  of  the  contents  of 
biblical  revelation  from  the  "  Semitic"  to  the  **  Japhetic"  mode  of 
thinking  and  of  expression,  with  its  destructive  criticism,  its  pantheis- 
tic view  of  the  world,  and  its  democratic  ideals  of  church  government, 
with  its  glowing  hatred  towards  churchly  confession  and  churchly 
dogmatics,  and  with  its  fierce  wrath  against  the  *'  old-granny  preju- 
dices of  Christian  Rabbis,"  is  not  far  removed  from  common  critical 
Rationalism,  though  it  professes  to  be  Christian,  pious,  and  believing. 
The  downward  way  began  with  the  treatise:  Die  Verfassung  der 
Kirche  der  Zukunft.  1845.  Then  followed,  to  eradicate  especially 
churchly  Christology  and  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  the  works :  Igna- 
tius V.  Antiochien  u.  s.  Zeit.  1847 ;  Die  drei  echten  u.  d.  vier  unechten 
Briefe  des  Ignatius,  1847;  Hippolyt.  u.  s.  Zeit.  2  Bde.  1852  ff.  His 
destructive  tendency  in  the  sphere  of  the  0.  Test,  is  exhibited  in  hi§ 
work:  -^gyptens  Stelle  in  der  "Weltgcsch.  5  Bde.  1847-57,  in  which 
be  assures  us,  quackishly  enough,  that  he  for  the  first  time  placed  tba 
ancient  history  of  the  Jews  in  its  proper  position  in  the  history  of  th€ 
world,  by  his  restoration  of  Egyptian  chronology  ;  but,  in  fact,  has  di» 
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located  all  the  members  of  history  with  the  crudest  arbitrariness,  and 
has  cut  out  chronology  with  the  wildest  phantastery.  The  **  Zeichen 
der  Zeit.  3  A.  1856,"  are  a  raging  phillippic  against  the  hierarchical 
^ispirations  of  the  Papists,  and  of  the  almost  more  dangerous  ''Lu- 
therans." His  "Gott  in  der  Geschichte,  Bd.  I.  1857,"  discloses  to 
adepts  his  pantheistic  view  of  the  world  and  of  history;  but  his 
**  Bibelwerk  fdr  die  Gemeinde,"  began  in  1858,  is  the  self-made  graya 
of  his  theological  fame. 

6.  Lutheran  Confessional  Theology,  —  Its  original,  powerful,  and 
spirited  patriarch  was  Claus  Harms  (ob.  1855),  as  high-cof»sistorial 
councillor  at  Kiel,  cf.  J  54,  1  (95  Theses,  1817  ;  Dass  es  mit  der  Ver- 
nunftrel.  nichts  ist.  1819 ;  Winter-  und  Sommerpostille,  1808,  5.  A. 
1836;  Pastoral  theologie  in  Reden  an  Theologie-Stiidirende,  3  Bde. 
1830  ff.,  etc.)—/.  Gottjr.  Scheibel  (since  1811  Prof  and  preacher  in 
Breslau,  deposed  from  both  offices  in  1832,  died  at  Nuremberg,  1843), 
also  from  the  beginning  adhered  to  Lutheran  orthodoxy  (**Das*  Abend- 
mahl  des  II(;rrn.  1821;"  ActenmUssige  Gesch.  der  Union  in  Preussen, 
2  Bde.  1833,  etc.) — Ernst  W,  Christ.  Sartorius^  general  superintendent 
in  Konigsberg,  fought  himself  through  Rationalism  in  fresh  and  bold 
attacks  (Die  Religion  ausserh.  d.  Grenxer.  der  blossen  Vernunft,  1822; 
Beitragc  zur  Vcrtheid.  d.  ev.  RechtglUnbigk.  1825  f.  et<5.)  to  Lutheran 
orthodoxy  ;  but  he  also  defended  the  Prussian  Union  with  enthusiasm, 
because  Lutheranism  was  in  itself  already  the  *'  true  medium,"  in  the 
assurance,  that  on  this  account  all  Union  must  issue  in  it  (Vertheid.  d. 
luth.  Abendmahldlehre,  u.  Die  luth.  Lehre  v.  d.  Communicatio  idioma- 
tum  ;  in  the  Dorpt'schen  Beitriigen,  1832 ;  Die  Lehro  von  Christi  Per- 
son u.  Werk,  1831,  5.  A.  1845 ;  Die  Lehre  v.  d.  heil.  Liebe.  3  Bde. 
1840  ff. ;  Apologie  der  Augsb.  Confession,  2.  A.  1853 ;  Ueber  alt-u. 
ncutest.  Cultus,  1852;  Meditationen  d.  heil.  Liebe,  1840  ff. ;  Medita- 
tionen  U.  d.  Offenb.  d.  Ilerrlichk.  Gottes  in  d.  K.  u.  ini  Abcndm.  1855, 
etc.)  On  the  other  hand,  Andr.  Goitl.  Rvdelbach  (born  and  educated 
in  Denmark,  from  1829-45  superintendent  in  Glauchau,  then  provost 
in  Copenhagen)  was  led  in  the  same  way  to  become  the  most  decided 
opponent  of  the  Union.  Next  to  Fred.  Baur,  Kudelbach  is  perhaps 
the  movst  learned  theologian  of  the  present  time  (**Hier.  Savonan^la 
u.  8.  Zeit."  1835 ;  Die  Sacramcntsworte,  hist.  krit.  durgest.  1837 ;  Re- 
f<»rmation,  Lutherth.  und  Union,  1839;  Hist.  krit.  Einl.  in  d.  Augsb. 
CJonf.  1841;  Ueber  d.  Bedeut.  d.  apost.  Symb.  1844;  Christliche  Bio- 
graph  ie,  Bd.  I.  1850,  etc.) — Henry  Ernst  Fred.  Guericke,  Prof  at  Halle 
since  1829,  at  first  a  Pietist,  then  changed  by  the  Union  to  a  confessor 
of  Lutheranism,  wrote:  De  soht)la,  quae  Alexandria?  floruit,  cateche- 
tica,  1824  f  ;  Aug.  llerm.  Francke,  1827 ;  Beitrage  zur  hist.  krit.  Einl. 
ins  N.  T.  1828  ff. ;  llandb.  d.  K.  G.  1833,  8.  A.  1855 ;  Allg.  chr.  Sym- 
bolik.  2.  A.  1846  ;  Lchrb.  d.  kirchl.  ArchUologie,  1847  ;  Gesamratgesch. 
d.  N.  Test.  2.  A.  1854.  He  established  in  connection  with  Rudelbach, 
1840,  the  "  Zeitschrift  fur  luth.  Theol.  und  Kirche."     Beside  these 
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older  representatiyes  of  Lutheran  orthodoxy,  a  second  generation  waa 
formed  into  several  groups  between  1840  and  1850.  At  the  head 
of  the  Jirsi  which  adhered  to  the  old  Protestant  idea  of  the  ministry 
and  of  the  Church,  and  defended  the  old  Protestant  doctrines  with  all 
the  means  of  modern  science,  stood  Ooitl.  Christoph.  Adolf,  v.  Ilariess, 
Prof,  in  Erlangen  and  Leipsic,  then  high-church  officer  in  Dresden, 
now  in  Munich.  He  established  his  theological  calling  by  his  superior 
Commentary  on  the  Epistle  to  the  Ephesians,  1835,  his  •'Theologische 
Encyklopadie,"  and  especially  by  his  "  Christl.  Ethik.  5.  A.  1853." 
In  1838  he  established  the  *'  Zeitschr.  fur  Protestantsm.  u.  Kirche,"  at 
first  in  opposition  to  Bavarian  Ultramontanisni.  By  his  side  in  Erlan- 
gen labored  /.  Will.  Fred,  Hojling  (ob.  1853),  (De  Symboloruni  natura, 
1853 ;  Die  Composition  des  chr.  Gemeindegottesdienstes,  1837 ;  Das 
Sacrament  der  Taufe,  2  Bde.  1846  f. ;  GrundsHtzo  ov.  luth.  Kirchen- 
verfassung,  3.  A.  1853 ;  Die  Lehre  d.  allest.  K.  vom  Opfer  im  Leben  u. 
Cultus  d.  Chriswn.  1851),  and  Oottfr.  Thomarsiv.,9  (Origenes.  1837; 
Das  Bekenntniss  J.  luth.  K.  in  dsr  Oonsequ.  ss.  Princips.  1848 ;  Christl 
Person  u.  Werk.  od.  ev.  luth.  Dogmatik.  Bd.  I.  II.  2.  A.  1856  ff.)— • 
Fred,  Adolf,  Phihppi  of  Dorpat,  then  of  Rostock,  wrote  **  Ueber  den 
thatigen  Gehorsam  Christi,"  1841,  a  concise  Commentary  on  the  Epis- 
tle to  the  Romans,  2.  A.  1856,  and  a  **  Kirchliche  Dogmatik."  Bd.  I.  II. 
1854-57.  From  Thcodosiiis  Haniack  of  Erlangen  we  have:  "Jesus 
der  Christ,  d.  Erfilllcr  d.  Gesetzes  und  die  Prophetic,"  1842 ;  Der  chr. 
GemeindegottCvsdienst  im  apost.  u.  altkath.  Zeitalt.  1854.  —  K,  Fred, 
Aug,  Kahnis  of  Leipsic,  wrote  a  Geseh.  d.  Lehre  vom  h.  Geiste,  Bd.  I. 
1847 ;  Die  Lehre  vom  Abcndmahl.  1851,  and  Der  innere  Gang  des 
deutschen  Protestsm.  since  1750;  and  Aug.  William  Dieckhof  of  Gbt- 
tingen ;  Die  Waldenser  im  M.  A.  1851,  and  Die  ev.  Abendmahlslehre 
im  Ref.  Zeitalt.  Bd.  I.  1854. — At  the  head  of  the  second  group,  which 
18  charncterized  by  a  Romanizing  tendency  with  regard  to  the  idea  of 
the  Church  and  of  the  ministry,  stands  William  Lbhe^  preacher  in 
Neudettelsau  in  Bavaria  ("Drei  Bd.  v.  d.  Kirche,"  2.  A.  1852;  Apho- 
rismen  li.  d.  N.  Th.  Acmter ;  Kirche  u.  Amt. ;  Agende  ;  Der  ev.  Geist- 
liche).  Next  to  him  stands  Aug.  Fred.  Christ.  Vilmar,  who  began, 
1856,  his  academical  labors  in  Marburg  with  **  Theologie  der  Thatsa- 
chen  gegen  die  Theol.  der  Rhetorick ; "  Otto  Krabhe  of  Rostock  (*'  Die 
Lehre  von  d.  SUndo  u.  d.  Tode,"  1838 ;  Vorless.  U.  d.  Leb.  Jesu.  1839 ; 
Die  ev.  Landeskirche  Preussens,  1849) ;  and  Theod.  Kliefothj  member 
of  the  high-consistory  in  Schwerin  ("  Einl.  in  die  Dogmengesch,  1839;" 
Die  ursprlingl.  Gottesdienstordnung  d.  luth.  K.  1847 ;  Acht.  Bd.  v.  d. 
Kirche,  Bd.  I.  1854;  Liturgische  Abhandll.  3  Bde.  1854  ff.)  He 
founded  (1854)  the  "Kirchliche  Zeitschrift"  in  connection  with  the 
jurist  Otto  Mejer  in  Rostock  ("Die  Propaganda  u.  ihre  Provinzen,  2 
Bde.  1853").  —  At  the  head  of  a  third  group,  which  harmonized  with 
the  first  in  the  idea  of  the  ministry,  but  was  peculiarly  characteriiod 
by  the  historical  tendency  of  its  theology,  constituting  a  pcwerful 
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biblical  chiliasm  in  most  emphatic  antithesis  to  Hengstenberg's  Spirit- 
ualism, and  connecting  itself  again  on  this  side  wi^  Ghr.  A.  Cmsint 
and  A.  Bengcl,  stands  /.  Chr,  K,  v.  Uofmann  of  Er^^ngen,  a  theologian 
of  great  significance,  possessing  a  dialectic  talent,  an  acuteness,  a  con* 
nistency  of  system  and  logical  development  of  the  same,  such  as  has 
not  been  possessed  by  any  other  since  Schleiermacher.  In  his  *'  Wcia- 
Bagung  und  Erfdllung  (1841)''  he  appeared  first  as  the  antipode  of 
Hengstenberg's  apprehension  of  the  Old  Testament,  in  that  he  places 
history  and  prophecy  in  the  most  vital  and  mutually  conditioning  rela- 
tion to  each  other,  interprets  both,  as  against  the  usual  Spiritualism, 
in  a  literally  realistic  sense  ^rith  regardless  energy,  and  especially 
seeks  to  understand  prophecy  out  of  its  historical  basis.  In  his 
"Schriftbeweise"  (3  Bde.  2.  A.  1857  ff.)  he  attempted  to  produce  a 
scientific  regeiieraiion  of  the  contents  of  the  faith  of  the  Church  and 
of  Christianity  out  of  the  Scriptures,  but  he  gave  the  same  a  form, 
which  widely  departed  from  the  established  view  of  the  most  important 
fundamental  doctrines,  especially  the  doctrine  of  the  atcmemcnt,  and 
defended  it  as  a  **  Neue  Weise,  alte  Wahrheit  zu  lehren"  (1856)  against 
the  attempt  made  by  Pfdlippi  to  prove  its  unchurchliness.  Thomasius 
and  Harnack  also  testified  against  his  alteration  of  the  churchly  doc- 
trine of  the  atonement.  Ilofmann's  theology,  without  its  dogmatic 
singularities,  found  an  enthusiastic  adherent  and  co-laborer  in  Franz 
Delitzch  of  Erlangen,  the  most  thorough  connoisseur  of  rabbinical 
literature  of  all  the  Christian  literati,  as  rich  in  spirit  as  in  many-sided, 
exquisite  learning,  who,  in  opposition  to  Hofmann's  sober  intellectual 
tendency,  opened  his  theology  to  theosophic  influences,  and  also  com- 
bated his  unchurchly  doctrine  of  the  atonement  (Die  bibl.  proph. 
Theologie,  1845 :  Vier  Bd.  von  der  Kirche,  1847  ;  Auslegungen  des 
Propheten  Ilabakuk,  des  Ilohenliodos,  der  Genesis,  des  Hebriierbriefes  ; 
System  d.  bibl.  Psychoh^pjie,  1855 ;  a  commentary  on  the  Psalms  is  in 
view) — further  in  Michael  Baunujartcn  of  Uostock  (unwillingly  silenced 
in  1858,  I  55,  3),  who  certainly  pushed  Uofnumn's  historical  views  of 
redemption,  especially  in  reference  to  the  future  position  of  Israel, 
even  to  caricature,  and  supplanted  them  with  politico-liberalistic  and 
mystico-fanatical  elements.  lie  wrote:  Theol.  Comment,  zum  Pentat. 
2  Bde.  1843  f. ;  Die  Apostelgesch.  od.  Entwicklungsgung  der  K.  von 
Jerusalem  bis  Kom.  2  Bde.  2.  A.  1859 ;  Die  Nachtgesichte  Sacharja's, 

2  Bde.  1854,  and  a  large  number  of  controversial  writings.  Chr,  Enisi 
Lnlhardt  of  Leipsic  applied  and  developed  Uofmann 's  views  in  the 
province  of  the  New  Testament,  with  much  spirit  (Das  johanneische 
Evang.  nach  sr.  EigenthUmlichk.  geschild,  u.  erkl.  2  Bde.  1853). 

Allied  to  this  tendency,  but  much  more  conservative  and  more 
closely  touching  the  first  group,  are:  Moritz  Drechsler  of  Erlangen 
(oh.  1849),  (Einheit  u.  Echtheit  dor  Genesis,  1838;  Der  Prophet  Jesaia, 

3  Bde.  184d);  —  Paul  Caspari  of  Christiania  (Der  Proph.  Obadja, 
1842;  Bcitr.  zur  Einl.  in  das  Buch  Jesaia,  1S48;  Ueber  den  Proph. 
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Micba  u.  b.  proph.  Schrift,  1852); — Gust.  Friedr,  Oehler  of  Tubingen, 
in  spirit,  learning,  and  independence,  one  of  the  first  among  the  thecv 
logians  of  the  Old  Testament,  on  which  account  it  cannot  be  sufficiently 
regretted  that  he  did  not  complete  bofore  his  death  (1872)  his  *'  Prolegcn 
menen  zur  Theol.  des  A.  T.  1845,"  to  an  exposition  of  the  science  itself. — 
The  theologians  of  Dorpai  established  in  1859  a  **Dt)rpater  Zeitschrift 
fUr  Theol.  u.  Kirche/'  conducted  in  this  spirit.  From  their  midst  has 
gone  forth  Karl  Friedr.  Keil  (now  private  resident  at  Lcipsic),  who  of 
all  Hen gsten berg's  disciples  has  remained  most  faithful  to  the  tendency 
and  to  the  results  of  the  master  in  general.  He  wrote:  Apolog.  Ver- 
such  U.  d.  Bd.  d.  Chronik.  1833 ;  Der  Tempel  Salomons,  1839 ;  Com- 
ment, zu  d.  Bd.  d.  Konige,  1846,  u.  z.  B.  Josua,  1847 ;  Lehrb.  d.  hist, 
krit.  Eml.  ins  A.  T.  2.  A.  1859 ;  Fortsetzung  u.  Neubearbeitung  der 
Hilverneck'schen  Kinleit,  ins  A.  T.  1855  f. ;  Bibl.  ArchUologie.  Bd.  I. 
1858.  (A  condensed  exegetical  Handbook  to  the  entire  Old  Testament 
is  awaited  from  him). — Still  another  important  theologian  may  also  be 
mentioned  here,  who  was  at  first  a  Lutheran,  but  then,  resigning  his 
professorship  at  Marburg,  embraced  Irvingianism,  viz.  U.  With.  Josias 
Thiersch  (Vorless.  u.  Protestsm.  u.  Katholicism,  2.  A.  1848 ;  Versuch 
Eur  Herstellung  des  hist.  Standpunktes  fur  die  Kritik  d.  N.  Th.  Schrif- 
ten,  gegen  Baur,  1845 ;  Die  Kirche  im  apost.  Zeitalter,  2.  A.  1858). 
As  Irvingite  he  was  invested  with  the  office  of  an  angel ;  but  when  it 
was  endeavored  to  promote  him  to  the  office  of  an  apostle,  he  was  not 
able  to  decide  to  accept  this  honor. 

The  Lutheran  confession  and  Lutheran  theology  also  found  important 
representatives  in  distinguished  jurists  possessing  theological  author- 
ship. Here  belongs  first  of  all:  Karl  Friedr.  Gbschel  (J  53,  1,  2;  54, 
6;  56,  3,  4),  privy  councillor  at  Berlin,  then  consistorial  president  at 
Magdeburg,  from  which  position  he  was  forced  by  the  revolution  of 
March  1848.  His  oldest  work,  published  anonymously  by  Tholuck: 
"Cacilius  u.  Octavius,  1828,"  is  of  an  apologetical  character.  He 
appears  as  a  disciple  of  Ilegcl  in :  Aphorismen  liber  Nichtwissen  u. 
ftbsol.  Wissen,  1829 ;  Der  Monismus  de?  Glaubens,  1832 ;  Hegel  u.  s. 
Zeit  mit  Rlicksicht  auf  Giithe,  1832.  After  Hegel's  death  he  defended 
the  Christian  character  of  his  philosophy  in  several  treatises.  Directed 
against  Dav.  Strauss  is :  Bcitrage  zur  specul.  Theol.  v.  Gott,  d.  Men- 
schen  u.  d.  Gottmenschen,  1838.  His  Christian  juristic  stand-point 
is  expressed  in  the  **  Zerstreuten  Blattern  as  den  Hand-ut  HuUs-acten 
ftines  Juristen,  3  Bde.  1832  ff."  and  "Der  Eid  nach  a.  Princip,  Begirff 
u.  Gebra'iche,  1837."  He  also  endeavors  to  develop  deep  Christian 
views  out  of  Gothe's  writings  in  his  "  Unterhaltungen  zur  Schilderuug 
Oothescher  Dicht-und  Denkweise,  3  Bde.  1834."  He  devoted  the  same 
talent  with  more  objective  truth  to  Dante's  poems :  "  Ans  Dante  Aligh. 
gottl.  Kom.  1834 ;  Dante's  Unterweisung  Uber  Weltschoppung  u. 
Weltordnung,  1842,"  etc.  To  his  specifically  Lutheran  period  belong: 
'  Ueber  die  Bedentung  der  lutb.  K.  u.  ihr  Yerhaltn.  zur  allg.  K.  a. 
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lum  Staate,  1849  ;  Zur  Lehre  von  d.  letzen  Dingen,  1850 ;  Der  Daahs 
mu8  evang.  Kirchenverfass,  1S52 ;  Der  Mensch  nach  lieib,  Seole  u. 
Geist,  1850 ;  Der  Concord ienformel  nach  Gesch.,  Lehre  u.  Bedent, 
1858."  —  Fn'edr.  Jul.  Stahlj  born  of  Jewish  parents  at  Munich,  Pro£ 
of  law  at  Erhingen  and  Berlin,  since  1^2  member  of  the  Berlin  high« 
consistory,  from  whose  transactions,  however,  he  voluntarily  withdrew 
in  1857  ;  since  1849,  in  connection  with  Ernst  Ludw,  p.  Gerlach^  leader 
of  the  high-church,  aristocratic  reaction  party  in  the  Prussian  cham- 
bers, and  its  eloquent  orator ;  also  permanent  vice-president  of  the 
evangelical  church  diet.  His  chief  work :  "  Philosophie  des  Rechts, 
3  Bde.  1830  ff.  3.  A.  1854  ff."  endeavors  to  build  a  system  of  law  and 
of  the  State  upon  the  basis  of  the  Christian  revelation.  Schelling's 
philosophy  exerted  a  great  influence  upon  the  form  of  the  first  edition, 
but  none  at  all  upon  the  later  ones.  In  his  treatise:  *' Die  Kirchen- 
verfassung  nach  Lehre  und  Recht  der  Protest.  1840,"  he  declares  the 
episcopal  system  to  be  the  only  authorized  one.  Distinguished  among 
bis  later  church-political  writings  arc :  '*  Ucber  den  christl.  Staat  u.  8. 
Verhaltn.  zum  Dcismus  und  Judenth,  1847  ;  Der  Protestantism,  all 
politisches  Princip.  4.  A.  1854;  Wide-  Bunson,  1. — 3.  A.  1856." 


III.  ROMAN  CATHOLICISM. 

J 57.  ROMAN  CATHOLICISM  IN  GENERAL.** 

The  Papacy^  which  was  trampled  into  the  dust  but  not  hum- 
bled by  Napoleon  I.,  was  restored  (1814)  by  the  allied  princes 
of  all  confessions,  and  since  then  the  popes  have  maintained  the 
hierarchical  principle  for  the  most  part  with  power  and  dignity. 
Many  deep  wounds,  it  is  true,  have  been  indicted  upon  the 
papacy,  but  new  hopes  and  new  prospects  have  been  opened  to 
it.  But  while  on  the  north  side  of  the  Alps  Ulramontanism 
won  victory  after  victory,  the  papacy  suffered  in  Italy  one  de- 
feat after  another.  And  during  the  sessions  of  the  Vatican 
Council  which  completed  its  deification,  the  entire  glory  of  ltd 
worldly  power  fell.  The  States  of  the  Church  were  stricken  from 
the  roll  of  the  European  nations,  and  Rome  became  the  capital 
of  the  Kingdom  of  Italy,  now  united  under  the  Sardinian 
sceptre.  Home  Missions  developed  an  activMty  rich  in  efforts 
and  results  under  the  revival  of  the  orders  devoted  to  this  ser- 
vice and  through  the  establishment  of  new  unions  to  this  end. 
The  zeal  for  Heathen  Missions  was  also  rekindled.     The  onlj 
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thing  to  be  lamented  in  this  is  the  ultramontaLe  narrnw-h^arted- 
ness,  which  preferred  to  force  itself  with  its  missions  in  a  dis- 
tarbing  way  just  where  Protestant  missions  had  already  put  in 
the  sickle  to  cut  the  harvest.  Roman  Catholicism  made  the 
greatest  and  most  successful  efforts  to  establish  itself  in  Protestant 
territory  in  England,  North  America,  and  in  the  South  Sea. 
Roman  Catholic  theology  made  great  advances  in  France,  and 
especially  in  Germany  (where  Protestant  science  exerted  an  in- 
fluence on  its  development). 

1.  The  Papacy.  —  Napoleon  concluded,  as  first  consul  of  the  French 
republic,  a  concordat  (1801)  with  Pius  VII.  (1800-23),  who  had  been 
elected  pope  at  Venice  under  Austrian  protection,  according  to  which 
the  church  property  reverted  to  the  State,  the  sworn  priests  (although 
again  eligible)  resigned,  the  pope  again  resumed  his  ecclesiastical  and 
temporal  rights,  but  no  papal  bull  could  be  published  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  government  in  France,  and  the  bishops  were  to  be  nomi- 
nated by  the  government.  The  pope  crowned  the  consul  as  emperor 
of  France  (1804),  but  as  he  still  continued  to  adhere  to  his  hierarchical 
principles,  the  emperor  again  (1808)  U)ok  possession  of  the  papal  terri- 
tory, and  declared  that  the  donation  of  his  predecessor  Charles  was 
taken  back  (1809).  The  pope  rejected  the  proffered  annuity  of  two 
millions  francs  as  an  insult,  placed  the  emperor  under  the  bann,  and 
was  taken  as  a  prisoner  to  Fontainebleau.  A  National  Council  at 
Paris  (1811)  was  wrecked  on  the  obstinacy  of  the  pope.  He  made,  it 
is  true,  concessions  in  a  new  concordat  (1813),  but  he  immediately  re- 
gretted them  and  took  them  back.  He  was,  finally,  in  1814,  restored 
by  the  allied  princes  to  the  full  possei^sion  of  his  spiritual  and  temporal 
rights,  and  in  May  of  the  same  year  he  returned  to  Rome.  One  of  the 
first  of  his  official  acts  was  the  restoration  of  the  Jesrtits  by  the  bull 
Sollicitudo  omnium,  as  occasioned  by  the  almost  unanimous  request 
of  entire  Christendom.  In  1815  he  formally  protested  against  the  acts 
of  the  congress  of  Vienna,  especially  an;ainst  the  dissolution  of  the 
German  empire,  which  had  been  determined  on  there,  because  it 
abolished  the  previously  existing  spiritual  principalities.  His  protest 
against  the  refusal  of  Ferdinand  IV.  (I.)  of  Naples,  to  continue  to  pay 
the  usual  tribute,  was  equally  without  effect,  because  generally  all 
relations  of  tribute  had  ceased  to  exist  (1816).  In  the  same  year  fol- 
lowed a  condemnation  of  the  Bible  societies  as  a  pest  of  Christendom, 
and  a  prohibition  of  translations  of  the  Bible.  He  was  succeeded  by 
T^o  XII.  (1823-29).  Being  more  rigid  in  his  administration  of  the 
government  than  his  predecessor,  he  also  condemned  the  Bible  socie- 
ties, re-established  the  prisons  of  the  inquisition,  and  celebrated  the 
year  of  jubilee  (1825)  with  a  much  larger  indulgence,  because  the 
selebration  of  the  year  1800  had  been  neglected.  After  Iit^  VIII. '« 
75* 
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reign  of  eight  months,  Gregory  XVI.  (1831-46)  ascended  the  papai 
throne,  and  endeavored  to  maintain  the  hierarchical  idea  with  earnest- 
ness and  honor  amid  the  disorders  at  home  and  the  distractions  abroad. 
The  spreading  Liberalism  of  the  Carbonari  revolt  was  suppressed  bj 
Austrian  military  intervention,  but  the  liberalistio  fermentation  of 
young  Italy  continued.     Pius  IX.  ascended  the  papal  chair  in  1846, 
the  2r)9th  pope  according  to  Roman  reckoning.     Whilst  he  seemed  to 
wish  that  in  church  affairs  everything  should  remain  as  it  had  been, 
and  also  as  occasion  offered  pronounced  against  the  Bible  societies,  he 
began  a  thorough  reformation  of  the  affairs  of  the  government  in  a 
liberal  sense,  and  nourished  the  hope  of  young  Italy,  that  by  his  me- 
diation the  national  independence  and  political  unity  of  Italy  would 
be  restored.     Thus,  however,  he  only  increased  the  storm  that  soon 
burst  upon  his  own  head.     The  endless  huzzah  **  Erviva  Pio  nono  I " 
ended  with  the  flight  of  the  pope,  which  was  80<m  followed  (1849)  by 
the  priK^lamation  of  a  Roman  republic,  in  spite  of  bann  and  interdict. 
The  arms  of  the  young  French  republic  disturbed  the  short  dream  by 
the  conquest  of  Rome  in  behalf  of  the  restoration  of  the  temporal 
power  of  the  (>ope,  and  the  Austrians  occupied  the  legations.     But  on 
account  of  the  inextricable  distractions  of  Italy,  the  pope  was  not  able 
to  return  to  the  eternal  city  until  April,  1850.   Since  then  the  p*apacy, 
althi>ugh  it  has  been  supported  at  its  own  hearth  only  by  French 
and  Austrian  bayonets,  and  has  suffered  new  defeats  in  old  Catholio 
countries,  like  Sardinia  and  Spain,  has,  nevertheless,  gained  a  signifi- 
cance and  influence,  especially  in  Germany,  such  as  it  had  not  had  for 
centuries.     Already,  during  the  time  of  his  exile  at  Gaeta,  Pius  pub- 
lisheil  a  solemn  declaration  concerning  the  immaculaic  conception  of 
Jke  vii'ijin  Mary,  to  whose  mighty  protection  he  attrlbutevl  his  deliver- 
ance, and  after  his  return  the  realization  of  tiiis  declaration  lav  nearest 
to   his   heart.     To  convene  a  general  ci«unoil.  to  which  w*.iuld  have 
worthily  belonseii  the  honor  and  task  of  determining  and  establishing 
a  doixma   emphatically   rejected    by  St.  Bernhard   and    St.  Thomas, 
stHMiunl.  it  is  true,  even  to  the  nmiantic  Pius,  as  to<.»  hazardous.    It  waa 
supplioti  by  a  ci»nference  of  bishops  especially  iuviied  fur  the  purpose, 
an<l  i»n  the  8th  December,  lSo4.  the  jH>j^»e  prvH.*laimed,  after  the  solemn 
celebr;iti«»n  K^i  the  mass  in  the  Sixtine  chapel,  with  a  i»»ud  voice,  the 
great  Joy  which  was  bestowe<i  up*m  Christendom,  and  placed  a  costlv 
briliiunt  diaitem  up^^n  the  head  of  the  ima^r^  of  the  queen  of  heaven. 
The  disciple's  of  St.  Thomas  remained  silent  at  this  pmciii^al  imputa- 
tion .'t'  heresy  cast  up^^n  their  master,  a  few  single  voices,  which  pro- 
test e  I.  wert*  not  heard,  the  bisht^ps  of  all  R..'auin  Cathi4ie  couutriefl 
prvH*laime«i  the  new  dogma,  the  thet^logians  defei^ded  it,  and  the  fond- 
ness v»f  the  pe^^ple  for  spectacles  rejoiced  in  pk-aip^^us  fe:ttivals  in  honor 
of  Marv.** 

2.  The  ^vi>/i/  <)•  Jfsns,  after  it*  abolition  by  Clemens  XIV..  coo- 
tinaed  to  exist  partly  in  secret,  piurtly  finding  a  retuge  in  the  anier  of 
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ahe  Liguarians  or  Redempiionisfs,  This  order  (J  44, 2)  obtaiii(d  thereby 
an  importance,  which  it  was  not  able  formerly  tu  acquire,  but  which 
it  has  since  known  how  to  preserve,  especially  through  zealous  instruo 
tion  of  the  young.  The  restored  order  of  the  Jesuits,  however,  carried 
with  it  the  inheritance  of  bitter  hatred  and  suspicion  from  the  past 
into  the  present.  Besides,  it  was  not  able  to  regain  the  scientific  im- 
portance of  former  ages,  and  it  also  was  deficient  in  eminent  men. 
But  these  deficiencies  were  compensated  by  an  indestructible  perse- 
verance and  elasticity,  combined  with  unwearying  activity.  Neverthe- 
less*, it  seemed  not  to  be  a  match  for  the  storm  of  Liberalism,  which 
broke  upon  it  from  all  sides,  in  spite  of  all  the  praise  of  ultramontane 
theologians,  bishops,  and  statesmen.  The  revolution  of  July  1830 
forced  the  Jesuits  first  out  of  France,  and  when  they  still  continued  to 
exist  there  under  the  protection  of  the  bishops,  the  chambers  and  the 
government  united  against  them,  and  Gregory  XVI.  was  compelled  to 
influence  their  general  voluntarily  to  abolish  all  their  colleges  in 
France,  The  chief  seat  of  the  order  was  in  Roman  Catholic  Switzer- 
land, but  the  unfortunate  issue  of  the  war  of  1847  drove  them  also  out 
of  this  fastness,  and  Pius  IX.  was  compelled  even  to  approve  of  their 
banishment  from  the  States  of  the  Church.  The  revolutionary  year  of 
1848  threatened  the  order  with  entire  extinction,  forced  it  out  of  Ba- 
varia and  Austria,  and  only  allowed  it  to  be  undisturbed  in  Belgium. 
But  the  restoration  of  1850  secured  for  it  the  return  into  all  the  Roman 
Catholic  countries  excepting  Sardinia.  Since  then  the  disciples  of  St. 
Loyola  have  been  renewed  **as  eagles,*'  and  they  now  travel  through 
the  countries,  laboring  by  preaching  to  Roman  Catholic  Ultramontan- 
ists  their  f&itli,  and  to  convert  Protestants.  Pius  IX.  also,  under  whose 
auspices  Augustine  ^Uheiner  (Gesch.  d.  Pontificates  Clemens  XIV.  2 
Bde.  Par.  1853)  directed  the  heavy  artillery  of  history  taken  "from 
the  secret  archive*  of  the  Vatican"  against  them,  surrendered  public 
instruction  to  them  again. 

The  other  orders  also  succumbed,  at  least  for  a  time,  in  most  of  the 
States,  to  the  storms  of  the  revolution.  Joseph  II.  made  the  beginning 
by  secularizing  more  than  500  monasteries,  and  by  condemning  the 
remainder  to  a  slow  extinction.  France  decreed,  Nov.  2,  1789,  the 
abolition  of  all  orders  and  monasteries,  and  in  1802  almost  all  monas- 
teries were  dissolved  under  Napoleon's  auspices  also  in  the  German 
empire.  However,  Napoleon  restored,  from  motives  of  expediency,  the 
institute  of  the  merciful  sisters,  whose  scattered  remnants  he  collected 
under  the  superintendence  of  the  empress-mother  into  a  general  chap« 
ter  in  Paris  (1807).  In  Portugal  and  Spain  also,  as  lately  in  Sardinia, 
the  death-penalty  has  been  pronounced  upon  all  monasteries  (cf.  J.  58, 
1,  2).  New  monasteries  arose  only  in  France,  Bavaria,  as  also  in  Eng- 
land and  North  America. 

Worthy  yet  of  special  mention  is  the  restoration  of  the  Order  of 
Trappists.    When  the  brothers  were  driven  from  La  Ti  ippe  in  1 791, 
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the  canton  Freiburp;  offered  them  an  asylum.  The  then  master  of 
uovices,  Augustine  [Henry  de  Lestrange),  eHtablished  now  a  new  monaa> 
terj  at  VaisainU  (which  Pius  YI.  raised  to  an  abbey  in  1794),  and  in 
Wallis  even  a  nunnery,  into  which,  among  others  also,  the  princess 
Itouise  de  Conde  was  received.  The  order  flourished  again  here,  and 
had  several  colonies  also  outside  of  Switzerland.  But  through  the  in- 
vasion of  the  French  in  1798  it  was  also  driven  out  of  Yalsainte.  Au- 
gustine now  obtained  permission  from  the  Russian  emperor  Paul  I.  for 
his  brethren  to  emigrate  to  West  Russia,  Poland,  and  Litthauen.  But 
they  were  compelled  already  in  1800  to  leave  Russia.  Augustine  tra- 
relied  through  Europe  and  even  America,  enduring  unspeakable  hard- 
ships, in  order  that  he  might  provide  for  his  associates.  After  the  fall 
of  Napoleon  he  purchased  again  the  nunnery  of  La  Trappe,  and  or- 
ganized it  as  the  mother-monastery  of  a  multitude  of  new  settlements 
in  and  outside  of  France,  so  that  the  order  spread  through  him  as  it  had 
never  before  (ob,  1827).  The  Trappists  have  even  colonized  in  Algiers. 
Very  numerous,  even  numberless,  are  the  Brotherhoods  and  Sister- 
koodsy  which  have  been  formed  since  the  restoration  of  1814.  France 
especially  has  exhibited  in  this  sphere  an  unparalleled  fruitfulness 
and  a  wonderful  inventive  faculty  in  abstruse  names  for  the  same. 
Wortliy  of  special  distinction  is  the  Congregation  of  the  poor  Schoolr 
gislers  in  Bavaria,  which  was  formed  (1834)  through  the  efforts  of 
Bishop  Mich,  Wittmann  of  Regeusburg,  a  pupil  and  friend  of  Sailer, 
This  congregation  has  not  only  founded,  during  the  brief  time  of  its 
existence,  about  40  settlements  with  numerous  female  schools  in  Bava- 
ria, but  it  hus  also  already  established  itself  in  other'  German  Roman 
Catholic  countries  (Wurtemberg,  Silesia,  Bohemia),  and  even  in  North 
America  (Baltimore). 

3.  Proseb/tism.  (Cf.  H<ieninghaiis,  chronol.  Verzeichniss  d.  denkw. 
Bekehrun(];on  zur  kath.  K.  Aschaffb.  1837. — Nitzsch,  Ursachen,  etc.,  in 
the  doutsch.  Ztschr.  1851,  Nr.  20.)  — In  the  twilijjht  of  Romanticism 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  appeared  as  the  crystallized  middle  ages 
clothed  with  fresh  glory,  whilst  the  unpretentious  chararter  of  the 
Protestant  Church,  especially  in  its  then  prevailing  rationalistic  garb, 
was  offensive  to  imaginative  minds.  Transition  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Chnreh  lay,  therefore,  in  the  current  of  the  spirit  of  the  age.  which 
carried  away  many  of  the  noblest  contemporaries.  The  most  distin- 
guished converts  of  this  century  are,  besides  Stolberg  (J  44,  5),  Fr, 
Schlrgely  who  was  influenced  by  romantic  poetry  as  unfolded  in  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  (1808)  ;  Adam  Miilier,  who  was  led  to  take 
the  samn  stop  by  romantic  poetry  in  connection  with  romantic  views 
of  tho  State  (180'))  :  further,  K.  L.  r,  HaUcr,  the  restorer  of  the  science 
of  politics  according  to  medineval-feudalistic  and  territorialistic  princi- 
ples (1820) :  Jarrke  and  Phillips,  who  walked  in  his  footsteps  (1824) ; 
/•ViVir.  Hurler,  the  biographer  of  Innocent  III.,  formerly  superin- 
tendent at  Zurich  (1844) ;  the  biased  noyelist  Ida,  Countess  Hahn-Hahn; 
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the  publicist  Frans  von  Florencourt;  the  Church  historian  Gfr6rtT 
(18^3) ;  the  radical  liegelian  Daumer  (1858) ;  and  the  Berlin  licentiate 
Hugo  Ldmnur,  —  On  the  other  hand,  concern  for  the  salvation  of  the 
Boul,  which  found  no  satisfaction  in  Roman  Catholic  self-righteousness, 
led  a  number  of  pious  men  {Martin  Boas,  Gossnery  Henhftfer,  etc.)  to 
embrace  the  Protestant  doctrine  concerning  the  Bible  and  justification, 
and  from  here  in  part  into  the  Protestant  Church.  Still  greater  wan 
the  number  of  proselytes,  who  were  led  into  the  Protestant  Church  by 
Rationalism :  their  names  have  already  passed  into  forge tfulneas.  In 
later  times  the  proselytism  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  has  been 
most  successful  in  North  America  and  in  England.  On  the  other  hand, 
she  has  continually  sustained  the  greatest  losses  in  France,  Ireland, 
Bohemia,  and  Sardinia,  and  is  only  able  to  suppress  Protestant  sym- 
pathies  in  Italy  by  the  use  of  the  prison,  house  of  correction,  and 
police. 

The  decision  of  the  Church  in  the  Mortara  affair  (1858)  created  a 
great  excitement.  The  eight  year  old  son  of  the  Jew  Mortara  of  Bo- 
logne  w^as  forcibly  torn  from  his  parents  by  the  bailiffs  of  St.  Officio, 
and  taken  to  Rome,  because  his  Christian  nurse  iiad  said  that  she  had 
baptized  him  two  years  before,  when  he  was  dangerously  sick.  In 
vain  were  the  prayers  and  tears  of  the  parents ;  in  vain  the  cry  of  in- 
dignation, which  was  raised  in  all  Europe;  in  vain  all  intercession ; 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  gives  baptism  the  character  indelebilis, 
and  the  pope  declared  that  he  could  not  change  the  laws  of  the  Church. 
The  pious  nurse,  however,  who  knew  so  well  how  to  proselytize,  was 
not  censured  by  the  laws  of  the  Church. 

4.  Ultramonianism,  —  The  mild,  irenical,  and  profound  mysticism 
of  the  noble  Bishop  Sailer  (ob.  1832)  met  with  a  warm  reception  at 
the  beginning  of  this  period  in  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of  Ger- 
many. But  the  indifference  of  this  school  towards  ecclesiastical  works, 
its  deep  affinity  with  Protestant  Pietism,  and  the  undisguised  procli- 
vity of  some  of  ita  adherents  to  the  Protestant  principle  of  the  Bible 
and  of  justification,  brought  it  into  discredit  with  the  hierarchy  and 
its  representatives,  and  called  forth  the  antithesis  of  an  Ultramontanism 
ever  becoming  more  sharp.  The  master  humbled  himself  like  F6n61on ; 
the  disciples  withdrew  into  the  quiet  closet,  and  gradually  became  ex- 
tinct. Greater  favor  was  shown  by  the  Ultramontancs  to  another  form 
of  mysticism,  which  expressed  itself  in  the  miraculous  cures  of  the 
Prince  HohenJohe  (since  1820)  and  in  the  scars  of  the  nun  Anna 
Catharine  Emmerich  in  the  monastery  at  Diilmen  in  Westphalia  (oh, 
1824).  In  her  latter  years  the  poet  Clemens  Brentano  sat  at  her  feet, 
reverencing  her  as  a  saint,  listening  to  her  revelations  concerning  the 
life  and  sufferings  of  the  Saviour  and  his  mother,  about  which  she  was 
able  to  give  the  most  exa<"t  information  as  to  time  and  place,  day  and 
hour,  as  also  the  most  unessential  particulars  (ex.  gr.  the  fashion  and 
color  of  the  clothes  of  the  co-workers).    Brentano  published  fr:)m  hit 
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notes  of  these  visions  taken  down  with  great  care,  '*  Dac^  bittere  Leidea 
unseies  Ilerrn  J.  Chr.  1833,  6.  A.  1842."  The  whole  of  the  remainder 
is'now  being  published  Under  the  supervision  of  a  **  pious  and  learned 
monk."  —  In  the  third  decade  of  this  century  the  opposition  of  the 
ultramontane  party  was  directed  especially  against  the  liberal  and 
noble,  but  certainly  latitudinarian.  Baron  v.  Wessenberfff  the  friend 
and  successor  of  the  celebrated  K.  v,  Dalberg,  in  the  bishopric  of  Con- 
stance. Fius  VII.  decidedly  refused  to  give  his  sanction.  The  govern- 
ment of  Baden,  however,  protected  him  in  the  exercise  '"f  his  office,  until 
1827,  when,  in  consequence  of  a  concordat  with  the  pope,  the  bishopric 
of  Constance  was  abolished.  Since  then  Wessenberg  has  lived  as  a 
private  citizen  in  Baden,  and  has  offended  the  Ultramontanes  by  pub- 
lishing a  profound  ''Geschichte  der  groszen  Kirchenversammlungea 
des  15.  u.  IG.  Jahrh.  Konst.  1840,  4  Bde."  Uitramontanism  also  at- 
tempted to  crush  the  excellent  Hirscher  in  Freiburg,  but  the  noble  and 
also  churchly  conduct  of  the  man  put  their  efforts  to  shame.  Within 
the  last  decades  Uitramontanism  has  gained  in  power,  and  possesses 
also  able  scientific  representatives.  Its  chief  seat  was  Bavaria,  its 
chief  champion  the  always  armed  Jos,  von  G6rrea  of  Munich,  who 
once  apotheosized  the  revolution,  then  mediaeval  feudalism,  hierarcb- 
ism,  and  mysticism,  and  bewailed  the  Reformation  as  a  second  fall 
(o6. 1848).  He  established  (1838)  the  "  IIi»torisch-politischen  Bl'atter," 
at  whose  command  (especially  under  Edm.  Jdi^t/'s  present  direction) 
stands  an  unsurpassed  versatility  sparkling  with  spirit,  wit,  and  ridi- 
cule. The  most  celebrated  organs  of  Uitramontanism  next  to  it,  are 
the  Paris  Univers  by  Veuilloi,  and  the  Civilt^  Cattolica,  edited  by  the 
Jesuits  at  Naples,  then  at  Rome.  The  talented  Count  Jos.  de  Maisire, 
Sardinian  ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg  (ob,  1821),  recognized  in  the 
infallibility  of  the  pope  the  life-principle  of  all  history  (Du  Papa;  De 
r^glise  Gallicane;  Soir6cs  do  St.  Petersb.).  The  gigantic  lie,  that 
Protestantism  is,  in  its  inmost  essence,  not  only  ecclesiastically,  but 
also  politically  revolutionary,  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  Roman  Catho- 
licism is  the  only  defence  of  States  against  revolution  and  democracy, 
is  still  dished  up  anew  with  unblushing  audacity,  in  spite  of  the  thou- 
sand-fold testimony  of  history  against  it,  and  (so  true  is  the  old  pro 
verb:  Calumniare  audacter,  etc.)* it  is  also  believed. 

5.  National  ItdiijioHS  Liberalism.  —  Whilst  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  on  the  one  hand,  Uitramontanism  was  continually  intensified 
and  spread,  on  the  other,  anti-hierarchical  Liberalism  mad'*  itself  felt 
more  and  more.  Unions  of  clergymen  were  formed  in  Silesia  (since 
1826)  and  in  South  Germany  (1830),  which  agitated  the  abolition  of 
celihrvcy  without  rA«»ult.  The  priest  Lamennais  in  Paris,  formerly  a 
jealous  adherent  of  the  restoration  and  of  absolutism,  became  in  July 
1830  the  enthusiastic  ap<jstle  of  Liberalism.  A  preacher  of  universal 
ouman  rights,  he  would  have  transplanted  political  radicalism  into  the 
beart  of  Christianity,  and  surrounded  it  with  the  halo  of  Roman  C^ 
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iholicism.  The  journal  TAvenir  became  the  orgai  bf  a  schotl  formed 
around  him,  and  his  Paroles  d'un  crojant  (1834),  aciording  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  pope  a  book  "  small  in  compass,  but  enormous  in  wicked- 
ness/'  written  in  the  most  exalted  prophetic  style,  created  a  great 
excitement.  But  the  unnatural  union  of  that  which  was  absolutely 
irreconcilable,  could  not  continue.  His  school  gradually  became  ex* 
tinct,^and  Lamennais  himself  continually  approached  the  principles 
of  modern  Socialism  (06.  1854).  Likewise  as  a  result  of  the  revolution 
of  July  (1830)  the  Abb^  Chatel  of  Paris  established  a  so-called  French 
Catholic  Church,  whose  rationalistic  poverty  only  survived  to  1842. 
Nobler  and  more  earnest,  but  equally  without  result,  was  the  anti- 
hierarchical  efforts  of  the  Abb6  Hehen  in  Brussels.  His  apostolio 
Catholic  Church  was  dissolved  (1837) ;  its  remnants  embraced  Pro- 
testantism. Of  a  more  threatening  character  were  the  founding  of  a 
German  Catholic  Church  in  1844.  In  August  of  this  year  Bishop  Ar- 
noldi  of  Treves  exhibited  the  holy  seamless  coat  of  Christ  preserved 
there  (cf.  /.  Gildemeister  u.  H.  v.  Si/bel;  Der  h.  Rock  zu  Trier  und  die 
20  audern  h.  ungenahten  Rocke.  Diisseld.  2.  A.  1844)  for  the  adoration 
of  the  faithful,  and  thereby  attracted  hundreds  of  thousands  of  pilgrims 
to  Treves.  A  suspended  priest,  John  Ronge,  at  that  time  family  tutor 
at  LaurahUtte  in  Silesia,  published  in  October  a  letter  to  Arnold!  in 
the  Saxun  journals,  in  which,  under  sparkling  and  empty  phrases,  he 
denounced  the  trade  in  relics  like  a  Luther  of  the  19th  century. 
Earlier  already,  preacher  John  Czerski  of  SchneidemUhl  in  Poland  had 
renounced  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  (1844),  and  now,  still  indepen- 
dent of  the  Rongean  movement,  he,  with  his  congregation,  published 
a  "Christian-apostolic-Catholic"  confession  of  faith,  which  agrees  in 
its  negations  with  the  principles  of  the  evangelical  Church,  without, 
however,  acknowledging  its  affirmation  (the  doctrine  of  justification), 
but,  nevertheless,  for  the  rest,  wishing  to  hold  fast  to  the  fundamental 
truths  of  Christianity.  Meanwhile,  Ronge's  letter  was  discussed  in 
all  the  journals,  and  since  the  beginning  of  1845  German  Catholic 
congregations  were  formed  throughout  Germany  (except  in  Bavaria  and 
Austria),  which  became  the  rendezvous  of  all  kinds  of  religious  Liber- 
alism (in  part  also  from  the  Protestant  Church).  A  so-called  general 
convocation  at  Leipsic  in  March  1845,  which  was  to  give  a  constitution 
and  confession  to  the  new  church,  brought  to  light  its  lamentable  reli- 
gious Nihilism.  Czerski,  who  at  least  would  not  reject  the  divinity  of 
Christ,  repudiated  the  Leipsic  resolutions.  Ronge,  however,  marched 
in  triumph  through  Germany,  whereby  his  hollowness  and  communis- 
tic tendency  was  revealed  more  and  more.  The  better  portion  of  his 
adherents  began  to  be  ashamed  of  their  enthusiasm  for  the  new  re- 
former. His  congregations  in  great  part  divided  among  themselves, 
maiiy  were  dissolved,  many  of  the  leaders  cast  off  the  roligious  mask, 
and  endeavored  to  regain  their  lost  respect  amid  the  rev  ilutionary  di* 
orders  of  1848  as  communistic  and  republican  reformers    T  je  restore 
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iion  which  followed  put  an  end  to  its  needy  remnants.  (Cf.  Edieiu 
Bauer,  G3sch.  d.  deutsch-kath.  K.  Meiss.  1845. —  W.A  Lampadius,  d« 
deutsch-kath.  Bewegung.     Lpz.  1846.) 

6.  The  Unions. — The  stormy  years  of  1848  and  1849  brought  great 
hopes  and  great  dangers  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of  Germany, 
especially  the  hope  of  entire  emancipation  from  the  State  and  the 
danger  of  enslavement  to  the  despotism  of  a  Liberalism  hostile.to  the 
Church.  But  its  representatives  knew  how  to  steer  skilfully  between 
Scylla  and  Charybdis.  To  secure  the  first,  they  negotiated  with  the 
democracy ;  to  avoid  the  last,  with  the  reaction ;  and  they  were  sue 
cessful  in  gaining  advantages  from  both.  In  Nov.  1848  the  German 
buihops  assembled  at  Wwrzburg  to  consult  together  concerning  the  best 
way  to  proceed  in  this  critical  period.  Unchangeable  faithfulness  to 
Rome  was  the  first  point  settled;  voluntary  co-operation  with  the 
"political  regeneration'' of  the  fatherland,  the  second;  thankful  mo- 
coptance  of  the  promise  of  unconditional  freedom  of  conscience  (in 
the  fundamental  rights  of  the  Frankfurt  parliament)  in  order  to  ao- 
complish  the  most  complete  independence  of  the  Church  and  absolute 
control  of  national  education  from  the  elementary  to  the  high-schools, 
the  third.  They  recognized  the  restoration  of  diocesan  synods  as  an 
important  means  to  elevate  the  clergy  and  to  restore  church  discipline ; 
but  the  holy  Father  considered  the  means  as  at  that  time  doubtful. 
Shortly  before  this,  however,  an  institute  of  far-reaching  significance 
had  been  founded,  in  which  also, — and  prominently, — the  laity  were  to 
co-operate,  viz.  the  Pius-union^  a  Roman  Catholic  counterpart  of  the 
Protestant  Church  Diet.  Soon  after  the  days  of  March,  unions  were 
formed  at  several  places  in  Germany,  having  for  their  object  the  pro- 
tection and  advancement  of  Roman  Cutholio  interests.  At  the  next 
anniversary  of  the  building  of  the  Cathedral  at  Cologne  (Aug.  1848), 
the  members  of  several  of  these  unions  met  together  and  resolved 
upon  a  general  convocation  in  Oct.  1848  at  Mayenoe,  where  the  first 
uuion  of  this  kind  was  formed  under  the  name  of  Pius-union.  Here 
all  the  single  unions  were  formed  into  a  great  collective  union  under 
the  name  o'i  '*  Catholic  Union  of  Gtrmany ;''  although  in  practice  the 
aliorter  name  of  Ptus-union  has  been  preferred.  To  direct  the  business 
of  the  collective  union,  one  of  the  single  unions  was  to  be  chosen  every 
time  from  the  annual  general  convocation,  which  was  called  **Vorart." 
The  object  of  the  union  was:  the  obtaining  ami  maintaining  of  the 
freedom  *>!'  the  Church  and  control  k^(  the  same  over  the  schools;  na- 
tional culture  in  the  Roman  Catholic  spirit  and  pnictice  of  Christian 
meroy  ;  as  fundamental  law  obetlience  to  the  }v>pe  and  to  the  episco- 
pate;  pacific  j>i)siure  towards  the  State  and  towanis  every  existing 
form  o\'  g  »vernment,  so  far  as  the  rights  of  the  Church  were  not  thereby 
prejudice*!:  and  d*»fensive.  not  aggressive  ^H»sture  u^war'is  the  non- 
Catholic  confessions.  The  mother  of  GihI  was  chosen  to  be  the  patrouesa 
9f  the  uuior.     Every  member  bound  himself  to  repeat  a  daily  Pftter^ 
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Dosier  and  Ave  Maria  to  further  the  objects  of  the  union.  At  the  se- 
cond meeting  at  Breslau  a  letter  was  received  from  the  pope,  in  which 
he  gave  his  approbation  and  blessing.  The  meeting  at  Vienna  (1853), 
however,  had  to  acknowledge,  that  it  had  not  succeeded  in  attracting 
the  masses,  for  only  the  same  faces  were  present.  The  meeting  at 
Cologne  (1854)  became  discordant,  because  the  Comity  refused  to  give 
the  Prussian  government  a  guarantee  of  abstinence  from  political 
utterances  and  confessional  polemics.  The  ninth  general  meeting  at 
Salzburg  (1857)  was  a  living  testimonium  paupertatis,  which  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  world  exhibited  to  the  union.  Little  was  felt  here  of 
important  men,  deeds,  and  speeches.  The  cathedral  capitular  HimiO' 
ben  of  Mayence,  the  **  real  miles  gloriosus  of  the  meeting,"  uttered 
hectoring  fanfaronades  about  the  glorious  victories  of  Roman  Catholi- 
cism in  Germany,  and  expressed  the  confident  hope,  in  regard  to  the 
40  new  Protestant  churches  built  by  the  Gustave-Adolphus  union, 
that  these  would  shortly  again  be  cast  out  into  the  garden  of 
rejected  stones.  Harlequinades  were  also  not  wanting:  Prof.  Kreur 
zer  of  Cologne  ex.  gr.  comforted  those  present,  in  regard  to  the  charge 
of  Ultramontanism,  with  the  proverb :  "  There  stands  the  ox  at  the 
mountain,"  from  which  it  follows  incontestably,  that  the  oxen  are  the 
real  Cismontanes,  because  they  are  not  able  to  pass  over  the  mountain; 
and  as  regards  the  papacy,  it  is  evident,  that  Christ  himself,  who  called 
upon  his  father  on  the  cross,  was  a  papist ;  indeed,  every  man  is  a  born 
papist,  because  the  child  lisps  **  Papa"  already  in  the  cradle,  and  other 
such  comical  things.  As  a  change,  it  was  also  greatly  lamented,  that 
207  large  and  1234  small  journals  were  in  the  service  of  the  Protestants 
of  Germany,  whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Roman  Catholics  had  only 
0  large  and  81  small  ones.  The  tenth  meeting  (1858)  was  held  at 
Cologne,  Its  deportment  was  in  general  more  dignified,  the  contents 
of  its  speeches  more  important,  than  those  of  the  previous  year.  Still 
the  jester  Himioben  was  not  wanting  this  time  also.  He  exhorted  the 
women  to  fjrm  Parament-unions,  and  informed  them,  that  the  first 
union  of  this  kind  was  formed  in  the  year  33  after  Christ,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  first  secularization,  when  the  soldiers  cast  lots  for  the 
garment  of  the  Saviour,  which  he  had  worn  the  evening  previous  as  a 
chasuble  at  the  first  celebration  of  the  mass.  Indeed,  we  can  even  go 
further  back  than  this:  Mary,  who  made  swaddling-bands  for  the  child 
Jesus,  was  the  proper  originator  of  the  union.  After  being  edified  with 
such  trifles,but  also  hearing  many  important  truths.espccially  concerning 
the  study  of  history  and  the  musical  culture  of  the  young,  the  meeting 
was  closed  by  consecrating  the  pillar  of  Mary,  built  at  Cologne  in 
honor  of  the  immaculate  conception. — The  individual  unions  pursued 
various  objects.  The  Bonifar ins-unions  ex.  gr.  supported  needy  Ro- 
man Catholic  congregation?  in  IVotestant  Germany  (also  an  imitation 
of  the  Gustave-Adolphus  union) ;  the  Charles  Boromeo-unions  spread 
good  Roman  Catholic  writings;  the  Vinceniiujt  and  Elizaheih-uniom 
76 
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bad  for  its  object  the  visiting  of  the  sick  and  the  care  of  the  poor ;  tht 
Journeymen-unions  (already  founded  by  iTo/pini/ of  Elberfeld,  1846)  tha 
spiritual  and  temporal  sustenance  of  journeymen ;  the  Unions  of  the 
Jioly  childhood  of  Jesus  is  composed  chiefly  of  children,  who  contribute 
monthly  five  pennies  for  the  salvation  of  exposed  heathen  children 
(especially  in  China),  and  daily  pray  an  Ave  Maria  for  them.  Th€ 
Union  has  also  got  control  of  the  political  daily  press,  and  established 
(1855)  a  "  Katholische  Literaturezeitung,"  edited  by  Dr.  Brischar  of 
Vienna.  Besides,  the  founding  of  a  Roman  Catholic  university  in 
Germany  (at  Salzburg)  by  art-unions,  etc.,  is  discussed. 

To  advance  Roman  Catholic  Missions  among  heathens  and  unbe- 
lievers, there  exist  at  Rome,  in  addition  to  the  Propaganda,  fourteen 
other  educational  institutions  (the  German-IIungarian,  English,  Scotch, 
Irish,  Greek,  etc.  college) ;  in  Paris  three ;  in  the  whole  of  Roman 
Catholic  Christendom,  thirty.  The  Picpus-association  in  Paris  (so 
called  after  its  central  establishment  in  Picpus  street  in  Paris),  serving 
the  same  end,  has  acquired  a  wide  reputation.  The  founder  of  this 
union  was  the  deacon  Peter  CoudriiXj  a  pupil  of  the  priest's  seminary 
at  Poitiers.  Amid  the  cruelties  of  the  revolution  against  the  church 
and  the  priests,  he  received  in  concealment,  through  divine  inspiration, 
the  call  to  found  a  society,  having  for  its  object  **  to  atone  for  the  ex- 
travagances, crimes,  and  desecrations  of  all  kinds,  by  devoting  one 
day  and  night  to  the  adoration  of  the  most  holy  sacrament  of  the  altar," 
to  instruct  the  youth  in  Roman  Catholicism,  to  educate  priests,  and  to 
carry  the  gospel  to  the  heathen.  He  actually  founded  such  a  union  in 
1805,  and  Pius  VII.  confirmed  it  in  1817.  The  founder  died  in  1837, 
after  the  association  had  already  spread  over  all  the  five  parts  of  the 
globe.  Its  chief  object  now  is  heathen  missions. — Whilst  the  Picpus- 
union,  as  also  the  other  seminaries  and  monastic  orders,  furnished  an 
inexhaustible  supply  of  missionaries,  other  unions  were  formed  to  pro- 
cure the  necessary  supplies  of  money  and  of  prayer,  among  which  the 
Lyons-union  for  the  spread  of  the  faith  is  by  far  the  most  important 
since  1S22.  The  weekly  pecuniary  contribution  of  each  mombor  is  one 
sou,  the  daily  contribution  of  prayer  a  Paternoster,  and  Enp^lish  salu- 
tation and  a  "  Holy  Francis  Xavier,  pray  for  us."  Its  fanatically 
ultramontane  "J'ahrbucher  zur  Verbreitung  des  Ghiubens  in  beiden 
Welton  "  is  spread  yearly  in  almost  200,000  copies  (in  almost  every 
European  langua<2;e)  among  the  people.  Its  yearly  income  anumnti* 
to  alun)st  four  million  francs.  The  popes  have  overwhelmed  the  mem- 
bers of  the  union  with  rich  indulgences.  Roman  Catholic  missions  are 
most  active  in  China,  Japan,  North  America,  and  the  Levant.  They 
have  also  acquired  greater  importance  since  1837,  through  a  measure 
of  violence  on  the  part  of  the  French  marine  in  the  South  Sea,  and 
through  French  colonization  in  Algiers  in  North  Africa.  A  bloody 
persecution  raged  against  Roman  Catholic  Christians  (1837-39)  in 
T'onkin  and  Cochin  China,  by  which  many  priests  and  Christiana  .suf- 
fered martyrdom. 
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7.  Roman  Catholic  Theology. — A  biblically  orthodox,  but  churcblj 
b«titudinarian  school,  which  had  its  chief  representative  in  Jahn^  waf 
transplanted  from  the  former  to  this  period.  To  it  belong  also  the 
excellent  Leonh.  Hug  of  Freiburg,  ob,  1846,  (£inl.  in  die  Schriften  d. 
N.  T.  J  808,  3.  A.  1826,  2  Bde. ;  Gutachten  ii.  d.  Leben  Jesu  v.  Strauss). 
Sailer's  mystico-pietistic  school  {J  44,  11)  gradually  died  out  without 
having  contributed  anything  of  importance  to  theology.  The  Arch- 
bishop Wessenberg^  of  importance  also  as  a  Christian  poet  and  con- 
noisseur, represents  practically  and  scientifically  a  liberal  Roman 
Catholicism,  certainly  not  without  rationalizing  elements  (Die  Christl. 
Bilder,  2  Bde.  1826 ;  Die  gr.  Kirchenversamll.  d.  15.  16  Jahrh.  1840, 
4  Bde.)  Baron  lieichlin-Meldeggy  the  friend  and  biographer  of  Dr. 
Paulus  of  Heidelberg  (K.  G.  I.  1830),  taught  a  superficial  Rationalism, 
and  in  1832  he  joined  the  Protestant  church.  The  learned  Movers  of 
Breslau  {ob.  1856),  a  Richard  Simon  of  this  age,  practised  a  boldness 
of  destructive  criticism  on  the  canon  and  history  of  the  0.  T.  that 
amazed  even  the  father  of  Protestant  hyper-criticism,  De  Wette  (De 
utriusque  recensionis  Vaticiniarum  JeremisD  indole  et  origine,  1837 ; 
Die  Phonizier,  1841  ff.  4  Bde.)  —  The  noble  John  Bapt,  von  Hirscher 
of  Freiburg,  whom  the  Liberals  too  willingly  reckoned  among  them- 
selves, and  the  ultramontane  fanatics  condemn  as  a  heretic,  contri- 
buted towards  an  irenical  and  genial  Roman  Catholicism,  which  was 
as  free  from  ultramontane  as  from  rationalistic  tendencies,  and  preju- 
diced Roman  Catholic  doctrines  in  nothing  that  was  essential  (Christl. 
Moral.  5.  A.  1850,  3  Bde. ;  Katechetik.  4.  A.  1845  ;  Die  kath.  Lehro 
vom  Ablass.  5.  A.  1844,  etc.)  George  Hermes^  Prof,  at  Bonn,  whose 
youth  was  not  uninjured  by  critical  philosophy,  permitted  the  Roman 
Catholic  dogmas  of  the  Council  of  Trent  to  pass  through  the  fire  of 
doubt  and  rational  investigation,  with  the  confidence  that  they  would 
endure  the  trial,  because  only  what  survived  this  trial  was  scientifically 
right  and  true.  lie  died  (1831)  and  left  behind  a  school  named  after 
him,  which  has  established  itself  especially  in  Treves,  Bonn  (Braun  a. 
Achterfeld)  and  Breslau  (Elvenich  and  Balzer)^  and  has  created  a 
pcientific  organ  in  the  "  Bonner  Zeitschrift  fdr  Philosophic  u.  kath. 
Theologie,  1833."  Gregory  XVI.  condemned  his  writings  (1835)  (Einl. 
in  d.  Christkath.  Theologie,  1819,  2.  A.  1831 ;  Christkath.  Dogmatik, 
herausg.  v.  Achterfeld,  1824,  3  Bde.) ;  and  the  new  Archbishop  of 
Cologne,  Droste-Vischering,  prohibited  the  students  of  Bonn  from  at- 
tending the  lectures  of  the  Ilermesians.  These  made  every  effort  to 
obtain  the  recall  of  the  papal  censure.  Braun  and  Elvenich  went  to 
Rome  for  this  purpose  ;  but  their  assertion  that  Hermes  had  not  taught 
thai  which  the  pope  condemned  was  as  little  regarded  as  it  had  been 
previously  in  the  case  of  the  Jansenists.  A  controversy  now  arose, 
which  was  carried  on  by  both  sides  with  great  passion,  and  which  re- 
ceived new  fuel  through  the  Prussian-Cologne  church  controversy 
((  58,  7).     Finally,  in  1844,  the  professors  Braun  and  Achterfeld  of 
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Bonn  were  deposed  from  their  professorships  by  the  Arch-episoopa* 
coadjutor  Geissel.  The  professors  of  the  Treves  seminary,  as  also 
Balzer  of  Breslau  (Beitr.  zur  Vermittelung  eines  richtigen  Urtheilfl 
liber  Katholicism,  u.  Protestsm.  1840)  retracted.  (Cf.  Elvenichy  Acta 
Hermesiana,  Gottg.  1836,  and  Acta  Romana,  Ilann,  183b.  J.  Perrone 
(Jesuit  at  Rome),  Gesch.  d.  Hermesianismus.  From  the  Italian,  Re- 
gensb.  1839;  on  the  other  side:  Perronius,  theologus  Roman  us  vapu- 
lans.  Col.  1840 ;  Chr.  Chu.  Niednery  philosophise  Hermesii  explicatio 
et  existimatio.  Lpz.  1838;  Elvenich,  der  Hermenaianismus  u.  Perrone. 
Berl.  1844.)  —  A  year  before  Hermes'  condemnation,  the  same  pope 
condemned  the  doctrine  directly  contrary  to  the  llermosian,  taught  by 
the  Abb6  liautaiu  of  Strasburg,  that  the  Christian  dogmas  cannot  be 
proven,  but  must  be  believed,  and  therefore  every  application  of  th€ 
reason  in  the  appropriation  of  saving  truth  is  entirely  excluded. 
Bautain  inimediatelv  recanted  as  an  obedient  son  of  the  Church. 

Roman  Catholic  theology  disregarded  the  development  of  German 
philosophy  for  a  long  time.     Only  since  Schelling,  whose  philosophy 
had  more  points  of  contact  with  Roman  Catholic  views  than  any  pre- 
vious system,  was  a  general  and  active  interest  awakened  for  philoso- 
phical studies  and  speculative  confirmation  and  development  of  Roman 
Catholicism.     Franz  v.  Baaderj  Prof,  of  speculative  dogmatics  in  Mu- 
nich (although  not  a  theologian  by  profession,  but  rather  a  physician 
and  metallurgist,  oh,  1841),  embraced  the  theosophy  of  the  shoemaker 
of  Gcirlitz.     The  most  important  among  his  numerous  writings  are: 
Vorlesungen  iiber  die  specul.  Dogmatik,  1828  ff.  5  Hefte,  and  Fermenta 
Cognitionis,  1822  ff.  0  Ilcfte.     In  his  last  years  he  broke  entirely  with 
Ultramontanism  ("  Uebcr  die  Thunlichkeit  od.  Unthunlichkeit  einer 
Emancipation  von  der  roni.  Dictatur,  1839;" — **  Der  morgenlUndische 
und  abeiKllandische  Katholieismus,   1841.")     A  collective  edition  of 
his  writings  (1851  ff.)  was  published  in  connection  with  other  friends 
by  the  late  Franz  Hoffmann  of  Wlirtemburg,  whose  **  Vorhalle  zur 
specul.  Lohre  Fr.  Baaber's,  1830,"  was  declared  by  the  latter  to  be 
the   purest  and  clearest  exhibition   of  his  doctrines.     His  dt)ctrine8 
were  accepted  by  the  Roman  Catholic  theological  faculty  of  Giessen, 
whose  destruction  was  certainly  there})y  hastened   [\  58,  0).   —espe- 
cially  by  Leop.  Schmid   (Geist  des   Katholieismus  od.   Grundlegung 
der  chr.  Ircnik.  4  Bd.    1848  ff.)   and    G.  A.  Luftcrheck   (die    ncutest. 
Lehrbogriffc,  2  Bde.   1853  ff.)     A  tendency  closely  related  to  that  of 
Baador,  although  more  closely  allied  with  the  Kabbala,  was  |  ursued 
by  the  talented  }folUor  of  Frankfurt  (Philos.  d.  Gesch.  od.  U.  d.  Tra- 
dition. 4  Bde.  1827  ff.)  —  Reconcilablcness  towards  Protestantism  cha- 
racterizes all  the  Roman  Catholic  adherents  of  this  tendency. 

A  speculative  theology  of  at  least  equally  important  speculative 
power,  and  in  any  case  of  purer  Christian  and  more  decided  Roman 
Catholic  contents,  was  developed  by  the  secular  priest  Anton  GUnther 
of  Vienna,  in  connection  with  his  friend  Henry  Pabsi  and  the  beloved 
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preacher   Emmanuel  Peith  of   'Vienna.-  GUnther,   a  deep,    original 
Ihinker,  with  combative  humor,  sparkling  wit,  and  withal  a  roughness 
of  expression  bordering  on  burlesque,  recognized  the  necessity  of  going 
back  again,  with  philosophical  and  theological  speculation,  to  Carte- 
Bius,  who  in  his  Cogito  ergo  sum  yet  held  fast  to  the  dualism  of  God 
and  creature,  absolute  and  finite,  spirit  and  nature,  whilst  all  philoso- 
phy after  him  has  fallen  into  pantheistic  monism.     Proceeding  from 
Belf-consciousness,  the  human  spirit,  it  is  true,  recognizes  itself  as  free, 
but  yet  limited,  which  must,  therefore,  of  necessity  have  an  absolute 
substance  before  and  besides  itself,  whilst  it  at  the  same  time  knows 
itself  as  in  unity  with  and  yet  dliferent  from  nature.     For  in  it  tlie 
union  of  nature  and  spirit  is  completed ;  both  principles  are  combined 
in  it  as  in  a  Communicatio  idiomatum.     Accordingly  man  has  two 
souls,   one  rational,   the  spirit, — and   another   sensuous,   the  psyche, 
which  is  one  substance  with  the  body,  and  has  as  the  plastic  principle 
of  the  body  its  own  will  and  consciousness,  but  is  connected  with  the 
spirit  in  a  formal  unity.     From  this  fundamental  view  he  endeavored 
to  solve  the  two  problems  of  Christian  speculation :  Creation  and  in- 
carnation, and  undertook  a  war  of  annihilation  against  all  monism 
and  semimonism,  idealistic  and  realistic  Pantheism,  humpbacked  and 
non-humpbacked  Seniipantheism  among  Protestants  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholics.    His  first  great  work  was  the  **  Vorschule  zu  specul.  Theol." 
(Bd.  I.:  Creationslehre,  1828,  Bd.  II.  Incarnationstheorio,  1829,  2.  A. 
184()).     Then  followed:  Peregrin's  Gastmahl.  1830;  Sud-u.  Nordlich- 
ter  am  Ilorizonte  specul.  Thcologie,  18.'52;  Januskopfe,  18.32  (in  con- 
nection with  Pabat) ;  Der  letzte  Symboliker,  1834  (participation  in  the 
controversy   between   Mohler  and   Baur) ;    Thomas  a  Scrupulis,   zur 
Transfiguration  der  Personlichkeits-Panthcismen  neuester.  Zeit,  1S35 ; 
Die  Juste-melieu's  in  d.  deutsch.  Philos.  1838 ;  Eurystheus  und  llera- 
kles,  1842;  Lydia,  ein  philos.  Taschenbuch  since  1849  (in  connection 
with  Veith).     Although  GUnther  never  ascended  a  rostrum,  he  never- 
theless soon  gathered  ar»und  him  a  great  crowd  of  enthusiastic  disci- 
ples;  J.  If.  Pabst,  doctor  of  medicine  in  Vienna  (ob.  1838),  translated 
the  master's  dark,  aphoristic,  almost  dithyrambic  effusions  of  mind 
and   heart   into    luminous    and   spirited    philosophical    prose    (**Der 
Mensch  u.  s.  Geschichte,  1830 ;  Giebt  es  eine  Philos.  des  positiven 
Christonthums?  1832;  Adam  u.  Christus,  zur  Tbeorie  der  Ehe,  1835,") 
and  John  Eman.  Veith  popularized  them   in  sermons  and  devotional 
works  (Das  Vaterunser,   1831 ;    Der  heil.  Berge,   1833,  etc.,  2  Bde.) 
Many  of  the  former  adherents  of  the  condemned  Hermes  also,  among 
others  also  Balfzer,  became  his  disciples.     On   the  other  hand,   the 
"Hist.  poHt.  Blatter"  charged  him  with  annihilating  all  mystery  in 
Christianity,  with  contradicting  traditional   churchly  theology,  etc., 
and  a  private  docent  of  Philosophy  at  Bonn,  F.J.  Clemens  (Die  specul. 
Theol.   A.   GUnther's  u.  die.   kath.  Kirchenlehre,   1853)  became  the 
spokesman  of  this  party      Thus  a  violent  contnwersy  arose,  of  which 
76* 
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notice  must  also  be  taken  at  Rome.  The  disposition  bora  inas  from 
the  beginning  to  doom  Qlinther  to  the  same  fate  that  befell  Hermes  2Q 
years  before ;  yet  it  was  a  matter  of  long  deliberation,  for  interoession 
from  those  high  in  authority  at  Vienna  was  made  in  his  behalf.  Finally 
in  1857  the  formal  reprobation  of  GUnther's  philosophy  was  announced, 
and  all  his  works  were  placed  in  the  Index  prohibitorum.  GUiUher 
submitted  most  humbly  as  an  obedient  son  of  the  Church ;  likewise 
Balizer^  who  had  earlier  experience  in  such  matters. 

But  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of  Germany  also  possessed  specuW 
tive  powers  of  great  importance  outside  of  these  two  schools,  so  that» 
when  necessary,  it  was  able  boldly  to  measure  its  strength  with  Pro- 
testant theology.  The  most  important  of  these  is  Francis  Andumiy 
Staudrnmeier  of  Freiburg  (ob.  1856),  (Job.  Scot.  Erigena  u.  die.  Wsch. 
BT.  Zeit.  Bd.  I.  1840 ;  Encykl.  d.  theol.  Wsch,  2.  A.  1840,  2  Bde. :  Der 
Geist  d.  gottl.  Offenb.  od.  Wsch.  d.  Geschichts-principien  d.  Christth. 
1837  ;  Die  Philosophic  des  Christth.  od.  Metaphysik  d.  h.  Schr.  Bd.  I. ; 
Geist  d.  Christth.  3.  A.  1842,  2  Bde. ;  Krit.  d.'  Hegerschcn  Systems 
vom  Standp.  d.  ohr.  Philos.  1844 ;  Die  chr.  Dogmatik,  1844  ff.  4  Bde. ; 
Der  Protestsm.  in  s.  Wesen  u.  sr.  Entw.  1845  ff.  3  Bde.  Bd.  III. ;  Die 
Grundfragon  der  Gegenwart,  1850).  Next  to  him  were  distinguished: 
J.  Kuhn  of  Tubingen  (Das  Leben  Jesu,  wissensch.  bearb.  1838;  Ueber 
Glauben  u.  Wissen,  1830 ;  Ueber  Princip  u.  Methode  d.  specul.  Theol. 
1841;  Kttthol.  Dogmatik,  Bd.  I.  II.  184G-57).  Karl,  ir<rrii«- (System 
d.  chr.  Eihik.  3  Bde.  1850;  Grundlinien  d.  Phil.  1855 ;  Der  h.  Thomas 
V.  Aquin.  3  Bde.  1858).  Mart.  Vfuliiujer  (Princip  d.  Philos.  u.  chr. 
Wsch.  1S:)7),  H.  Dfnziiigrr  (4  Bb.  v.  d.  rel.  Erkenntn.  2  Bde.  1857), 
/.  X.  OiM^himjer  (Philos.  u.  Relig.  1840 ;  System  d.  chr.  Glaubenslehre, 
Bd.  I.  18oS.  etc.);  /.  S^ivjUr  (I'eber  d.  Wesen  u.  die  Be<leutung  d. 
speoul.  Phil.v'*.  u.  The^d.  1837;  Die  Idee  Gettes.  l'^45  ff.  3  Bde.).  Seb. 
r.  Di\y  'f  Tubingen  (Die  Ap*>loj:etik  als  Wsch.  Naohweis  r.  d.  Gott- 
liohk.'.ie-  Oliristth.  1838  ff.  3  Bde.).  and  others  —//.  KUf  of  Munich 
(Die  HeUhte.  lv^27 :  Kath.  Dojrm.  3.  A.  1S3\^  2  Bile. :  D-gmen^esch, 
1837.  2  IMo. :  Kath.  Moral.  1843.  etc.\  and  Xav.  Pifriwjrr  of  Bonn 
(Lohrb.  d  kath.  Dogmatik,  3.  A.  lJ^33;  System  d.  s^ittl.  Thaten  d. 
Chrisionthum<,  2.  A.  1857)  belong  more  to  the  Positivists  of  the  old 
schivl. 

Xv>ne  of  all  the  Roman  Catholic  the^dogians  of  modern  times  haa 
reached  the  impi-irtance  and  influence  which  John  Adam  Mokler 
n!ta*'el  ;■  a  If"  «»f  but  4«'  yta's.  H;.^•n.:  I  e^n  bn^ught  to  a 
\\\^\\  solo'.uino  culture  especially  by  the  study  of  Sohleiermacher's 
writin^-i  ar.i  »»f  .-ther  Pnnestauis,  an  I  dev.nini:  all  the  rich  gifts  of  his 
heivri  a:;.i  mir.  i  to  the  service  of  his  Church,  he  won  for  ii  a5  great  and 
even  grt»a:er  s:;:uificance.  than  S^*h!eiermachor  l»ef.«re  him  did  for  the 
Prvnestan:  Church.  His  first  tn?atise  alr^a  Iv :  "  Die  Einheit  der  Rirche 
od.  das  IViucip  di*5  Kathvdicisraus.   \S25.**  atteisted  and  suaraate«d 

« 

Ikis.    It  wa4  followed  bj  his  ^'Athanasiiis  d.  Gr.  a.  die  K.  ir.  Zeit 
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1827,"  and  this  by  hi8  principal  work,  ♦'Sjmbolik,  1832,  5.  A.  1838," 
which  combats  Protestant  doctrines  with  the  weapons  of  Protestant 
science,  and  silently  ennobles  and  exalts  those  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic Church.  Did  the  Protestants  up  to  this  time  gonerally  despise 
or  ignore  the  contributions  of  Roman  Catholic  theologians,  here  a 
scientific  power  of  the  highest  significance  approached  them,  to  despise 
which  would  have  been  a  sign  of  weakness.  And  in  fact,  long  as  was 
the  opposition  which  existed  between  both  churches,  no  work  from  the 
camp  of  the  Roman  Catholics  produced  as  much  agitation  and  excite- 
ment in  the  camp  of  the  Protestants  as  this,  at  least  none  with  more 
reason.  Of  the  Protestant  rejoinders,  those  by  Kitsch  and  Bauer  were 
the  most  important.  Mohler  replied  to  that  of  the  latter,  who  labored 
yrith  him  at  the  same  university,  in  his  "  Neuen  Unters.  d.  Lehrgegen- 
sjitxe  zw.  d.  Kath.  u.  Prot.  1834,  2.  A.  1835."  The  lukewarmness  oc- 
casioned thereby  rendered  his  residence  at  Tubingen  unpleasant,  and 
led  him  to  accept  a  call  to  Munich.  But  increasing  illness  interfered 
with  his  scientific  labors,  and  did  not  pennit  him  to  execute  the  great 
scientific  works  which  he  had  made  the  task  of  his  life.  For  already 
in  1838,  in  the  vigor  of  his  manhood,  he  was  torn  by  death  from  his 
church  and  from  science  generally,  which  was  justified  in  expecting 
from  him  still  something  great.  But  he  sent  rays  of  his  spirit  deep 
into  the  hearts  and  minds  of  hundreds  of  his  enthusiastic  pupils  by 
his  writings,  addresses,  and  by  his  intercourse  with  them ;  and  what 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  of  the  present  possesses  of  living  scientific 
impulse  and  feeling  was  implanted,  or  at  least  revived  and  excited  by 
him.  His  posthumous  smaller  works  were  collected  by  Dollinger 
(1839  f.  2  Bde.),  and  Rheitmayr  published  from  his  papers  the  first 
volume  of  a  Patrology  in  1839.  His  lectures  on  Church  History  con- 
stitute the  basis  of  Alzoff's  text-book.  Staudenmaier  and  Kuhn  are 
the  most  important  of  his  disciples  in  the  sphere  of  dogmatics, — Ign, 
Dollinger  of  Munich  (Die  Reformation,  ihre  Entwickl.  und  Wirkung 
im  Umfange  des  luth.'Bekenntnisses,  1846  ff.  3  Bde. ;  Ilippolyt.  u. 
Kallistus  od.  d.  rom  K.  im  3  Jahrh.  1853 ;  Heidenth.  u.  Judenth.,  als. 
Vorhalle  zur  Gesch.  d.  Christenth.  1857),  A".  Jos.  Hefele  of  Tubingen 
(Einfdhr.  d.  Chriatth.  im  sUdwestl.  Deutschl.  1837 ;  Der  Kardinal 
Ximencz  u.  d.  kirchl.  ZustUnde  Spaniens,  2.  A.  1851 ;  Concilienges- 
chichte,  Bil.  I.  III.  1855  ff.)  in  the  sphere  of  Church  History.  Roman 
Catholic  learning  (so  far  as  ultramuutane  virulence,  or  hintorical 
concealment  and  bungling  did  not  exert  a  baneful  influence)  has  con- 
tributed many  important  works  in  the  sphere  of  Church-historical 
monographs.  Relatively  weak  and  unimportant,  on  the  other  hand, 
3^rc  its  />i6/ico-critical,  -historical  and  -exegetical  contributions,  most  of 
all  in  the  spher.e  of  the  Old  Testament.  The  contributions  of  Benj, 
WelUi  of  Tubingen  (Nachmosaisches  im  Pentat.  1841 ;  Bueh  Job.  1849 ; 
lleransgabe  u.  Fort^etz.  d.  Einl.  ins  A.  T.  v.  J.  H.  Herbst.  3  Bd«. 
i^.ff.) ;  ofF^L  Scfiegg  (DJe  Jtl.  Pjoph.  2  Me  I85i;  .Pie.Evangelien. 
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2  Bde.  1856 ;  Die  Psalmen.  3  Bde.  1857) ;  Adalh,  Maier  (Einl.  ina  N 
T.  1852:  Korintherbr.  1857).  are  relatively  of  the  most  importance. 
A  compilatorj  copious  author  is  Lor,  Reinke  (Beitr.  zur  Erkl.  des  alt. 
Test.  4  Bde.  1851  ff. ;  Malachi,  1856 ;  Messianische  Psalmen,  1857,  tstc.) 


2  58.  THE  ROMAN  CATHOLIC  NATIONAL  CHURCHES. 

The  restoration  of  1814  again  introduced  a  rigid  ultramon- 
tanism  into  most  of  the  purely  Roman  Catholic  States.  But  the 
overbent  bow  broke  now  here,  now  there.  The  Papacy  expe- 
rienced the  deepest  humiliations  and  the  greatest  dangers  just  in 
the  original  Roman  Catholic  States  of  Romanic  descent :  in 
Spain,  Portugal,  France,  and  Sardinia.  In  consequence  of  the 
first  French  revolution  the  imperial  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
German  clergy  were  annihilated,  its  possessions  were  secularized, 
and  the  prelates  were  salaried  as  servants  of  the  State,  by  the 
chief  decree  of  the  imperial  deputation  (1803).  Only  the  prince- 
primas  of  the  Rhine  league  and  archbishop  of  Mayence,  Baron 
von  Dalberg,  retained  for  a  time  his  spiritual  principality,  whose 
seat  was  transferred  to  Regensburg,  and  received  as  indemnifica- 
tion the  temporal  principality  of  Frankfurt,  which  he  resigned 
in  1813.  A  large  number  of  Roman  Catholic  countries  came 
under  the  rule  of  Protestant  princes  through  the  new  division 
of  territory  made  by  the  Congress  of  Vienna  (1814).  But  as, 
besides,  most  of  the  bishoprics  became  vacant  during  the  politi- 
cal complications  of  the  previous  decade,  the  governments  now 
were  active  in  bringing  to  pass  an  orderly  state  of  ecclesiastical 
affairs  through  alliance  with  the  papal  chair,  whereby  many  mis- 
takes were  made,  and  many  vital  questions  concerning  the  rela- 
tion of  Church  and  Sute  yet  remain  unsolved. 

1.  In  Itali/  the  old  state  of  things  returned  after  the  restoration  of 
1814.  But  Liberalism  with  its  strivings  after  the  freedom  and  unity 
of  Italy  increased  mightily,  and,  because  mental  bondage  and  Papism 
were  identical,  it  worked  to  effect  an  uncatholization  which  was  only 
too  frequently  also  an  unchristianization  of  the  land.  AVIiere  Liberalism 
was  for  a  time  victorious,  there  the  Jesuits  were  driven  out,  and  the 
power  of  the  clergy  restricted ;  where  it  was  defeated,  there  both  re- 
'  turned  in  increased  strength.  The  arms  of  Austria,  and  later  also  of 
France,  suppressed  the  revolutionary  movements  everywhere.  Pius 
IX.,  who  at  first  was  not  averse  to  placing  himself  at  the  head  of  the 
national  movement,  opposed  as  it  was  to  all  the  traditions  of  the  papacy, 
was  canpelled  bitterly  to  atone  for  this  connection  with  lateraliEm 
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(J  57,  1).  Sardinia,  Modena,  and  Parma,  drew  the  bow  of  restoratioD 
most  tightly,  whilst  Parma  and  Tuscany  were  distinguished  for  a  reliv* 
tive  kind  of  liberality.  But  when  in  1848  Lombardy,  in  consequence 
of  the  French  revolution  of  February,  rose  against  Austrian  dominion, 
King  Charles  Albert  of  Sardinia  placed  himself  as  the  sword  of  Italy 
at  the  head  of  the  liberal  national  movement.  He,  however,  was  de- 
feated, and  was  compelled  to  abdicate  (1849).  Victor  Emmanuel  ha? 
permitted  the  liberal  constitution  of  his  father  to  exist,  and  even  first 
gave  it  its  full  validity.  The  minister  of  justice,  Siccardi,  proposed  a 
new  act  of  legislation,  according  to  which  all  spiritual  jurisdiction  in 
civil  and  criminal  matters,  as  well  as  the  privilege  of  asylum  and  of 
tithes  (the  latter  with  partial  indemnification),  was  to  be  abolished. 
The  parliament  approved,  and  the  king  signed  it  (1850).  But  the 
clergy,  with  the  Archbishop  i^ra/woMi  of  Turin  at  their  head,  protested 
mo8t  vehemently  against  this  sacrilegious  attack  on  the  rights  of  the 
church.  Fransoni  was  compelled  to  atone  therefor  by  one  month's 
imprisonment,  and,  because  he  refused  the  last  sacrament  to  a  dying 
minister,  he  was  condemned  by  a  regular  sentence  to  deposition  and 
exile.  The  pope,  Pius  IX.,  declined  every  overture  for  a  new  concordat. 
The  government,  nevertheless,  went  forward  only  the  more  regardlessly. 
As  Fransoni  kept  up  a  continual  agitation  from  his  exile  in  France, 
all  the  possessions  of  the  archepiscopal  foundation  were  sequestered 
in  1854,  and  a  number  of  monasteries  were  confiscated.  Soon  there- 
upon all  penalties  in  the  statute-books  concerning  the  spread  of  anti- 
Catholic  doctrines  were  erased,  and  the  non-Catholic  military  were 
exempted  from  compulsory  presence  at  the  mass  on  Sundays  and  holy- 
days.  The  heaviest  blow  followed,  March  2,  1855,  in  the  form  of  the 
monastery-law f  according  to  which  all  the  orders  and  monasteries  not 
devoted  to  preaching,  to  instruction,  and  to  the  care  of  the  sick,  were 
abolished  (of  605  monasteries,  331  fell  under  this  law).  As  this  act 
of  the  chamber  of  deputies  was  in  danger  of  failing  in  the  Senate,  the 
people  rose  in  its  favor  in  several  cities.  The  pope  did  not  omit  to 
condemn  all  these  sacrilegious  measures,  and,  as  his  threats  were  dii»- 
rogardo  I,  he  pronounced  in  July,  1855,  the  great  bann  upon  all  origin- 
Btore,  favorers,  and  executors  of  the  same.  This,  it  is  true,  caused 
some  agitation  among  the  common  people,  which,  however,  exploded 
nowhere.  The  government  has  been  victorious  up  to  this  time,  and 
goes  boldly  forward  in  carrying  out  its  measures. 

2.  Into  Spain  also  the  restoration  of  1814  again  introduced  Ultra- 
montanism,  but  the  triumph  of  the  Liberals  overthrew  the  hierarchical 
clergy  after  the  death  of  Ferdinand  VII.  (1833).  The  revolution  esta- 
blished its  inquisition  against  monks  and  priests,  and  also  celebrated 
its  auto-da-f6's.  All  monastic  orders  were  alolished,  all  monasterien 
wore  confiscated,  the  jossessions  of  the  Church  were  declared  (1835-37) 
to  be  national  property,  and  the  papal  nuncio  was  led  across  the  bor- 
iers.     Since  the  accession  to  the  throne  of  the  pres'^nt  Queen  Isabella 
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(1844)  a  beginning  baa  been  made  in  re-establitfhing  a  Roman  Oat'uolio 
Cburch  in  Spain.  After  many  negotiations  and  fluctuations,  amidst 
constant  change  of  ministers,  a  Concordat  was  finally  agreed  upon 
(1851),  according  to  which  the  cbarch  and  monastery  property  not  yel 
sold  was  restored,  an  indemnification  given  for  that  already  sold,  the 
number  of  former  bishoprics  reduced  about  six,  instruction  and  censor- 
ship of  books  committed  to  the  supervision  of  the  bishops,  and  the 
Boman  Catholic  religion  declared  to  be  the  only  one  to  be  tolerated. 
These  terms  were  enlarged  in  the  year  following  by  an  anti-Protestant 
alien-law.  But  although  in  March  23, 1864,  the  holy  Virgin  was  chosen 
to  be  the  generalissimo  of  the  valiant  army,  and  her  image  at  Atocha 
decorated  by  the  queen  with  a  ribbon  of  the  order  of  the  Golden  Fleece, 
nevertheless,  a  revolution  broke  out  soon  after  from  the  ranks  of  the 
army,  which  threatened  to  destroy  ultramontane  Roman  Catholism. 
Meanwhile,  the  republican  party  wo*  not  entirely  successful.  The 
motion  in  favor  of  the  unconditional  freedom  of  nil  religions  failed  by 
a  small  minority,  and  the  new  constitution  of  March  1,  1855,  obligates 
tlie  Spanish  nation  to  preserve  and  to  protect  the  Rimian  Caitholic  re- 
ligion, to  which  the  Spaniards  belong;  nevertheUss,  no  Spaniard  was 
to  be  persecuted  on  account  of  his  faith,  so  long  as  he  abstained  from 
acts  contrary  to  religion.  A  new  law  of  May  3,  1855,  ordained  the  sale 
of  all  church  and  monastery  property,  and  compensation  for  the  same 
by  yearly  rents  according  to  the  measure  of  the  existing  concor«iat. 
Several  bishops  were  banished  for  obstinate  opposition  ;  the  pope  pro- 
tested, and  recalled  his  legates.  Meanwhile,  the  clerical  party  soon 
regained  influence  with  the  queen.  The  sale  of  church  and  monastery 
property  was  arrested, — that  already  sold  was  compensated  for  by  the 
restoration  of  former  possessions.  The  matter  was  not  brought  to  a 
definite  conclusion,  on  account  of  the  frequent  change  of  ministers. 
The  sale  of  church  property  already  commenced  wa«  suspended,  until 
the  Cortes  had  determined  upon  a  proper  indemnification. 

In  Portnyal  the  experience  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  was  not 
better.  After  the  overthrow  of  the  Cathedral  of  Miyuel  by  the  lil>eral 
Cortes,  all  the  monastic  orders  were  abolished,  the  property  of  the 
monasteries  was  appropriated  by  the  State,  and  the  spiritual  rights  of 
patronage  were  assumed  by  the  civil  government.  However,  siuoo 
1841  a  union  with  Rome  has  again  been  brought  about  under  Donno 
Maria.  The  government  negotiated  with  regard  to  a  concordat,  but  it 
has  not  up  to  this  time  been  obtained.  All  papal  decrees  need  royal 
confirmation.  But  the  Codigo  penal  of  1852  also  menaced  every  sub- 
ject, who  went  over  to  one  of  the  non-Cat^iolic  confessions,  with  tiiA 
loss  of  civil  rights. 

The  liberal  movements  extended  also  to  South  and  Cetitral  America, 
ftnd  also  called  forth  t^ere  simiiar  revolutionary  attempts  in  the  spheve 
of  the  church,  but  the  popular  £^th  was  more  closely  attruihed  to  U»s 
chair  of  Peter  here  than  •ven^in  tlie  mother^MMntries. 
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S.  The  cbarte  of  restoration  in  France  (1814)  secured  for  Raman 
Cathoiictsm  the  character  of  the  established  religion,  for  the  other 
eoufcssions  only  tolerance  and  protection.  But  Ultramontanism  in  its 
worst  form  soon  prevailed  among  the  clergy  to  such  a  degree,  that 
every  mention  of  Galilean  church-freedom  was  regarded  as  heresy. 
The  support  of  this  tendency  by  the  State  led  to  its  overthrow  in  the 
second  French  revolution  of  1830.  The  Roman  Catholic  Church  thereby 
a^ain  lost  the  privileges  of  an  established  or  State  religion,  and  the 
Protestants,  who  had  been  persecuted  and  oppressed  up  to  this  time, 
obtained  equal  rights  with  the  Roman  Catholics.  But  Ultramontanism 
again  became  ascendant  even  under  the  new  constitutional  govern- 
ment, and  France  assumed  the  protectorate  of  Roman  Catholicism 
throughout  the  world.  In  the  revolution  of  February  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  willingly  permitted  themselves  to  be  absolved  from  obe- 
iience  to  the  citizen-King  Ixmis  Philippe,  and  they  did  not  hesitate, 
because  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  is  compatible  with  every  form  of 
civil  government  which  only  allows  freedom  of  the  Church,  to  bless 
the  trees  of  liberty,  together  with  the  sovereign  people  on  the  barri- 
cades. Kapohaa  III.  seemed  at  first  disposed  to  regard  the  concordat 
of  1801  as  existing  by  law,  and  jealously  to  guard  the  liberties  of  the 
Galilean  Church.  And  although  his  bayonets  made  it  possible  for  the 
pope  to  return  to  Rome  and  still  uphold  his  temporal  authority  there, 
the  latter  has  not  yet  fulfilled  the  chief  desire  of  his  heart,  by  placing 
the  imperial  crown  upon  his  head.  Still  the  Ultramontanes  have  growa 
in  favor  with  him,  at  least  in  appearance.  On  a  journey  through  Roman 
Catholic  Bretagne  (1858)  he  most  emphatically  declared  the  necessity 
of  a  strong,  monarchical,  and  Roman  Catholic  government.  And 
VeuiUot^  the  editor  of  the  Univers,  had  an  audience,  at  which  he  laid 
before  the  emperor  a  memorial  concerning  strict  measures  that  ought 
to  be  adopted  against  books  hostile  to  religion,  among  which  the 
minister.  General  Espinasse^  reckoned  in  the  sense  of  the  Univers, 
especially  Protestant  bibles  (|  55,  10).  But  notwithstanding  all  the 
manifestations  of  favor,  which  the  leaders  of  the  Ultramontane  party 
receive  at  the  present  time,  it  is  evident  that  the  advancement  of  their 
interest  is  not  an  object,  but  only  a  means,  which  can  be  cast  aside 
and  supplied  by  its  opposite  at  any  moment,  when  it  becomes  useless 
or  hindering.  —  The  attempt  (1858)  to  sequester  the  property  of  the 
hospitals  and  benevolent  institutions,  and  to  compensate  for  it  by  go- 
vernment rents,  called  forth  so  great  an  opposition  through  the  whole 
country,  that  the  plan  had  to  be  abandoned. — For  the  rest,  there  is  no 
ijountry  in  the  whole  Roman  Catholic  world  that  is  at  the  present  day 
BO  highly  tivorod  with  visions  and  miracles,  as  Roman  Catholic 
France.  —  In  Belgiunj^  Ultramontanism  connected  itself  with  political 
Liberalism  against  the  Protestant  government,  but  after  the  separa- 
tion from  Holland  became  a  fait  accompli  (1830),  the  two  partiee 
•eparoted  and  opposed  each  other,  and  are  represented  e8)»eoially  ib 
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the  Liberal  university  at  Brussels,  and  the  Ultramontane  one  at  Loo- 
rain.  The  latter,  fur  the  prize  of  the  complete  and  unconditional  in- 
dependence of  the  Church  of  the  State,  submitted  to  the  election  of 
another  Protestant  king. — In  Holland^  the  organic  law  of  1848  guaran- 
teed complete  freedom  of  religion.  Taking  advantage  of  this,  the 
pope,  in  1853,  organized  a  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in  the  country, 
with  four  bishops  and  an  archbishop,  at  Utrecht.  The  Protestant 
population  was  greatly  agitated  by  this  action.  The  liberal  ministry 
was  compelled  to  resign,  but  the  chambers  nevertheless  finally  per- 
mitted the  papal  arrangement  to  continue,  securing  the  Protestant 
established  Church  only  against  abuses  and  encroachments  from  it. 
The  Holland  Jansenists  (J  44.  G)  have  been  again  excommunicated  by 
the  pope  on  account  of  their  protestation  against  the  doctrine  of  the 
immaculate  conception  of  the  virgin  Mary. 

4.  The  Roman  Catholic  population  of  Ireland,  under  Protestant 
land-proprietors,  and  with  the  obligation  to  pay  tithes  to  the  Protestant 
clergy,  is  still  destitute  of  civil  rights.  Since  1809,  0*  Connelly  an 
agitator  of  captivating  eloquence,  placed  himself  at  the  head  of  the 
oppressed  people,  in  ord^  to  obtain  for  them  religious  and  political 
equality  in  a  legal  way.  Finally,  in  1829,  the  Emaivcipation-hiU, 
which  granted  to  Roman  Catholics  admission  to  parliament  and  to  all 
civil  offices,  was  passed,  being  supported  by  Peel  and  Wellington.  But 
the  odious  tithes  remained,  and  were  collected  wherever  resisted  by 
military  power.  After  many  contests  in  both  houses  of  parliament, 
the  tithe-hill,  which  laid  the  tithes  as  ground-rent  rf  the  tenant  on  the 
land-proprietor,  was  passed  (1838),  whereby  the  question  was  only 
postponed.  O'Connell  so  regarded  it.  He  declared  that  justice  and 
deliverance  for  Ireland  was  only  to  be  obtained  by  abolishing  the 
legislative  union  with  Great  Britain,  which  existed  since  1800,  and 
by  re-establishing  an  independent  parliament;  and  he  organized  the 
Bepeal  Association  to  this  end.  Since  1840  another  not  less  powerful 
popular  agitator,  the  Irish  capuchin  Matthew,  the  apostle  of  temper- 
ance, labored  with  unparalleled  success,  leading  many  thousands  of 
dminkards  to  sign  the  pledge  of  total  abstinence  from  all  spirituous 
liquors  ( tee-total lers).  He  abstained  from  all  political  agitation,  but 
the  fruits  of  his  labors  nevertheless  contributed  towards  it.  O '  Conaeli 
began  his  monster-meetings  in  1843.  to  which  hundreds  of  thousands 
crowded.  The  government  impeached  him,  the  jury  pronounced  him 
guilty,  but  the  court  of  peers  declared  the  proceedings  null  and  void, 
and  released  him  from  prison  (1844).  Peel's  ministry,  to  conciliate, 
carried  the  legacy-hill,  which  permitted  the  lioman  Catholic  Church  to 
receive  property  in  its  own  name,  and  the  Mayiiooth-bill,  by  which  the 
theological  seminary  at  Mainooth  was  richly  endowed  by  the  State 
(1845).  Long-continued  famine,  and,  as  a  consequence,  the  emigra- 
tion of  many  hundred  thousands  to  America  and  Australia,  almost 
depopulated  Ireland  within  the  last  few  years,  whilst  Protestant  mis 
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rions  have  labored  successfully  at  the  evangelization  of  the  remainder 
through  Bibles,  tracts,  and  schools.  On  the  other  hand,  on  the  5th 
Nov.  1855,  on  the  anniversary  of  the  Gunpowder  plot,  the  Redemp. 
tionists  of  Kingston  near  Dublin  collected  a  large  number  of  Bibles 
and  burned  them  on  the  public  street,  and  the  Primate  of  Ire- 
land referred,  in  a  pastoral  letter  on  the  occasion,  to  the  example  of 
believers  at  Ephesus  (Acts  19  :  19).  Collections  for  the  founding  of 
a  Roman  Catholic  university  in  Ireland,  independent  of  the  State,  are 
still  taken. — Encouraged  to  enterttiin  the  strongest  hopes  by  the  numer- 
ous transitions  of  Puseyites  in  England  (J  55,  8),  the  pope  issued  in 
September,  1850,  a  bull,  by^which  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  in 
England  was  re-established  in  twelve  suffragan  bishoprics  under  an 
archbishop  of  Westminster  (Cardinal  Wiseman).  The  bull  created  the 
greatest  excitement  among  the  Protestant  population  (anti-papal  aggres- 
sion), and  the  ecclesiaxtical  title-biil  forbade  the  use  of  ecclesiastical 
titles,  not  conferred  by  the  laws  of  the  land.  But  these  measures  by 
no  means  cut  off  the  roots  of  the  Romish  aggression  ;  conversions  espe- 
cially from  the  higher  classes  are  still  reported.  The  Roman  Catholic 
prelates  soon  again  used  their  repudiated  titles  without  suffering 
punishment.  Within  six  years  not  less  than  54  splendid  Roman  Ca- 
tholic churches  in  Gothic  style  have  been  erected.  In  North  America 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  has  increased  with  like  rapidity,  although 
less  by  conversions  than  by  the  emigration  of  Irish  and  German  Ro- 
man Catholics.  Their  number  here  is  reckoned  at  present  as  being 
two  millions  souls.  So  much  the  greater  is  the  violent  excitement  of 
the  Natives,  and  especially  of  the  Know-nothings  (§  55,  12).  In  any 
case,  however,  both  in  North  America  and  in  England,  the  accounts 
of  the  progress  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  are  greatly  exaggerated 
by  both  parties. 

5.  The  Emperor  of  Austria  retained  from  the  Roman  empire  only 
the  name  of  an  advowee  of  the  papal  chair  and  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church.  The  remnants  of  the  church-constitution  of  Joseph  have 
been  since  then  gradually  destroyed,  and  Roman  Catholicism  has  been 
retained  as  the  established  religion,  although  the  government  preserves 
its  independence  over  against  all  hierarchical  claims.  The  government, 
since  the  restoration  from  the  revolutionary  disorders  of  1848,  has  been 
much  more  compliant  to  the  demands  of  the  hierarchy.  Already  in 
April,  1850,  an  imperial  patent  exempted  the  papal  and  episcopal  de- 
crees from  the  necessity  of  imperial  approbation,  and  on  Aug.  18th, 
1855,  a  concordat  with  the  pope  was  signed,  by  which  the  hierarchy 
in  Austria  obtained  unprecedented  power  and  independence.  The  first 
article  guarantees  to  the  Roman  Catholic  religion  in  the  whole  empire 
all  the  rights  and  privileges  to  which  it  had  claim  according  to  divine 
institution  and  canon  law.  In  the  other  articles,  the  intercourse  of  the 
bishops  with  Rome  is  granted  unconditionally ;  no  papal  decree  re- 
qiired  in  future  the  placet  of  the  emperor;  the  prelates  are  unre- 
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ttrieted  in  the  exercise  of  their  hierarchical  duties;  the  reli^ont 
instruction  of  all  the  scliools  is  placed  under  their  superrision ;  no  one 
is  permitted  to  teach  religion  or  theology  without  their  approbation ; 
none  but  Roman  Catholic  teachers  need  be  in  Roman  Catholic  schools ; 
Qiej  have  the  right  to  prohibit  all  bo<»k8  that  might  he  injurious 
to  the  faithful ;  all  ecclesiastical  eases  at  law  belong  to  their  f  »mm, 
although  the  apostolic  chair  did  consent  that  the  purely  temporal  legal 
afikirs  of  the  clergy  be  decided  before  the  civil  courts ;  the  right  of 
nomination  to  vacant  episcopal  chairs  is  granted  to  the  emperr^r,  etc. 
The  lower  orders  of  the  clergy,  which  are  without  any  ri^ts  over 
against  the  prelates  according  to  the  concordat,  have  shown  tbemcelTes 
to  be  not  especially  pleased  with  it,  and  the  joy  over  it  has  also  nol 
been  very  great  among  the  Roman  Catholic  laity.  Even  the  gorem- 
ment  seems  to  entertain  well-grounded  apprehensions  concerning  its 
unlimited  operation. — Bavaria  was  the  first  German  State  which,  after 
the  Congress  of  Vienna,  concluded  (1817)  a  concordat  with  Rome,  by 
which  all  the  prerogatives  demanded  by  canonical  law  were  guaranteed 
to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  ;  besides,  two  archbishoprics  with  six 
bishoprics  were  organized,  the  re-establishment  of  several  monasteries 
permitted,  the  right  of  prohibiting  books  granted  to  the  bishops^  the 
annates  restored,  the  election  of  bishops  transferred  to  the  king,  their 
confirmation  to  the  pope,  etc.  The  excitement  of  the  Protestant  popu- 
lation concerning  this  concordat  was  allayed  by  a  new  organic  law 
(1818),  by  which  perfect  freedom  of  conscience  to  all  subjects,  and 
equal  civil  rights  to  the  three  Christian  confessions,  was  most  solemnly 
guaranteed.  The  inconsistency  of  this  law  with  the  concordat  was 
apparent,  but  the  government  permitte^i  the  forme**  to  prevail  over  the 
latter,  even  under  the  Ultramontane  rule  of  Kin;;  Louis  (i|  55,  7).  In 
1850,  it  is  true,  the  assembled  bishops  at  Freisinj*  <ienian(ied  the  final 
and  full  realization  of  the  existing  concordat,  but  thoy  obtained  only 
small  concessions  through  a  rescript  of  1852,  which  were  somewhat 
enlarged  on  renewed  complaints  in  1854.  The  Ultramontane  party 
took  special  offence  at  the  circumstance  that  King  Maximifian  calle^i 
80  many  distinguishoil  learned  Protestants  to  Munich.  Dr.  Bingjtfi^ 
gave  public  expression  to  this  indignation  in  a  university  address, 
which  represents  Protestant  science  as  a  confused  chaos  (1855).^ 
Hanover  concluded  a  concordat  with  the  papal  chair  in  1824,  by  which 
the  bishoprics  of  Ilildesheim  and  Osnabriick  were  re-established. 

6.  The  Protestant  governments  of  the  S*»uth  Gern.an  States  having 
Roman  Catholic  subjects  assembled  at  Frankfurt  in  1818,  to  form  in 
common  a  concordat  with  Rome.  Bat  on  account  of  the  great  contra- 
riety of  claims,  nothing  other  was  attaine<l  than  a  new  circumscription 
of  the  bishoprics  in  the  so-calleil  Upper  Rhine  Church  province  (1821) 
(the  archbishopric  of  Freiburg  for  Baden  and  the  two  Hoheuxollern 
yrincipalities;  the  bishopric  of  Mayence  for  Hesse-Darmstadt,  of  Fulda 
for  Hesse-Cassel,  of  Rottenberg  for  WUrtemberg,  of  Limburg  for  KassM 
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Bod  FrankfuTt) ;  and  this  al«a  was  only  rcmlized  ra  1827  aft^  matty 
mistakes,  with:  the  understanding  that  th«  electiion  of  bishops  tvas  to 
proceed  from  the  chapters,  but  that  the  sovereign*  could  strike  off  th^ 
dbnozious  names  from  the  list  of  candidates  which  was  to  be  submitted 
to  him  before  the  election.     What  the  pope  v|ould  not  admit  into  the 
ooncordat  was  proclaimed  in  1830  by  the  princes,  in  behalf  of  the  real 
equalization  of  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics,  to  be  the  law  of  the 
land ;  papal  and  episcopal  decrees  require  approbation  before  theif 
publication ;  taxes  dare  not  be  levied  by  any  ecclesiastixsal  court ;  ap- 
peal from  the  abuse  of  spiritual  power  to  the  civil  courts ;  the  future 
priests  to  receive  their  scientific  education  at  universities ;  their  prac- 
tical training  at  the  theological  seminaries,  etc.     The  pope  issued  a 
breve,  in  which  he  designates  these  arrangements  as  a  scandal  of  itH 
novations,  and  reminds  the  bishops  of  what  is  said  (Acts  5  :  29.)  Bat 
only  the  Bishop  of  Fulda  heeded  this  admonition,  and  succeeded  in 
Abolishing  the  Roman  Catholic  theological  faculty  at  Marburg  after  8 
brief  existence,  and  in  committing  the  education  of  priests  alone  to 
the  seminary  at  Fulda.    Utsse-DarmsUidt  founded  a  theological  faculty 
at  Giessen  (1830) ;  Baden  had  a  Roman  Catholic  university  already  at 
Freiburg ;  and  WUrtemburg  hod  also  already  in  1817  connected  the 
flEMSulty  at  Ellwangen  with  the  university  of  Tutingeriy  and  richly  en* 
dowed  it  with  a  refectory.     There  reigned  in  all  these  faculties,  iit 
addition  to  a  scientific  spirit,  a  noble  liberality  without  perversion  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  basis  of  faith.     Some  priests,   who  refused  in 
Wartemberg  to  perform  mixed  marriages,  were  punished  by  the  State; 
ftnd  when  the  aged  Bishop  Keller  of  Rottenburg,  hitherto  peaceable 
sod  submissive  to  the  government,  complained  before  the  chamber^ 
about  the  violations  of  the  rights  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  add 
demanded  the  release  of  the  same  from  the  guardianship  of  the  State^ 
his  motion  failed  in  both  chambers  (1841).    The  revolutionary  year  of 
1848  first  gave  the  bishops  prospect  of  the  success  of  a  contest  for  the 
unconditional  freedom  of  the  church.     When  in  1849  the  bishopric  of 
Mayence  became  vacant,  Rome  rejected  Prof.  Leopold  Schmid  of  0 les- 
sen {i  57, 7),  who  had  been  desired  by  Darmstadt  and  regularly  elected 
by  the  chapter.     The  government  permitted  itself  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  induction  of  the  Ultramontane  Baron  von  Ketteler,  who  did  not 
rest  until  he  had  entirely  desolated  the  Roman  Catholic  faculty  of 
Giessen,  and  until  the  last  student  had  removed  from  here  to  the  newly 
established  seminary  at  Mayence  (1851).     At  the  same  time  the  %.y^ 
bishops  (Feb.  1851)  published  a  joint  memorial^  in  which  they  de- 
manded free  intercourse  with  Rome,  abolition  of  the  sovereign  placet, 
independent  administration  of  church-property,  abrogation  of  the  exa- 
mination of  you^g  priests  by  the  State,  unhindered  exercise  of  episco- 
pal power  of  punishment,  abrogation  of  appeal  to  the  State,  change 
•f  ieademical  studies,  establishment  of  episcopal  seminaries,  superri* 
4oi^  0f  ^^hoils^  iitveetitore  of  all  spiritsai  offioei  ale:  e  by  the  btsho|>i| 
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etc.  As  the  government  delayed  its  answer,  they  declared,  in  185£ 
that  they  would  from  this  time  forward  proceed  as  if  everything  hae 
been  conceded  to  them ;  and  when  the  answer  finally  came,  refusioj^ 
what  they  demanded  in  most  things,  that,  obeying  God  rather  than 
man,  they  would  proceed  quite  according  to  canonical  law  (1853). 
Baden,  where  the  revolution  shook  the  foundations  of  the  State  most 
of  all,  and  where  besides  a  young  regent  just  at  this  time  took  hold 
of  the  reins  of  government,  seemed  best  adapted  to  a  dictatorial  at- 
tempt. The  eighty  years  old  Archbishop  of  Freiburg,  Hermann  von 
Vicariy  began  it  by  prohibiting  the  mourning  for  the  deceased  (hereti- 
cal) grand-duke,  which  had  been  appointed  by  the  Roman  Catholic 
high-consistory  of  Karlsruhe  according  to  an  old  custom,  and  by  con* 
demning  more  than  a  hundred  priests,  who  nevertheless  observed  it| 
to  penances  (1852).  In  the  following  year  he  publicly  declared  that 
he  would  for  the  future  proceed  according  to  the  demands  of  the  epis- 
copal memorial,  and  he  did  it  at  once  by  appointing  priests  on  his  own 
authority,  and  by  delaying  the  examination  of  seminaries  without  con- 
suiting  the  commissioner  of  the  government.  As  a  warning  was  di8> 
regarded,  the  government  issued  an  order  that  all  episcopal  decree! 
until  further  notice  must  bo  subscribed  by  a  grand-ducal  special  com* 
missioner  thereto  appointed  before  their  publication.  The  archbishop 
at  once  pronounced  the  bann  upon  him,  as  well  as  upon  the  entire 
high-consistory,  published  a  fulminating  pastoral  letter,  which  was  to 
be  read  with  excommunication  in  all  the  churches,  and  commanded 
that  the  priests  should  preach  for  four  weeks  to  instruct  the  people 
concerning  this  matter.  He  at  the  same  time  solemnly  protested  against 
all  rights  of  sovereignty  on  the  part  of  the  State.  The  government 
banished  theJesuits,  prohibited  the  reading  of  the  pastoral  letter,  and 
punished  the  disobedient  clergy  with  fines  and  imprisonment.  Enthu- 
siastic letters  from  foreign  bishops  and  large  collections  of  money  were 
received  ;  on  the  other  hand,  in  1854,  both  chambers  gave  the  govern- 
ment a  vote  of  confidence  in  regard  to  this  matter.  The  archbishop, 
meanwhile,  proceeded  still  more  boMly  and  regardless  of  consequences. 
In  May,  1854,  the  government  bet]^an  a  criminal  prosecution  against 
him,  during  which  he  was  guarded  in  his  own  house  as  a  prisoner. 
The  efforts  of  his  party  to  excite  the  Roman  Catholic  population  by 
demonstrations,  were  fruitless.  After  the  close  of  the  investigation, 
the  archbishop  was  released  from  durance,  and  he  proceeded  again  in 
his  former  way.  But  the  government  was  also  firm,  and  proceeded 
against  all  refractoriness  with  punishment  and  rej>risals.  In  June, 
1855,  finally,  a  provisional  agreement  was  arrived  at  in  Rome.  It 
consists  in  this,  that  all  prosecutions  be  abandoned,  and  th«  archbishop 
fill  all  vacant  benefices  provisionally  with  vicars,  until  a  cimcordat  ia 
obtained, — which  has  not  yet  happened. — On  the  other  hand,  Wiirtemr 
6e)"/7  concluded  a  concordat  with  the  pope  in  1857,  by  which  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  has  also  become  the  established  church  of  this  country. 
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The  bishop  aloDe  disposes  of  all  vacant  ben'efices ;  be  has  further  tbf 
right  to  introduce  religious  orders  and  congregations  without  inter- 
ference. The  government  renounced  the  right  of  having  a  commis- 
sioner at  the  examination  of  seminaries,  and  the  bishop  can  establish 
seminaries  where  he  pleases,  and  as  many  as  he  pleases.  The  sove-. 
reign  placet  is  entirely  given  up.  On  the  contrary,  the  pope  permits, 
for  a  time,  that  the  purely  temporal  legal  matters  of  the  clergy  be 
transacted  before  the  civil  courts. 

7.  Prussia  concluded  a  concordat  with  Rome  already  in  1821,  ao- 
oording  to  which  six  bishoprics  and  two  archbishoprics  were  established 
in  the  land.     The  free  election  of  bishop  was  granted  to  the  chapters, 
but  in  a  secret  appendix-article  Rome  promised,  instructing  the  chap- 
ters, that  only  gratae  personiB  were  to  be  chosen.     A  rupture  took  place 
in  spite  of  all  the  connivance  of  the  government  concerning  the  con- 
tradiction between  canonical  and  civil  law  in  regard  to  the  mixed 
marriages  existing  between  Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics.     The 
Council  of  Trent  absolutely  forbade  such  marriages.     A  subsequent 
papal  bull  of  1741,  however,  permitted  them  under  the  condition  of  a 
merely  passive  assistance  of  the  Rr>man  Catholic  clergy  at  the  marriage, 
and  of  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  those  thus  marrying  to  educate 
their  children  in  a  Roman  Catholic  way.     The  Prussian  law  of  1803 
enacted,  on  the  contrary,  that  in  doubtful  cases  all  the  children  should 
adopt  the  religion  of  the  father.     But  as  this  law  also  became  valid 
since  1825  for  the  Rhine  provinces,  and  the  bishops  here  on  this  ac- 
count made  inquiry  of  the  pope,  Pius  VIII.  issued  a  breve  (1830), 
which  allowed  the  priest  to  solemnize  marriages  only  in  those  cases 
where   the   instruction  of  the   children   in   Roman  Catholicism  was 
guaranteed ;  in  all  other  cases  only  a  passive  assistance  was  declared 
permissible.    The  government,  however,  received  from  the  priests  con- 
cerned, at  a  secret  private  convention  (1834),  the  promise  that  they 
would  not  refuse  to  officiate  in  other  cases ;  and  the  Archbishop  of 
Cologne,  Count  Spiegel^  who  was  bith  a  friend  and  patron  of  Herm©- 
uian  theology,  gave  ecclesiastical  legislative  authority  to  this  conven- 
tion.    Spiegel's  succestior  was  Clemens  Droste  of  Vischering  (1836), 
after  that  he  had  given  his  adhesion  formally  to  the  convention,  be- 
cause he,  as  he  later  excused  himself,  had  not  called  into  question  the 
agreement  affirmed  by  the  government  with  the  breve.     So  goon,  how- 
ever, as  he  obtained  a  clearer  insight  into  their  contradict^£|  charac- 
ter, he  strictly  forbade  his  clergy  to  solemnize  any  marriagF without 
the  guarantee  required  by  the  breve.    At  the  same  time  he  endeavored 
to  give  force  to  the  papal  condemnation  of  Ilermesian  theology  by  for- 
bidding the  stuijnts  of  Bonn  in  the  confessional  from  attending  the 
lectures  of  the  Ilermesians.    As  the  archbishop  could  not  be  influenced 
to  yield  his  positiDu,  he  was  arrested  in  1837  as  faithless  to  his  word 
and  exciting  rebellion,  and  was  taken  to  the  castle  of  Minden.     Both 
of  the  powers  interested  justified  their  conduct  in  p  iblio  memorials, 
77* 
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with  wbioh  was  oonneoted  an  imnvense  utiinber  of  controversial  ti  ji^ 
tises  from  both  parties.    Gorres  called  the  archbishop  the  "Athanaslas'' 
of  the  19th  centory.     The  example  of  the  Archbishop  of  Cologne  also 
emboldened  the  Archbishop  Dunin  of  Gnesen  and  Posen  to  issue  a 
secret  pastoral  letter,  in  which  every  priest  of  his  diocese  was  threat- 
ened with  suspension  who  did   not  unconditionally  obey  the  papal 
breve  (1838).     He  was  legally  deposed  therefor,  and  condemned  to  a 
half  year's  imprisonment,  but  the  king  prevented  the  execution  of  the 
penalty.     Dunin,  however,  fled  from  Berlin  to  Posen,  and  was  now 
taken  to  the  castle  of  Colberg  (1839).    Amid  such  complications  Frede- 
rick  William  IV.  ascended  the  throne  (1840).     Dunin  was  restored  to- 
his  office  in  magnanimous  confidence.     Droste  also  was  released  from* 
bis  imprisonment  with  public  apology,  and  received,  with  his  approbtk 
tion  and  that  of  the  pope,  a  coadjutor  in  the  hitherto  Bishop  of  Spire,- 
Geisself  who  administered  the  archbishopric  in  his  name  and  with  the 
right  of  succession  (1842).     The  government  let  the  Hermesians  fall ; 
the  law  in  regard  to  mixed  marriages  remained  in  force,  although  so^ 
that  the  conscience  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy  was  to  be  spared 
under  all  circumstances  (cf.  K,  Hase^  die  beiden-  Erzsbischofe.     Lps^ 
1839).   After  the  year  of  revolution  the  Prussian  bishops  also  presented 
a  memorial  containing  the  well-known  Ultramontane  demands.     The- 
organic  law  of  Jan.  31,  1850,  guaranteed  free  intercourse  with  Rome, 
and  a  Roman  Catholic  faction  was  formed  in  the  chambers  which  voted 
at  one  time  with  the  right  wing,  then  with  the  left,  as  Ultramontane 
interests  demanded.     The  government  granted  many  things,  although 
it  in  a  measure  forbade  the  studying  in  foreign  Jesuit  institutions  and 
limited  Jesuit  missions  (1852).     When  in  March,  1853,  the  Bishop 
Arnoldi  of  Treves  commanded  his  clergy  only  then  to  allow  mixed 
marriages,  when  by  an  oath  the  education  of  the  children  in  the  Ro- 
man Catliolic  faith  was  granted  by  both  parties,  a^»d  even  then  also  to 
refuse  them  ecclesiastical  solemnization,  the  king  declared  that  he 
would  immediately  dismiss  any  officer  from  his  army  who  would  sub- 
mit to  so  shameful  a  condition.     The  prince-regent,  at  his  accession  to 
the  throne  (1858)  declared,  that  the  utmost  parity  must  exist  between 
both  confessions.     For  the  rest,  how  just  the  complaints  of  the  Ultra- 
montanes  concerning  slights  are,  appears  from  the  fact  that  the  Stat« 
has  only  appropriated  $400,000  annually  to  the  ecclesiastical  aftairs  of 
its  ten  miljions  of  Protestants,  whilst  it  permits  the  worship  of  six 
millions  of  Roman  Catholics  to  cost  it  three  times  as  much.     To  this 
must  be  added  yet  for  extraordinary  objects  $10,000  for  the  former, 
but  $50,000  for  the  latter.  —  In  Mecklenburg- Schwerin  the  Chamberlain 
von  Kettenburg  went  over  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  appointed 
a  Roman  Catholic  priest  on  his  estate.     The  government,  however, 
banished  this  priest,  because  the  laws  of  the  country  did  not  permit 
»ny  Roman  Catholic  worship  which  went  beyond  simple  family  wor- 
ship.    A  compliant  on  this  account  brought  before  the  federal  dioti 
then  before  the  German  diet,  was  disregarded  by  both. 
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8.  The  ecclosiastical  chiof  administration  of  RK-man  Catholic  Swit 
ttrland  belonged  formerly  to  the  bishoprics  of  Constance,  of  Milan, 
and  of  Besan^on.  But  soon  after  the  Reformation  already  the  Romai 
court  established  a  nunciature  (at  Lucerne)  for  the  direct  maintenance 
of  the  papal  interests  in  Switzerland.  When  now  in  1814  the  liberal 
Wessenbei'g,  for  a  long  time  already  suspected  of  heresy  (J  57,  4),  wa« 
called  as  coadjutor  to  Constance  (without  papal  confirmation),  the 
nuncio  of  Lucerne  intrigued  among  the  confederates  until  these  peti. 
tioned  the  pope  for  the  establishment  of  an  independent  and  national 
bishopric.  Pius  VII.  hastily  tore  the  bond  hitherto  existing.  But  ai 
every  canton  laid  claim  to  the  episcopal  seat,  a  papal  grand-vicar  was 
appointed  at  Lucerne  instead  of  a  national  bishopric.  At  the  sam^ 
time  the  Jesuits  made  their  appearance.  Thereby  Roman  Catholic 
Switzerland,  and  Lucerne  at  the  head,  became  a  chief  home  of  Ultra- 
montanism.  The  Jesuistic  party,  however,  was  also  opposed  by  a 
radical  liberal  one,  which  attempted  to  overthrow  the  Ultramontane 
government  in  1845,  but  was  suppressed.  As,  meanwhile,  the  diet 
meddled  in  these  internal  affairs  of  the  Roman  Catholic  cantons,  the 
latter  formed  a  separate  league  to  maintain  and  protect  their  faith  and 
their  rights  of  sovereignty.  This  led  to  the  civil  war.  The  special 
league  was  defeated ;  the  Jesuits  and  the  Ultramontane  government 
must  disappear  (1847).  In  the  new  federal  constitution,  which  Swit- 
serland  made  in  1848,  the  unconditional  freedom  of  conscience  and  the 
civil  equality  of  all  Christian  confessions  is  guaranteed,  and  the  banish- 
ment of  the  Jesuits  is  renewed.  A  law  of  1850  places  the  religious 
education  of  children  of  mixed  marriages  absolutely  under  the  will  of 
the  father.  Since  this  time,  however,  both  Ultramontanism  and  Je- 
suitism have  again  celebrated  great  triumphs  in  the  Roman  Catholic 
cantons. 

i  59.  THE  ORTHODOX  GREEK  CHURCH. 

The  orthodox  Church  of  Russia  has  elevated  itself  more  and 
more,  especially  since  Alexander  I.  Theological  learning  was 
not  rare  among  the  higher  clergy,  and  the  government  also  pro- 
Yided  for  the  better  intellectual  culture  of  the  lower  clertrv.  The 
Greeks  in  the  West  Russian  provinces,  who  have  been  united 
with  Rome  since  1594,  expressed  the  wish  at  the  Synod  of  PoloiJc 
to  return  to  the  bosom  of  the  orthodox  church,  and  they  were 
accordingly  again  received  at  the  command  of  the  Emperor.-— 
The  orthodox  chnrch  in  the  Turkish  provinces  stood  junder  the 
patriarch  of  Constantinople  and  its  holy  synod.  Disappointed 
in  their  expectations  from  the  Congress  of  Vienna,  the  Greeks 
arose  in  their  own  strength  against  Turkish  tyranny.  In  1  i$l4  ^ 
new  Hetairia  was  formed,  which  soon  spread  over  the  vhok 
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country,  and  nurtured  thoughts  of  freedom  among  the  people 
The  war  of  freedom  broke  out  in  1821.  The  first  consequence 
of  it  was  a  fearful  massacre,  especially  in  Constantinople.  The 
patriarch  Oregorius,  together  with  his  entire  synod  and  about 
80,000  Christians,  were  murdered  within  three  months  with  terri- 
ble cruelty  by  the  Turks.  Finally,  in  1830,  the  London  Confer- 
ence  declared  Greece  to  be  an  independent  State,  and  a  meeting 
of  bishops  at  Nauplia  in  1833  emancipated  the  Greek  Church 
from  the  patriarch,  who  stood  under  Turkish  arbitrariness.  The 
chief  supervision  of  the  church  was  committed  to  a  permanent 
holy  synod  at  Athens,  which  was  established, by  the  king,  but 
was  entirely  independent  in  all  internal  affairs. — But  in  1840, 
Christian  princes  of  all  confessions  reconquered  the  holy  land  for 
the  Turks  from  the  hands  of  a  rebellious  vassal,  and  the  political 
interests  of  the  Christian  States  of  Europe  are  so  complicated 
in  regard  to  the  Orient,  that  in  1854  it  could  be  affirmed  in  the 
English  Parliament,  that  Turkey,  even  with  its  putrefaction  and 
weakness,  if  it  were  not  in  existence  would  have  to  be.  The 
Turco-Uussian  war,  which  was  closed  at  the  beginning  of  1856, 
therefore,  made  no  material  change  in  the  condition  of  the 
Christians.  For  even  thouirh  the  Ilatli  Humayun  of  Feb.  18, 
18">r).  granted  them  equal  civil  rights  with  the  Moslems,  espe- 
cially also  ability  to  bear  anus  and  equality  before  the  courts, 
still,  well-meant  as  it  niav  he  bv  the  Sultan,  it  is  scarcely  anv 
longer  regarded  in  practice,  as  formerly  the  also  well-meant 
liatti-scherifT  of  Giilhanc  ,^1S39). 

Whilst  Pmtostant  (ospeoijilly  North  American)  missionaries  are 
unwoariedy  active  in  evangelizing  the  schismatic  churches  of  the 
Orient  (Xestorians.  Armenians,  Maronites)  thrv>ugh  distributiim  of 
Bibles  a!\d  schiH>l-instr action.  Rome  als*>  does  not  spare  any  labor  in 
endeavoring  to  bring  back  these  as  well  as  the  orthi>dox  church  itself 
into  the  iKtsom  of  the  only  saving  church,  but  certainly  without  any 
apparent  success.  Only  a  short  time  agi>  (IJvSo^  the  converte^i  Greek 
Piizipios  of  Scio  foundeil  an  oriental  Christian  s*.XMety  at  Rome,  which 
has  this  object  alone  in  view.  Its  leading  thought,  which  Pitiipios  has 
devclopeii  in  a  special  treatise  (L'^clise  orientale.  Rome.  lSo-5.  in  Ger- 
man, by  H.  Shi^U  Vienna.  IS.57^.  is  this,  that  the  oriental  church  is 
Roman  Catholic  "tf  right  andof  G^>d  since  the  council  cf  Florence,  and 
it  is  only  the  lust  of  p<»wer  and  selfishness  of  the  clergy  which  will  not 
permit  the  historically  grounded  and  lawfallj  existing  unitj  to  ooom 
to  a  manifestation. 
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i  60.  SECTS  AND  FANATICS. 

The  proper  home  for  the  formation  and  gathering  of  sects  in 
this  period  is  North  America.  Here  Unitarians  from  England 
found  entrance,  whilst  in  return  the  Meihodials  and  BaptistH 
from  America  sent  missionaries  hack  to  Europe.  But  in  Eu- 
rope  also  fanatical  phenomena  made  their  appearance  here  and 
there,  which  were  in  part  guilty  of  frantic  outrages.  Even 
Onosticism^  with  intellectual  and  moral  errors,  showed  itself 
again  in  several  societies.  The  Harmonites  in  North  America 
represented  a  combination  of  communism  with  religious  fanati- 
cism. The  Darbyites  constituted  the  saints  of  the  last  times 
upon  independent  foundation,  whilst  on  the  other  hand,  the 
Irmngites  and  their  caricature,  the  Mormons,  represented  the 
revival  of  the  apostolic  offices  and  charisma,  —  the  latter  with 
the  addition  of  socialistic  and  gnostic  tendencies. 

1.  The  Propagation  of  the  Older  Sects.  —  Baptist ic  doctrines  and 
practice  proceeded  often  spontaneously  in  Germany  from  unchurchly 
Pietism  and  Mysticism.  Besides,  the  Englinh  missionary  Oncken  of 
Hamburg  worked  towards  the  same  end  since  1834.  Thus  gradually 
from  30  to  40  small  baptistic  congregations  arose,  especially  in  East 
Prussia  (where  Memel  is  their  chief  seat),  in  Westphalia  and  the 
Rhine  Provinces,  in  Wtirtemberg  and  Hesse,  etc.  Priissia  granted 
them  limited  tolerance  in  1343  ;  also  WUrteniberg  and  Hesse.  Meck- 
lenburg warded  them  off  by  tines  and  imprisonments.  But  Denmark, 
which  proceeded  against  them  even  more  sharply,  was  finally  com- 
pelled to  permit  the  organization  of  a  congregation  at  Fredericia(1842). 
Since  then  the  number  of  their  adherents  has  increased  on  the  conti- 
nent from  year  to  year.  Hamburg  granted  them  full  recognition  in 
1858,  with  the  prohibition,  however,  not  to  baptize  in  the  open  air. — 
The  North  American  missionary  Jakoby  pn>selyted  for  Methodism  from 
Bremen. — The  Unitarians  possess  yet  in  Transylvania  of  old  a  priv- 
ileged and  organized  church  establishment.  In  England  the  law  still 
threatens  them  with  the  death-penalty,  which,  however,  has  not  been 
inflicted  for  a  long  time.  But  they  were  not  the  less  an  object  of  in- 
tuit and  indignation  to  the  people.  A  popular' storm  broke  loose  in 
1791,  upon  Jos,  Priestley,  the  celebrated  chemist  and  natural  philosu- 
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pher,  who  presided  over  a  Unitariao  congregaiion  at  BirminghaD 
Hit  liouse,  Uigether  vritb  lua  scientific  ciiUectioD  and  apparatus,  was 
burned;  he  only  saved  his  own  life  with  difficuhj,  and  soon  after 
emigrated  to  North  America.  But  it  waa  only  after  his  death  (1804) 
that  the  tendency  represented  by  him  met  with  favor  there,  and  now 
hundreds  of  Unitarian  congregations  were  formed  in  a  short  time.  Ilr 
most  celebrated  apostle  was  ElUri/  Ckanning  of  BoHtun  (ob.  1842). 
The  blooming  period  of  American  Socinianism,  however,  has  pOMed 
away  already.  Its  latest  must  important  representative  was  Theodore 
Parker  of  Bosbin  (ob.  I6l>0),  who,  advancing  to  the  most  notorion* 
Kationalism,  also  emancipated  himself  entirely  from  the  autbority  of 
tbe  Bible.  —  Unitarian  congregations  hare  also  greatly  increased  ^i 
£ugliind  since  they  obtained  formal  lulerance  in  1813. 

2.  Fanatical  Phtnomeua.  —  Johanna  Soulkcnie  of  England  imagined 
that  she  was  the  woman  clothed  with  the  sun  spoken  of  in  Ret.  12,  qr 
the  bride  uf  the  Lamb.  She  appeared  in  1801  with  her  propheciea. 
Her  adherents,  the  New  hraelUea,  built  a  ehapel  in  London  for  their 
worship.  A  splendid  cradle  was  prepared  («  receive  the  long  promised 
Messiah,  but  Johanna  died  in  1814,  without  giving  birth  to  him.— 
Thomas  I'onchl,  Roman  Catholic  priest  at  Ampfeiwang  neiir  Lini,  ex- 
cited by  Sailer's  mystioiam,  labored  to  awaken  and  nourish  a  more 
living  Christianity,  which  certainly  was  not  altogether  free  from  fana- 
tical excitement  (expectation  of  the  approaching  end  of  tbe  world)  in 
his  congregation  by  devotional  meetings  and  distribution  of  pietistio 
tracts.  When  this  district  was  again  joined  to  Austria  in  1914,  he  was 
imprisoned,  and  his  adherents  connected  themselves  vith  a  farmer 
named  Jus.  Ifaaa,  who  led  them  only  deeper  int"!  fonaticisin.  Indeed, 
tlioir  fanaticism  went  finally  so  far,  that  on  Good  Friday  1817  they 
permitted  a  young  maiden  of  their  nnmber  to  die  a  sacriUcial  death 
for  her  brothers  and  sisters  after  the  example  of  Christ.  J'Sachl  WW 
filled  with  horror  at  this  awful  deed,  which  was  charged  upon  him. 
Ho  died  (1837)  in  prison.  —  A  very  similar  deei!  of  horror  was  petp«> 
traled  a  few  years  later  in  the  village  of  WUdeiapuch,  in  the  canttm 
of  Zurich.  Manjaret  I'eler,  the  daugtiter  of  a  peasant,  gathered  around 
herself  a  little  crowd  of  adherents,  who  revered  her  as  a  saint.  In  her 
fanaticijim  she  hnd  lier  younger  sister  killed  and  herself  nailed  to  the 
cross  with  incredible  courage  "for  tbe  salvation  of  many  thousand 
souls"  (1823), — T]ieJiimpiii!/ aect  in  Ingermaunland  (concerning  which 
C.  Vlliiiaiin  has  given  infi.rination  in  the  "  Mittheilungen  n,  Nach- 
richten  filr  die  evang.  Ooistlichk.  Kussl.  1857.  HI.")  traces  its  origin 
to  1813.  Proceeding  fi-om  a  religious  excitement  independent  of  Uie 
church.  Ihey  camo  to  the  conviction  that  every  individual  required  thp 
direct  illumination  of  the  Holy  Spirit  in  order  to  hin  salvation ;  ibe^ 
also  so(<n  believed  that  they  enjoyed  thif'  illumination,  and  ecsta& 
praying,  singing,  and  crying,  connected  with  clapping  of  hands  fk  ' 
fumping  at  their  meetings,  gave  evidence  of  being  p  -  -     - 
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Holj  Spirit  The  special  illumination  required  as  correlative  also  a 
special  holiness,  and  this  was  sought  not  only  in  despising  marriage, 
but  also  in  abstaining  from  meat,  beer,  brandy,  and  tobai^^co.  He  who 
applied  for  admission  into  the  sect  was  required  to  prove  nudus  super 
nuda  before  the  eyes  of  the  meeting,  that  the  old  Adam  with  his  sexual 
susceptibility  was  dead  in  him.  The  '*  holy  love,"  which  they  placed 
in  the  stead  of  marriage,  also  led  here,  as  ever,  to  fleshly  errors,  and 
this  was  the  reason  why  many  of  them,  after  the  example  of  Skopzi 
({  42,  5),  with  whom  they  probably  were  connected,  choose  the  much 
more  certain  means  of  castration.  Authors  and  chiefs  of  the  sect  were 
named,  and  were  said  to  have  been  present  here  and  there  at  the  meet- 
ings, but  the  civil  authorities  were  not  able  to  get  hold  of  them.  At 
all  events,  the  sect  is  now  near  its  end.  —  A  peculiar  phenomenon  ap- 
peared among  the  Swedish  peasants  since  1842  in  the  so-called  calling 
voices.  Uneducated  laymen,  especially  women  and  even  children, 
broke  out,  after  preceding  convulsions,  into  deeply  moving  sermons  of 
repentance  and  prophecies  concerning  the  approaching  judgment  of 
God.  The  contents  of  their  sermons  did  not  conflict  with  the  doctrines 
of  the  church. 

3.  The  Harmonites.  (Cf.  /.  Wagner,  Gesch.  d.  Harmoniegesellsch. 
Vaihingen,  1833.)  —  The  dissatisfaction  of  the  Wiirtemberg  Pietists, 
which  was  increased  by  liturgical  innovations,  caused  many  emigra- 
tions at  the  beginning  of  this  century.  The  farmer  George  Kapp,  who 
believed  himself  to  be  favored  with  divine  inspiration,  emigrated  to 
America  with  his  adherents  in  1803,  and  founded  near  Pittsburg  the 
colony  of  Harmony  with  communistic  basis,  which  he  ruled  autocrati- 
cally as  patriarch,  high-priest,  and  judge.  He  sold  the  establishment 
in  1823  to  the  Scotchman  Robert  Owen,  on  account  of  its  unhealthy 
location,  and  went  with  700  Harmonites  to  Indiana,  where  he  founded 
the  new  colony  of  Economy,  Prosperity  and  peace  reigned  in  the 
society  until  in  1831,  when  an  adventurer  named  Bernhard  Midler  en- 
tered it  as  a  troubler.  He  had  beforo  this  played  a  brilliant  part  at 
Offenbach  under  the  name  of  Proli  as  a  prophet  called  to  found  a 
spiritual  world-monarchy,  but  only  escaped  legal  prosecution  by  flight. 
He  appeared  in  the  same  character  at  Economy,  claiming  to  be  of 
princely  descent,  and  calling  himself  Count  Maxim,  v.  Leon.  Rapp 
recognized  him  as  a  prophet.  Proli  caused  a  great  part  of  Rapp's  ad- 
herents to  apostatize.  Rapp  had  to  pay  them  a  large  sum  out  of  the 
common  treasury,  and  Proli  founded  with  them  the  Society  of  New 
Jerusalem  at  Philippsburg.  When  he  had  squandered  the  property  of 
his  adherents  he  abandoned  them  (1833),  leaving  them  behind  in 
great  misery,  and  soon  thereafter  he  was  drowned  in  the  Missouri 
river.    Rapp's  successor  was  a  merchant  named  Becker. 

4.  The  Neyo  Templars,  (Cf.  Carovi,  der  Messianismus  d.  neuen 
Templar.  Lpz.  1834. —  W.  F.  Wilcke,  die  Tempelerei.  Lpz.  1S35.)^ 
After  the  revolution  of  July  there  appeared  publicly  in  Paris  (1831)  i 
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secret  order,  prcfedsing  to  have  an  unbroken  series  of  grand-Tn&8tei% 
from  the  Old  Templars,  of  whose  existence  mention  is  already  made  itt 
the  middle  of  the  previous  century.  The  religion  of  these  Nisw  Tem^ 
plarSy  which  has  propagated  itself  as  the  primitive  revelation  throngh 
the  Greek  and  Egyptian  mysteries,  and  from  which  Moses  also  drew 
materials,  then  was  further  advanced  by  Christ  and  given  to  the  grand- 
masters of  the  Templars  by  John  and  his  successor  in  esoteric  tradition^ 
teaches  a  divine  trinity  of  being,  deed,  and  consciousness,  an  eternity 
of  the  world  apart  from  God,  and  an  indwelling  of  God  in  man.  As  the 
only  true  Christianity  (^glise  chr6tienne  primitive)  it  seeks  to  ovei^ 
throw  the  Romish  Church.  The  curious  Parisiahs  enjoyed  themselves 
for  a  time  with  the  striking  worship  and  costume  of  the  Templars,  and 
then  forgot  them. 

6.  The  80-called  Hypocrites  (Mucker)  in  KUnigsherg.  (Cf.  H,  Olshau- 
serif  Lehre  u.  Leben  des  Konigsb.  Theosophen  J.  H.  Schoonherr.  Ko- 
nigsb.  1834,  v,  Wegnern,  Zuverlass.  Mittheill.  Ubor  Schonherr's  Leben 
u.  Lehre,  in  lUgen's  hist,  theol.  Zeitochr.  1838.  II. —  G.  H,  Diesiel,  ein 
Zeugenverhor  im  Criminalprocesse  gegen  Ebel  u.  Diestel.  Lpz.  1838. 
— G,  V.  Hahnenfeldy  die  rel  Bewegung  zu  Konigsb.  Braunsb.  J858.)— 
There  lived,  at  the  beginning  of  this  century  (oh,  1826),  at  Konigs- 
berg,  a  pious  but  peculiar  theosophist,  named  John  Henry  SchSnherr, 
who,  starting  from  the  reception  of  two  primitive  beings  (Elohim), 
namely,  primitive  fire  and  primitive  water  (fire-Eloah  and  water- 
Eloah,  Gen.  1  :  2),  from  the  conjunction  and  co-operation  of  which 
creation  proceeded, — formed  a  guostic-theosophic  system,  by  which,  on 
the  basis  of  the  Scriptures,  he  imagined  that  he  had  solved  the  pro- 
blems of  theogony  and  cosmogony,  of  hamartigeny  and  soteriology. 
Of  the  small  circle  of  his  disciples,  two  preachers,  Ebel  and  Diestel, 
distinguished  themselves,  of  whom  especially  the  former  labored  with 
as  much  zeal  as  success  as  author,  teacher,  pastor,  and  p.raoher,  for 
the  awakening  and  revival  of  Christian  feeling  in  the  congregation. 
Their  theosophy,  which  they  inherited  from  Schonherr,  exerted  little 
or  no  influence  on  their  official  labors  in  the  congregation  ;  but  they 
thought  they  must  not  withhold  their  deeper  knowledge  of  revealed 
truth  from  a  smaller  circle  of  anxious  souls  of  both  sexes.  Prof.  01' 
^shausen  also,  and  r.  Tippelskirrh  (then  yet  a  student),  who  became 
better  known  later  as  Romish  chaplain  to  an  embassy,  as  also  a  Count 
FinkenMeiny  belonged  for  a  time  to  this  circle,  but  they  soon  withdrew 
and  publicly  combated  this  theosophy.  Soon,  however,  rumors  of 
mystico-religious  practice  of  sensuality,  which  was  based  upon  a  gnostio 
dualistic  view  of  religion  and  of  nature,  alsw  became  public.  Those 
belonging  to  this  circle  were  nicknamed  the  hypocrites  (Mucker). 
Already  a  garden  in  Konigsberg  was  spoken  of  as  the  "  Seraphim 
grove,"  where  they  practised  their  orgies.  Upon  the  complaint  Of  % 
man  of  rank,  who  believed  that  the  morality  of  his  wife  was  endanger^ 
V»y  this  circle,  the  consistory  instituted  a  preparatory  investigatioii^lld 
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■aipended  Khel  nnd  Diatel.     In  conBeqiieiioe  of  a  tborongh  :ninin«l 

ioTMtigatioii  in  1639,  both  irere  furmiillj  deposed  from  otBce,  and 
DiaiUl  was  besides  condemned  to  imprison  meat.  Both  appealed,  and 
after  a  lenf^hy  inveBtii^Btion  the;  were  Snnllj  in  1849  found  guilt;  by 
the  supreme  court  of  Berlin,  which  confirmed  the  deposition  of  both, 
bnt  released  them  fruin  anj  other  punishment,  and  granted  them  the 
privilege  of  being  appointed  to  non-spiritual  offices  elsewhere.  Thin 
•entence  charges  them  with  spreading  a  doctrine  that  contradicts  and 
nullifies  the  fundamental  doctrines  of  the  Christian  religion,  to  which. 
moreover,  was  given  an  application  in  regard  to  sexual  relatione, 
"  which,  even  though  designed  b;  its  author  to  promote  holiness,  must 
be  regarded  in  truth  as  being  ver;  pernicious  in  its  consequences,  and 
ooald  he  nothing  other  in  its  nature  than  injuriuus  to  bodily  health 
and  provocative  of  the  worst  vices."  Ebel  was  acquitted  of  the  charge 
of  sectarianism,  because  he  neither  formally  renounced  the  church  nor 
Mtablished  a  special  worship,  although  it  is  true  that  an  exclusive  and 
closely  united  circle  of  adherents  was  formed  around  him. 

6.  The  "  Cnlholie  Apontolk  Church"  of  the  ImingiUa.  (Cf.  Jf.  Hoht, 
BrnohatUcke  aus  d.  Leb.  u.  d.  Schriften  Irving's.  St.  Oatlen,  1R39.— 
The  article  by  Reich  in  the  Studd.  u.  Kritt.  1849,  I.,  by  Schtihe.  in 
Reuter's  Repert.  1849,  II.  7.  —  L,  J.  Jacobi.  die  Lehre  d.  Irvingiten, 
Berl.  1853.— F.  F.  Schuhe,  der  Irvingismus.  Berl.  1850.— J.  E.  Jbrg, 
jer  Irvingianism.  MUnch.  185C.  —  A.  G.  Rudelbach,  der  Irvingism. 
In  the  luth.  Zeitschrift.  1858,  II.-IV.)  —  Ed.  Irping.  a  powerful  and 
popular  preacher  of  the  Scotch  Presbyterian  Church  in  London,  ao- 
Mpted  the  doctrine  that  original  sin  dwelt  in  the  human  nature  of 
Christ  JQSt  as  in  ours,  but  that  it  was  conquered  and  dcBtrojed  by  tha 
povrer  of  his  divine  nature.  He  at  the  same  tirae  came  to  the  oontio- 
tion  that  the  spiritual  gifi«  of  the  apostolic  church  could  and  must  be 
renewed  and  revived  by  prayer  and  faith,  and  in  fact  the  presumed 
gift  of  speaking  in  unknown  tongues,  exalted  eiclaniaticns  and  pro- 
pheayings.  soon  manifested  themselves  in  some  members  of  his  congr^ 
gstiOD.  The  presbyterr  of  his  church  deposed  him  in  1832,  and  the 
Scotch  general  synod  excommunicated  him  in  1833.  Rich  and  respect' 
able  flriends  of  the  Episcopal  Church  (among  them  ei^pecially  a  rich 
banker,  the  subsequent  Apostle  Drutnmond)  took  np  the  outcast,  and 
gave  him  the  means  tJ)  build  a  new  church,  but  they  also  introduced 
into  it,  in  spite  of  Irving'e  opposition  (he  died  in  1835)  a  high-church 
Puseyite  tendency,  which  soon  dislodged  the  heretical  as  well  as  the 
puritanic  element,  and  forced  in  the  enthusiastic  at  least  in  hiernrchi- 
oal  and  liturgical  formalism.  The  revival  of  the  npostoHc  otSce  became 
the  centre  of  tho  movement.  After  various  unfortunate  attempts,  the 
ealling  of  twelve  Apostleg  through  the  divinely  illumined  Prophets  was 
accomplished.  From  the  apostles  as  the  chiof  rulirs  and  gujirdians 
ofthi  ch\iTc\i  Evangelist  and  Shepherds  {or  an '/■■h~  Rev.  2  :  1,  8,  etc.) 
trare  now  ooosccrated  according  to  Eph.  4:11  to  each  of  tin  li 
78 
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of  which  was  subordinated  six  elders  and  s'x  deacons,  so  that  th^ 
clergy  of  each  congregation  consisted  of  thirteen  persons  (a  copy  of 
Christ  and  his  twelve  disciples).     Seven  congregations  were  formed  in 
London  as  copies  of  the  seven  apocalyptic  congregations  (Rev.  1  :  20), 
which  together  in  their  seven-fold  perfection  were  t^>  be  the  model  and 
representative  of  the  universal  church.     The  promise  of  the  near  re- 
turn of  the  Lord  stood  in  the  fore-ground  of  their  new  revelation.   The 
Lord,  who  was  to  come  again   during  the  lifetime  of  the  first  apostles, 
and  who  was,  therefore,  expected  very  confidently  by  them,  was  com- 
polled  by  increasing  corruption  and  depravity  to  defer  his  return  indo* 
iinitely,  and  even  to  arrest  the  full  development  of  the  second  apostolate, 
which  was  appointed  for  the  heathen,  and  for  a  time  represented  by  Paul, 
because  the  church  was  no  longer  worthy  of  it.     But  now  finally,  after 
eighteen  centuries  of  dishonor,  during  which  the  church  unfolded  itself 
as  the  -^afty/ow  of  the  Apocalypse  (the  Reformation  of  the  sixteenth  cen- 
tury also  included),  and  has  become  ripe  for  judgment,  the  time  has 
come,  when  the  apostolate  has  been  restored,  to  prepare  the  way  for 
the  end  of  all  things.     It  was  asserted  at  the  beginning  with  great 
confidence,  that  none  belonging  to  them  would  die,  but  that  all  would 
survive  the  end  of  the  world.     But  since  that  death  has  torn  so  many, 
even  several  apostles  from  the  midst  of  them,  it  is  said  that  those  are 
already  born  who  shall  survive  the  dawn  of  the  consummation.     It 
may  break  every  day,  every  hour.     It  is  to  begin  with  the  first  re- 
surrection (Rev.  20  :  5)  and  with  the  simultaneous  transformation  of 
the  living  saints  (the  wise  virgins,  i.  e.  the  Irvingites),  who  will  be 
borne  up  to  the  Lord  in  the  clouds,  and  be  united  with  him  in  a  higher 
place  by  the  marriage-supper  of  the  Lamb.     They  are  concealed  in 
security,  whilst  Antichrist  persecutes  the  other  Christians  (the  foolish 
virgins),  who  can  only  be  saved  by  severe  martyrdom,  and  executes 
judgment  on  Babylon.    The  Gentile  church  is  now  at  an  end;  on  the 
other  hand,  the  conversion  of  the  Jews  has  commenced,  who,  being 
pressed  by  want  and  the  persecution  of  the  man  of  sin,  seek  and  find 
a  refuge  in  Palestine.     After  a  complete,  although  only  a  brief  victory 
of  Antichrist,  the  Ix)rd  appears  visibly  in  the  midst  of  those  who  have 
risen  from  the  dead  and  of  the  transformed.     The  kingdom  of  Anti- 
christ is  destroyed,  Satan  is  bound,  the  saints  live  and  rule  with  Christ 
a  thousand  years  upon  the  earth  delivered  from  the  curse.     After  this 
Satan  will  be  again  let  loose  for  a  short  time,  and  will  cause  a  great 
ap<»staoy.    Finally  Satan's  overthrow  follows,  together  with  the  second 
resurrection  and  the  last  judgment.  —  In  regard  to  the  %c:rMp  of  the 
Irvingites,  their  liturgy,  professing  to  have  been  formed  by  the  apos- 
tles, is  only  a  compilation  of  Anglican  and  Roman  Catholic  elements. 
Che  idea  of  a  priesthood  and  of  sacrifice  is  very  prominent,  and  splen- 
did priestly  garments  are  an  essential  requisite.     Nevertheless,  they 
rejected  the  Romish  doctrine  of  a  bloodless  repetition  of  the  bloody 
ftaorifice,  as  also  the  doctrine  of  transubstantiati  n.     They,  however. 
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insisted  strictly  upon  the  payment  of  tithes  as  made  a  Christian  duty 
by  Heb.  7  :  4.     Their  typical  interpretation  of  the  history  and  legisla- 
tion of  the  Old  Testament,  especially  of  the  tabernacle,  is  the  most 
abitrary  and  absurd  that  \ras  ever  given.  —  The  first  sending  forth 
of  the  Apostles,  only  to  reconnoitre  and  prepare  the  ground  for  future 
efforts,  took  place  in  1835.     The  first  public  demonstration  was  made 
in  1836  by  an  apostolic  **  epistle  to  the  patriarchs,  bishops,  and  over- 
seers of  the  Qhurch  of  Christ  in  all  lands,  as  also  to  the  emperors, 
kings,  and  princes  of  all  nations  of  the  baptized,''  which  was  sent  to 
the  most  distinguished  of  those  addressed  (also  to  the  pope),  but  was 
altogether  disregarded  (printed  in  Rheinwald's  Acta  ecclst.  1837,  p. 
793  ff.)     Since  then  they  have  carried  on  their  missionary  work  more 
publicly.     But  they  from  principle  only  direct  their  efforts  towards 
those  who  already  believe  and  take  no  part  at  all  in  heathen  missions, 
because  they  say  that  they  are  sent  forth  neither  to  the  heathen,  nor 
yet  to  unbelievers,  but  only  to  collect  and  save  believers.   In  England, 
where  they  at  first  met  with  great  favor,  their  time  seems  already  to 
have  come  to  an  end.     They  only  succeeded  in  establishing  a  few  con- 
gregations in  North  America.     Their  efforts  in  Germany  and  Switzer- 
land seem  to  promise  better  success.    They  gained  here  several  respect- 
able theologians  [Karl  Rothey  Albert  Koppeuj  and  especially  Henry  W. 
J,  Thiersch^  the  proper  Tertullian  of  this  modern  Montanism),  which 
was  so  much  the  more  important  for  them,  as  they  lacked  influential, 
at  least  scientifically  and  theologically  educated,  adherents.     Frank- 
furt-on-the-Main  became  a  chief  point  of  their  labors,  especially  through 
the  agency  of  the  book- trade  (bookseller  Zimmer).    Besides,  they  esta- 
blished congregations  at  Berlin,  Stettin,  Konigsberg,  Marburg,  and 
Basle.     They  even  found  favor  among  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
especially  in  Bavaria.     But  a  series  of  depositions  and  excommunica- 
tions during  1857  suppressed  this  movement.     There  have  been  pub- 
lished of  their  theopneustic  (apostolic)  writings,  in  addition  to  the 
"  Zuschrift  an  die  Patriarchen,"  etc. ;  "  Die  Ordnung  der  Feier  der  h. 
£uchariste  und  der  h.  Communion  "  (but  only  printed  as  manuscript) ; 
*•  Die  mosaische  StiftfaLatte  als  Vorbild  fUr  die  Christl.  K.  Frankf. 
1847;"  "Die  Kirche  in  unserer  Zeit.     DUsselth.  1843;"  **Die  En- 
trlickung  od.  die  Verwandlung  der  lebendigen   Heiligen  von  John 
Hooper,     Berl.  1847;"  "  Erzahlung  von  Thatsachen  in  Verbindung 
mit  der  jetzigen   Lage  u.  der   Zukunft  der  Kirche;"  **Die  sieben 
Sendschreiben  der  Off.  Job. ;"  *'  Schatten  u.  Licht  in  dem  gegenwar- 
tigen  Zustande  der  K.  von  Charles  Bbhmy  bevorwortet  von  Thiersch, 
Berl.  1855."     Irving  himself  wrote  the  little  book:  "Die  Kirche  mit 
Ihrer  Ausstattung  von  Macht  und  Heiligkeit,  aus  d.  Engl.     Stuttg 
1841."  —  Their  missionary   representatives   in  Germany  are  distin- 
guished by  a  religious  and  moral  earnestness  joined  with  dignity, 
mildness,  and  amiableness  of  character.    Likewise,  it  cannot  be  denied 
that,  apart  from  their  groundless  apostolate  and  what  is  connected 
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therewith,  a  sound,  clear,  moderate,  and  genuine  churchl j  feeling,  es 
presses  itself  in  thtir  views,  in  their  judgments,  and  in  their  efibrto. 

7.  The  Darhyitts  or  Ptymouth  Brethren.  (Cf.  J,  J,  Herzog,  las  Fr^ei 
de  Plymouth.  Laus.  1855.) — The  Plymouth  Brethren,  related  on  th« 
one  hand  with  Irvingianism  by  their  expectation  of  the  near  approack* 
ing  advent  of  Christ,  and  likewise  regarding  themselves  as  the  latter- 
day  saints,  formed,  on  the  other  hand,  the  most  decided  antithesis  to 
Irvingian  hierarchism  by  their  absolute  Independentism.^  John  Varbff^ 
at  first  advocate,  then  a  clergyman  in  the  Anglican  church,  established 
a  sectarian,  apucalyptico-independent  society  at  Plymouth^  but  he  soon 
emigrated  to  Paris,  and  from  thence  to  Vaud  (1840),  where  Lausanne 
became  the  chief  seat  of  the  sect.  They  held,  that  all  spiritual  offices, 
all  ecclesiastical  forms,  are  of  evil,  and  a  witness  of  the  secularization 
of  the  church.  There  is  only  one  office,  the  spiritual  priesthood  of  all 
believers,  and  every  believer  has  the  right  to  preach  and  to  administer 
tlie  sacraments.  Not  only  the  Roman  Catholic,  but  also  the  Protestant 
church  is  a  Babylon.     They  are  rigidly  CaWinistic  in  doctrine. 

8.  The  Amen  Society.  —  It  owes  its  origin  to  the  Jewish-Christian 
Israel  Pick  of  Bohemia,  who,  being  converted  by  Scotch  missionaries, 
was  baptized  Jan.  1,  1854.  In  the  conviction  that  he  did  not  thereby 
renounce  his  Judaism,  but  rather  only  first  then  became  in  truth  a  Jew, 
he  came,  through  a  one-sided  apprehension  of  the  promises  given  t«> 
his  nation  in  the  Old  Testament,  to  thoughts  and  plans  similar  to  those 
entertained  by  Christ.  Hoffmann  of  Wlirtemberg  ({  55,  4),  only  that 
the  latter  would  accomplish  the  gathering  of  the  people  of  God  in  the 
promised  land  through  heathen-Christians,  but  Pick  through  Jewish- 
Christians.  The  entire  Mosaic  law,  including  the  observance  of  tlie 
Sabbath  and  circumcision,  was  to  be  (together  with  baptism  and  the 
Lord's  Supper)  tliere  the  foundation  of  the  ecclesiastical  and  civil  or- 
ganization, and  because  the  idea  of  salvation  was  first  to  be  fully 
manifested  in  this  true  Israel,  heathen  Christianity  would  also  through 
it  first  attain  to  the  full  possession  ot"  the  blessings  of  grace  appointed 
for  it.  Every  effort,  therefore,  is  made  in  the  interest  of  all  heathen- 
Christians  to  prepare  the  way  for  this  colonization  of  Palestine  through 
converted  Israelites.  But  as  Pick  met  with  little  favor  among  his 
countrymen  with  such  ideas,  he  turned  to  the  Christians  converted 
from  the  heathens,  and  he  succeeded  in  here  and  there  gaining  a  few 
adherents,  to  whom  he  gave  the  name  of  the  Amen  Society,  because 
all  the  promises  of  the  old  covenant  are  yea  and  amen  in  Christ.  The 
centre  of  the  society  is  in  Munich-Gladbach. 

9.  The  Mormons  or  Latter-day  Saints.  (Cf.  Mor.  Busch^  Die  Mcr- 
moneu.  Lpz.  1855  ;  Theod.  Qlshansen,  Gesch.  der  Mormonen.  Gottg. 
1855.) — Joseph  {Joe)  Smith,  a  bankrupt  farmer  of  the  State  of  Vermont, 
who  was  engaged  in  knavish  hunting  for  hidden  treasure,  declared  in 
1825,  that,  directed  by  livine  revelations  and  visions,  he  dug  out  of  the 
hill  of  Comara  in  Nem  York  a  stone  chest  containing  golden  tables  in- 
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bribed  with  holjr  cecords.    A  pair  of  prophetical  spectacleft  (Urim  an4 
Tbummin)  which  were  also  in  the  chest,  enabled  him  to  read,  to  uo>. 
derstand,  and  to  translate  the  records.     Ue  published  the  translation 
in  the  Book  of  Mormon,  According  to  this  book,  the  Israelites  emigrated 
to  America  under  their  captain  Lehi^  after  the  destruction  of  the  king- 
dom of  the  ten  tribes.     The  nation,  however,  perished  after  manjr 
changes  on  account  of  its  sins.     Its  last  prophet  Mormon  wrote  his 
revelation  on  the  above-mentioned  brazen  tables,  which  he  hid  in  the 
earth  as  a  future  testimony  for  the  latter-day  saints.     Smith  now  de- 
clared that  he  was  called  of  God  to  establish  the  church  of  the  Latter^ 
(iay  Saints  on  the  basis  of  these  records  and  the  revelations  that  were 
made  to  himself.     The  leading  tendency  of  this  sect  is  the  religious 
Bocialistic  establishment  of  a  theocratic  community  under  the  direction 
of  apostles  and  prophets.    Crowds  of  believers  soon  flocked  around  the 
new  prophet.    It  is  true,  the  widow  of  a  preacher  in  New  York  affirmed, 
that  the  Book  of  Mormon  was  an  almost  literal  plagiarism  from  a  hisr 
torico-didactic  romance,  written  by  her  deceased  husband,  Solomon 
Spaulding.      The   manuscript  came  into  the  hands   of   the  printer, 
Sidney   Bigdon,   who  was   Smith's   right-hand,    and    after    that    it 
disappeared.     But  this  did  not  disturb  the  faithful ;  just  as  little  also 
the  circumstance,  that,  besides  Smith  and  his  associates,  no  one  could 
testify  to  the  existence  of  the  tables.    In  1830  Smith  and  his  adherents 
emigrated  to  the  State  of  Missouri.   To  escape  from  the  daily  increasing 
hatred  of  the  people  they  went  to  Illinois,  and  founded  here  the  city 
of  NauvoOf  together  with  a  splendid  and  majestic  temple.   The  wealth, 
power,  and  extent  of  the  community  increased  rapidly  through  dili- 
gence, industry,  and  good  discipline ;  but  in  the  same  degree  also  the 
enyy,  hatred,  and  wrath  of  the  people,  who  accused  them  of  the  worst 
crimes.    To  avoid  the  shedding  of  blood,  the  Governor  summoned  the 
two  chiefs,  Joseph  Smith  and  his  brother  Hiram,  to  submit  to  volun- 
tary imprisonment  for  the  purpose  of  a  judicial  investigati(m.     They 
obeyed.     But  an  armed  raging  mob  attacked  the  prison,  and  shot  both 
of  them  (1844).   The  mob  then  grew  into  a  great  army,  which  destroyed 
the  city  of  Nauvoo,  burned  the  temple,  and  expelled  the  inhabitants. 
These  now  numbering  15,000,  travelled  in  several  successive  companies 
"through  the  wilderness"  towards  the  West  over  the  mountains,  to 
establish  beyond  them  a  Zion.     Smith's  successor,  as  prophet  and 
hierarch,  was  Brigham  Young,    The  journey  occupied  two  full  years. 
In  the  great  salt  sea  basin  of  the  territory  of  TJtah  or  Deserei  they  laid 
the  foundations  of  Salt  Lake  City,  or  New  Jerusalem,  as  the  capitol  of 
a  new  State.     The  gold  mines  of  California  did  not  entice  them  away, 
for  their  prophets  taught  them  that  it  was  better  to  pave  streets,  to 
build  houses,  and  to  cultivate  fields,  than  to  seek  for  gold.     In  this 
way  they  also  here  soon  became  a  flourishing  community.     The  ambi- 
guous book  of  Mormon  receded,  as  it  appears,  more  and  more  into  the 
back-pround ;  on  the  other  hand,  the  doctrines  and  prophecies  of  their 
78* 
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apostles  and  pro]  hets  became  more  prominent.  The  most  talentad 
among  these  is  O  'son  Pratt.  To  him  chiefly  belongs  the  credit  of  de- 
veloping a  most  fantastic  system  of  religion,  which,  compiled  from 
neo-platonic,  gnostic,  and  theosophico-mystical  elements,  reveals  all 
the  mysteries  of  time  and  eternity.  They  have,  in  common  with  Uio 
Irvingites,  who  recognize  in  the  Mormons  their  own  demoniac  carica- 
ture, the  revival  of  the  apostolic  and  prophetic  offices,  the  gift  of 
speaking  in  tongues  and  of  miracles,  the  expectation  of  the  near  second 
advent  of  the  Lord,  the  paying  of  tithes,  etc.  But  that  which  distin- 
guishes them  from  all  other  Christian  sects  is  the  practice  of  polygamy 
as  a  religious  duty,  inasmuch  as  only  those  women  who  are  **  sealed'' 
to  a  latter-day  saint  can  participate  in  the  blessedness  of  eternal  life. 
The  book  of  Mormon  prohibited  polygamy.  A  later  revelation  made 
to  Smith  allowed  it  at  least  to  the  overseers ;  nevertheless,  it  was  at 
this  time  still  concealed  from  and  denied  to  the  **  heathen."  It  was 
only  openly  acknowledged  in  1852,  and  made  the  duty  of  all  **  saints.'' 
That  polygamy  is  allowable  they  would  prove  from  the  Old,  and 
also  from  the  New  Testament  (Matth.  19  :  29).  On  the  other  hand, 
the  saints  would  punish  adultery  and  prostitution  with  death.  —  Their 
missionaries  have  also  been  active  within  the  last  decade  in  spreading 
the  sect  in  Europe.  It  is  said  that  50,000  converts  have  been  baptized 
in  England  and  Scotland,  of  whom  about  20,000  have  already  emigrated 
to  Utah.  In  Denmark,  Schleswig,  in  Western  Germany,  and  in  Swit 
lerland,  their  missionaries  have  also  met  with  great  success.  They 
have  endeavored  to  draw  all  their  converts  to  Utah,  in  order  soon  to 
reach  their  first  great  object, — to  be  rec«)gnized  by  the  United  States 
as  an  independent  State,  and  to  be  freed  from  the  burdensome  obliga- 
tion of  being  ruled  by  a  governor  appointed  by  the  central  government. 
From  connivance  with  the  odd  saints  tlie  office  of  governor  was  at  first 
entrusted  to  the  prophet  Brigham  Young.  But  his  administration  was 
so  arbitrarily  absolute,  that  the  other  government  officers  were  com- 
pelled to  leave  Utah  to  save  their  lives.  The  newly  elected  president 
of  the  Union,  Buchanan,  fully  resolved  to  restore  the  authority  of  the 
government,  appointed  a  new  governor  in  Young's  place,  named  CuW' 
minys  (1857),  and  sent  troops  to  Utah,  who  were  to  enforce  his  recogni- 
tion and  authority.  Young  prepared  to  resist  even  unto  death.  How- 
ever, a  compromise  was  finally  ma«le.  A  full  amnesty  was  granted  to 
the  saints,  the  government  troops  entered  peaceably  in  June  1858  into 
Salt  Lake  City,  and  Young  now  lives  on  pretty  friendly  terms  with  the 
governor. 

2  61.  PRACTICAL  ANTICIIRISTIANITY. 

Whilst  Antichristianity  (1  Thess.  2  :  11),  especially  in  the  philo* 
lophy  of  self-deification,  prepared  a  way  for  itself  theoretically, 
tflforts  were  also  pot  forth  to  introduce  it  practically  into  the  world. 
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In  Cfetinany  the  poet  H.  Heine  proclaimed  the  gospel  of  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  flesh  ;  around  him  was  gathered  in  1834  and 
1835  the  literature  of  Young  Germany  {K.  Gutzkow,  Th.  Mundt, 
etc.),  whose  pantheistic  and  immoral  principles  called  forth  pretty 
general  indignation,  in  spite  of  their  poetic  garb.  In  France, 
St.  Simonism  flourished  only  for  a  short  time.  But  of  a  macb 
more  threatening  character  was  Socialism  in  England  and  Com' 
munusm  in  France,  Germany,  and  Switzerland.  That  the  revo- 
lution of  1848  broke  out  so  suddenly  and  almost  at  the  same 
time  in  so  many  different  places,  that  it  was  of  a  character 
radically  destructive  of  all  order  and  all  right,  —  this  was  chiefly 
the  result  of  Communism.  Nevertheless,  it  has  not  been  able  up 
to  this  time  to  attain  its  proper  object  even  in  a  temporary  way. 
Amid  all  the  disorders  of  the  present,  the  promise  stands  still 
secure,  that  the  gates  of  hell  shall  not  prevail  against  the  Church 
of  Christ. 

1.  Si,  Simoni^m.  (Cf.  Caroviy  d.  St.  Simonism,  u.  die  neuere  frans. 
Philos.  Lpz.  1831.  —  M.  Veil,  St.  Simon,  u.  d.  St.  Simonisten.  Lps. 
1834.)  —  The  Count  St,  Simon  of  Paris,  impoverished  by  many  wild 
undertakings,  thought  of  establishing  a  new  blessed  order  of  the  world, 
with  pure  enjoyment  without  any  poverty  and  deprivation,  by  means 
of  a  thorough  organization  of  industry.  An  unfortunate  attempt  at 
suicide,  from  the  consequences  of  which  he  died  (1825),  made  him  a 
saviour  of  the  world  in  the  eyes  of  his  disciples.  The  revolution  of  July 
1830  gave  the  new-world  religion,  which  would  give  the  flesh  its  long 
denied  rights,  and  to  each  individual  that  position  in  the  community 
which  his  capacities  and  talents  deserved,  a  new  impulse.  The  Father 
Enfaniirif  whom  his  adherents  honored  as  the  highest  revelation  of 
Deity,  contended  with  pompous  phrases  and  in  fantastic  costume  for 
the  emancipation  of  woman  and  against  the  unnature  of  marriage. 
But  St.  Simonism  was  soon  condemned  (1832)  by  the  public  as  ridicu- 
lous, by  the  courts  as  immoral,  and  the  remnants  of  its  adherents  fled 
from  the  ridicule  of  the  people  and  the  vengeance  of  the  courts  to 
Egypt,  where  they  soon  disappeared. 

2.  Socialism  and  Communism.  (Cf.  C.  B,  Hundesliagenj  der  Com- 
munismus  im  Laufo  der  Jahrhh. ;  in  the  Studd.  und  Kritt.  1845.  III. — 
L,  Reybaud,  Etudes  sur  les  r^formateurs  contemporains  ou  socialistes 
modernes.  Brux.  1841.  —  H.  Gelzer,  Zur.  Gesch.  d.  modernen  Radi- 
calism, u.  ComnLunismus.  Basel.  1847.) — The  Scotchman  Robert  Owen^ 
after  he  had  made  practical  experiments  on  a  small  scale  with  his 
manufactories,  addressed  himself  through  lectures  and  tracts  to  the 
working  classes  of  England,  to  win  them  to  the  idea  of  Socialism.  A 
noble  brotherhood,  having  f  ?r  its  object  mutual  advancement  and  en* 
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loyiaoat  of  the  common  possessions  of  the  fratomitj,  wm  to  make  Ml 
end  of  all  the  misery  of  the  earth.  Religion,  marriage,  family,  and 
private  property,  were  to  be  abolished,  as  being  the  source  oi  all  evils 
the  training  of  children  was  to  be  public,  etc.  To  promote  this  objec^ 
a  socialistic  union,  with  nearly  a  half  million  members,  with  a  centra] 
residence  and  a  yearly  congress  at  Birmingham,  was  organized  in 
1836  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  especially  in  the  great  manufao- 
taring  cities.  However,  the  danger  with  which  this  union  threatened 
Church  and  State  has  already  been  avoided  by  the  sound  sense  of  the 
£nglish  people.— On  the  other  hand,  the  same  reformatory  id^as,  only 
in  a  more  bold  and  radical  form,  appeared  on  the  continent  as  Cam' 
munism.  Already  during  the  first  French  revolution  a  certain  Babcnif 
issued  a  communistic  manifesto  (1797).  His  ideas  were  embraced  by 
Charles  Fourier,  later  by  Froudhon,  Cabet,  and  others  in  France,  and 
by  W.  Weiiling,  Max  Stimer,  etc.,  in  Germany.  A  secret  communistio 
propaganda  spread  over  the  whole  of  Western  Europe.  Its  mission- 
aries were  especially  travelling  journeymen.  All  altars  were  to  be 
oast  down,  all  religion  was  to  be  exterminated,  as  being  a  pest  to 
humanity,  family  and  marriage  were  to  be  abolished,  as  being  the 
roots  of  all  selfishness,  all  goods  and  pleasures  of  the  world  were  to  be 
equally  3njoyed ;  ''  war  on  the  rich ''  was  the  battle-cry.  The  revolu- 
tion of  1848,  for  which  they  prepared  the  way,  compelled  them,  by  ita 
molts,  to  flee  to  England  or  Nirth  America. 
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962.  Establishment  of  the  holy  Roman  German  Empire,  I.  96,  1. 

963.  John  XII.  deposed  at  a  Synod  in  Rome,  I.  96,  1. 
966.  Miecislay  of  Poland  baptized,  I.  93,  2. 

968.  Establishment  of  the  See  of  Magdeburg,  I.  93,  2. 
-970.  Transportation  of  Paulicians  to  Thracia,  I.  71,  1. 
978-83.  Otto  II.,  Emperor,  I.  96,  1. 

974.  Ratherius  of  Ve^na,  o6.,  I.  101,  1. 
988-1002.  Otto  III.,  Emperor,  L  96,  1. 

988.  Mistevoi  OTcrthrew  all  Christian  Institutions  among  the  Wend^ 
I.  93,  2.       • 

987.  Hugo  Capet  assumes  the  French  crown,  I.  96,  1. 

988.  Vladimir  christianized  Russia,  I.  72,  4. 
991.  Synod  at  Rheims,  Gerbert.,  I.  96,  1. 

992-1025.  Boleslav  Chrobry  of  Poland,  I.  93,  2. 
996-999.  Gregory  V.,  Pope,  I.  96,  1. 
997-1038.  St.  Stephen,  I.  93,  2. 

997.  Adalbert  of  Prague,  Ap.  among  Prussians,  o6.,  I.  98,  8. 
099-1003.  Sylvester  II.,  Pope,  I.  96,  1. 

1000.  01  af  Tryggvason,  o6.,  I.  93,  1.     Christianity  in  Greenland,  I 
93,  1.     Stephen  of  Hungary  obtained  the  crown,  I.  93,  2. 

ELEVENTH    CENTURY. 

1002-24.  Henry  II.,  Emperor,  I.  96,  2. 

1005.  Monk  Nilus,  ob. 

1008.  Olaf  Skautkonung  of  Sweden,  o6.,  L  98,  1. 

1009.  Bruno  martyred,  I.  93,  8. 
1012-24  Benedict  VIII.,  Pope,  I.  96,  2. 
1014-36  Canute  the  Mighty,  I..93,  I. 
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1018.  Komuald  foanded  the  CamAldolite  Order,  I.  96,  1 

1024-39.  Conrad  II.,  Empebob,  I.  96,  2. 

1030.  Olaf  the  Fat  of  Norway,  o6.,  I.  98,  1. 

1031.  Downfall  of  the  Ommiyah  in  Spain,  I.  95,  2. 
1039-56.  Hbnbt  III.,  Empbbob,  I.  96,  2. 

1046.  Synod  of  Sutri,  I.  96,  2. 

1048.  Bruno  of  Cologne  foanded  the  Carihnaians,  I.  98,  8. 
1048-64.  Leo  IX.,  Popk,  I.  96,  8. 

1050.  Synod  of  Rome.     Vercelli  against  Berengar,  I.  102,  2. 

1053.  Synodal  Letter  of  Michael  Cerularios,  I.  67,  8. 

1054.  Excommunication  of  the  Qreek  Charch  through  the  Papal  Legateti 

I.  67,  3. 
1056-1106.  Hbnbt  IV.,  Empbbob.  I.  96,  8. 

1059.  Nicholas  II.,  Pope,  conferred  the  election  of  Pope  on  the  College 

of  Cardinals,  I.  96.  8. 

1060.  Robert  Quiscard  established  the  Norman  rule  in  Italy,  I.  96,  1. 
1066.  Assassination  of  Qottschalk,  King  of  the  Wends,  I.  93,  2. 

1073-85.  Gbegoby  VIL,  Popb,  L  96,  4. 

1077.  Hbnbt  IV.,  a  penitent  at  Canossa,  I.  96,  4. 

1079.  Berengar  at  Rome  avers  Transubstantiation,  I.  102,  2. 
1081-1118.  Alexius  Comnenus,  Empbbob,  I.  71,  1,  3. 
1088-99.  Ubban  IL,  Pope,  L  96,  6. 

1095.  Councils  of  Piacenza  and  Clermont,  I.  94. 

1096.  First  Crusade.     Godfrey  of  Bouillon,  I.  94,  1. 

1098.  Synod  at  Bari.     Anselm  of  Canterbury,  I.  67,  4. 
Robert  of  Citeanz  founded  the  Cistercian  Order,  I.  96,  2. 

1099.  Conquest  of  Jerusalem,  I.  94,  1. 
1099-1118.  Paschal  II.,  Pope,  I.  96,  5. 

TWELFTH    CENTURY. 

1106-25.  Hknby  v.,  Empbbob,  L  96,  5. 

1106.  Michael  Psellus,  o6.,  L  68,  3. 

1109.  Anselm  of  Canterbury,  o6.,  I.  102,  1.  8. 

1115.  Bernard,  Abbot  of  Clairvaux.  L  103,  1;  98,  2. 

1118.  Founding  of  the  Order  of  Templars.     Knights  of  St.  John 

I.  98,  6. 
1119-24.  Calixtus  IL,  Pope,  I.  96,  6. 

1119.  Basil,  Head  of  the  Bogomiles,  died  at  the  stake,  I.  71,  8. 

1121.  Norbert  founds  the  Order  of  Remonstrants,  1.  98,  3. 

1122.  The  Concordat  of  Worms,  I.  96,  5. 

1123.  Ninth  (Ecumenical  Council  (I.  Lateran)  IL  6,  8. 

1124.  Peter  de  Bruys  burned,  I.  108,  3. 
Tanchelm  killed,  I.  108,  4. 

First  Missionary  Tour  of  Otto  v.  Bamberg,  I.  93,  2. 
1128.  Second  Missionary  Tour  of  Otto  t.  Bamberg,  L  98,  2. 
1180-43.  Innocent  IL,  Popb,  L  96,  6. 
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;i85.  Rupert  of  Deutz,  ob.,  I.  1  )8,  8. 
1189.  Teuth  (Ecumenical  Council  (II.  Lateran),  I.  96,  6. 

1140.  The  Synod  of  Sens  condemns  Abelard's  writings,  I.  108,  1. 

1141.  Hugo  St.  Victor,  o6.,  I.  103,  2. 

1142.  Abelard,  o6.,  I.  103,  1. 

1148.  Arnold  of  Brescia  effects  the  expulsion  of  the  Pope  fh)m  B^me^ 

I.  96,  6. 
1145-58.  Eugene  III.,  Pops,  I.  96,  6. 
1146.  Fall  of  Edessa,  I.  94,  2. 

Second  Crusade,  Conrad  III. ;  Louis  YIIL,  I.  94,  2. 

1149.  Henrj  of  Lausanne,  o6.,  I.  108,  8. 

1150.  Decretum  Qratiani,  I.  99. 
1152-90.  Frederick  I.,  Babbarossa,  I.  96,  6. 

1153.  Bernard  of  Clairvaux,  o6.,  L  108,  1. 

1154.  Vicelin.  o6.,  L  93,  2. 
1154-59.  Hadbian  IV.,  Pope,  I.  96,  6. 

1155.  Arnold  of  Brescia  condemned  to  death,  I.  108,  8. 
1166.  Peter  the  Venerable,  o6.,  L  98,  1. 

The  Order  of  Carmelites  founded,  L  98,  8. 
1157.  Christianity  introduced  into  Finland,  I.  98,  8. 
1169-81.  Alexander  IIL,  Pope,  I.  96,  6. 

1164.  Peter  Lombard,  o6.,  I.  104,  2. 

Meeting  of  the  Estates  at  Clarendon,  I.  96,  6. 

1165.  Catharian  Council  at  Toulouse,  I.  108,  1. 
1168.  The  Island  of  RUgen  christianized,  I.  93,  8. 
1170.  Thomas  k  Becket  murdered,  I.  96,  6. 
1176.  Battle  of  Legnano,  I.  90,  6. 

1179.  Eleventh  (Ecumenical  Council  (III.  Lateran),  I.  96,  0. 

1180.  John  of  Salisbury,  o6.,  I.  103,  8. 

1182.  The  Maronites  unite  with  Rome,  I.  78,  8. 

1186.  Meinhart  in  Livonia,  I.  93,  8. 

1187.  Saladin  takes  Jerusalem,  I.  94,  8. 

1189.  Third  Crusade  (Fred.  Barb.),  L  94,  8. 
1190-97.  Henry  VI.,  Emperor,  I.  96,  6. 

1190.  EHtablishment  of  the  Teutonic  Knights,  L  98,  6. 
1194.  Eustathius  of  Thessatonica,  o6.,  I.  68,  8. 

1198-1216.  Innocent  IIL,  Pope,  L  96,  7. 

THIRTEENTH    CENTURY. 

1202.  Joachim  v.  Floris,  o6.,  I.  108,  4.     The  Order  of  the  Brethren  of 
the  Sword  founded,  I.  93,  3.     Qenghis  Khan  ovorthrowe  the 
kingdom  of  the  Presb.  John,  I.  93,  4. 
1204.  Amalric  of  Bena,  o6.,  I.  108,  2. 
1204-61.  The  Latin  Empire  in  Constantinople,  I.  94,  4. 

1207.  Stephen  Langton,  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  I  96,  7. 

1208.  Peter  of  Castlenau  slain,  I.  109,  1. 
79* 
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1200-29.  Crusade  against  the  Albigenses,  I.  109,  1. 

1209.  The  Council  of  Paris  against  the  sect  of  the  Holy  Qhost.     Erigent 
condemned,  I.  108,  2.    Christian  commences  his  mission  among 
the  Prussians,  I.  93,  8. 
1212.  Battle  of  Tolosa,  I.  95,  2. 

1218.  John  of  England  receives  his  kingdom  as  a  papal  fief,  I.  U6,  7. 
1215-50.  Frederick  II.,  Empebob,  I.  96,  7,  8. 

1215.  Twelfth  (Ecumenical  Council  (IV.  Lateran),  I.  96,  2. 

1216.  The  Dominican  Order  confirmed,  I.  98,  4. 
1216-27.  HoNORius  III.,  Pope,  I.  96,  8. 

1217.  Fourth  Crusade.     Andrew  II.  of  Hungary,  I.  94,  4. 
1228.  The  Franciscan  Order  confirmed,  I.  98,  4. 

1225.  Francis  of  Assisi,  o6.,  I.  98,  4. 
1226-70.  Louis  IX.,  St.,  I.  96,  6;  94.  6. 
1277-41.  Gregory  IX.,  Pope,  I.  96,  8. 

1228.  Fifth  Crusade  (Fred.  II.),  I.  94,  6.     Settlement  of  the  Teutonie 

Knights  in  Prussia,  I.  93,  8. 

1229.  The  Synod  of  Toulouse,  I.  109,  2. 

1231.  St.  Elisabeth,  ob. 

1232.  The  Inquisition,  I.  109,  2. 

1233.  Conrad  of  Marburg  slain,  I.  109,  2. 

1234.  Crusade  against  the  Stedingers,  I.  109,  2.     Decretum  Gregorii, 

I.  99. 
1237.  The  Union  of  the  Order  of  the  Sword  with  the  Teutonic  Knights, 
I.  98,  6. 
1243-54.  Innocent  IV.,  Pope,  I.  96,  8. 

1245.  Thirteenth  (Ecumenical  Council  (I.  Lyons),  I.  96,  8. 

Alexander  of  Hales,  ob.,  104,  1. 
1248.  The  corDcr-stone  of  the  Cologne  Cathedral  laid,  I.  106,  6. 
Sixth  Crusade  (Louis  IX.),  I.  94,  6. 

1253.  William  Ruysbrock  (de  Rubruquis)  among  the  Mongols,  I.  98,  4. 
Robert  Grosstete,  o6.,  104,  3. 

1254.  Condemnation  of  "The  Everlasting  Gospel,"  I.  108,  4. 
1260.  The  first  march  of  the  Flagellants  at  Perugia,  I.  114,  1. 

1260-82    Michael  Pal^goloqus,  Emperor,  I.  67,  4. 
1261-64.  Urban  IV.,  Pope,  I.  96,  8. 

1262.  Arscnian  Schism,  I.  70,  1. 

1268.  Conradin  on  the  scaffold,  I.  96,  8. 

1209.  Pragmatic  Sanction  of  Louis  IX.,  I.  96,  8. 

1270.  Seventh  Crusade  (Louis  IX.),  I.  94,  6. 
1271-76.  Gregory  X.,  I.  96,  8. 

1272.  Italian  Mission  to  the  Mongols.     Marco  Polo,  I.  98,  4. 
1273-91.  Rudolph  op  Hapsburq,  Emperor. 

1274.  Fourteenth  (Ecumenical  Council  (II.  Lyons),  L  67,  4. 
Bonavontura,  ob.,  I.  104,  1.     Thos.  Aquinas,  o6.,  L  104,  1 
Robert  of  Sorbonne,  o6.,  I.  104,  3. 

1275.  The  Strassburg  minster,  L  105,  6. 
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1280.  Albertus  Magnns,  ob.,  I.  104,  1. 

1282.  The  Sicilian  Vespers,  I.  96,  8. 

1283.  Prussia  subjugated,  I.  98,  8. 

1286.  BarhebrsBus,  o6.,  L  78,  2.     Rajmund  Martini,  ob, 

1291.  Fall  of  Acre,  I.  94,  8.     John  de  Monte-Coryino  goes  to  the  Men* 

gols,  I.  93,  4. 
1294.  Roger  Bacon,  ob.,  I.  104,  8. 
1294-1303.  BoNifACB  VIII.,  Popm,  I.  110,  1. 
1296.  The  Bull  CWicus  laicos,  I.  110,  1. 

1800.  The  First  Roman  Jubilee,  I.  115.     The  Lollards  in  Antwerp,  L 
114,  1.     Gerhard  Segarelli  burned,  I.  108,  4. 


FOURTEENTH    CENTURY. 

1802.  The  bull  Unam  sancUm,  L  110,  1. 
1305-14.  Clkmbnt  V.,  Popb,  L  110,  2. 

1307.  Dolcino  burned,  I.  108,  2. 
1809-77.  Tub  Popes  in  Avighon,  I.  110,  2. 

1311-12.  Fifteenth  (Ecumenical  Council  in  Vienne,  L  110»  2.     The  Order 
of  Templars  dissol Ted,  I.  112,  8. 

1815.  Raymund  Lullus,  o6.,  I.  98,  6. 
1816-84.  John  XXIL,  Pope,  L  110,  2. 

1321.  Dante,  ob.,  L  114,  4. 

1322.  The  Franciscan  Order  split,  L  112,  2. 
1322-47.  Louis  THB  Bavarian,  Emperor,  I.  112,  2. 

1329.  Master  Ekkart,  o6.,  L  117,  1. 

1332.  William  Durandus,  ob.,  I.  116,  1.     John  de  Monte-CoryinOy  ob,, 
1.  93,  4. 
1834-42.  Bbnbdict  XII.,  Popb,  L  110,  2. 

1335.  Bishop  Hemming  in  Lapland,  I.  98,  8. 

1338.  Electoral  Union  in  Rhense,  L  110,  2. 

1839.  Union  Negotiations  at  Ayignon.     Barlaam,  I.  67,  6. 

1340.  Nicholas  v.  Lyra,  ob.,  I,  116,  2. 
1341-51.  Hesycbast  Controversy  in  Constant,  I.  69,  5. 
1342-52.  Clkmbnt  VL,  Pope,  L  110,  2. 
1347-78.  Charles  IV.,  Empkror,  L  110,  2. 

1347.  Cola  di  Rienzi,  I.  110,  2.     Emperor  Louis,  ob.,  L  110,  2.     Wil- 

liam Occam,  ob.,  I.  116,  1. 

1348.  University  of  Prague  founded.  L  119,  2. 
1848-50.  The  Black  Death.     Flagellant  processions,  L  114,  1. 

1349.  Thomas  Bradwardine,  ob.,  I.  116,  2. 

1355.  Charles  IV.  renounces  all  imperial  supremacy  oyer  the  territory 

of  the  Church,  I.  110,  2. 
1360.  WycUffe  opposes  the  mendicant  Friars,  I.  119,  1. 
1861.  John  Tauler,  ob.,  I.  117,  2. 
1366.  Henry  Suso,  ob.,  I.  117,  2. 
1369.  John  PalsBologus  enters  the  Latin  Church,  T.  67,  6. 
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1874.  The  Dancers,  I.  114,  1. 
1878-1409.  The  Papal  Schism,  I.  110,  8. 
1880.  Catharine  of  Siena,  ob.,  I.  112,  2. 
1884.  Wycliffe,  o6.,  I.  119,  1.     Gerhard  Qroot,  o6.,  L  112,  ft. 
1886.  Introduction  of  Christianity  into  Lithuania,  L  98,  8. 
1400.  Florentius  Badewin,  o6.,  L  112,  6. 


FIFTEENTH    CENTURY. 

1402.  Hus  appointed  preacher  of  Bethlehem  Chapel,  I.  119,  8. 

1409.  Qeneral  Council  at  Pisa,  I.  110,  8.     Emigratioa  of  the  Gamani 
from  Prague,  I.  119,  3. 
1410-16.  John  XXIII.,  Popi,  L  110,  2. 
1410-87.  SioiSMUKD,  Empkror,  I.  110,  8. 

1412.  Indulgence  traffic  in  Bohemia,  I.  119,  8. 

1418.  Papal  ban  against  Hus,  I.  119,  3. 
1414-18.  General  Council  of  Constance,  I.  110,  8. 

1415.  Martyrdom  of  Hus,  I.  119,  8. 

1416.  Martyrdom  of  Jerome  of  Prague,  I.  119,  8. 

1417.  Vincentius  Ferreri,  leader  of  the  Flagellants,  I.  114,  1. 
1417-81.  Mabtin  v..  Pope,  L  110,  8. 

1420.  Calixiines  and  Taborites,  L  119,  4. 

1428.  General  Council  of  Paria  and  Siena,  I.  110,  8. 

1424.  Ziska,  o6.,  I.  119,  4. 

1425.  Peter  d'Ailly,  oA.,  L  118,  1. 

1429.  Gerson,  o6.,  L  118,  1. 

1431-43.  General  Council  at  Basel,  I.  110,  3. 

1433.  Basel  Compacts,  I.  119,  4. 

1434.  Defeat  of  the  Hussites  at  Bohmischbrod,  I.  119,  4. 

1438.  Papal  Council  at  Fcrrara,  I.  110,3.     Pragmatic  Sanction  of  Boui^ 

ges,  I.  110,  3. 

1439.  Union  Council  at  Florence,  I.  67,  6. 
1463.  Fall  of  Constantinople,  I.  67,  6. 

1456.  Laurentius  Valla,  oh.,  I.  120,  1. 

1457.  Francis  of  Paula  founded  the  Order  of  the  Minimi,  I.  112.  4. 
1458-64.  Pius  II.,  Pope,  I.  110,  4. 

1459.  General  Council  of  Mantua,  I.  110,  4. 

1464-71.  Paul  II.,  Popk,  L  110,  4. 

1467.  Convention  of  the  Bohemian  Brethren  at  Lhota,  I.  119,  6. 

1471.  Thomas  k  Kempis,  o6.,  I.  118,  1. 

1471-84.  SiXTUs  IV.,  Popk,  I.  110,  4. 

1482.  Rudolph  Agricola,  ob.,  I.  120,  2. 

1483.  Luther  born  Nov.  10,  II.  2,  1.     Spanish  Inquisition,  I.  116,  1. 
1484-92.  Innocknt  VIIL,  Popb,  L  110,  4. 

1484.  Malleus  Maleficarum,  I.  115,  2.     Zwingli  born,  Jan.  1,  IL  10,  1 
1480.  John  Wessel,  oh.,  I.  119,  6. 

1492-1503.  Alkxandkr  VI.,  Pope,  I.  110,  4. 
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1492.  Fall  of  Qranada,  I.  96,  2. 
1498-1510.  Maximilian  I.,  Empkror,  I.  110,  4. 
1495.  Gabriel  Biel,  o6.,  I.  116,  1. 

1497.  MelancbthoQ,  b.,  II.  2,  5. 

1498.  SaTODarola  at  the  stake,  I.  119,  7. 


SIXTEENTH    CENTURY. 

1502.  University  of  Wittenberg  founded,  II.  2,  1. 

1508-18.  Julius  IL,  Pope,  I.  110,  4. 

1508.  Luther  appointed  Professor  in  Wittenberg,  II.  2,  1. 

1509.  Calvin,  b.,  II.  8.  1. 

1509-47.  Henry  VIII.  op  England,  II.  9,  4. 

1510.  Luther  visits  Rome,  IL  2,  1. 

1511.  Council  of  Pisa,  L  110,  4. 

1512.  Luther  made  a  doctor  and  appointed  preacher,  II.  2, 1.   The  Fifth 

General  Lateran  Council,  I.  110,  4. 
1518-21.  Leo  X.,  Pope,  L  110,  4. 

1514.  Reuchlin's  Controversy  with  the  Dominicans,  L  120,  2. 
1515-47.  Francis  1.  of  France,  II.  19,  7. 

1516.  Epistolffi  obsc.  virorum,  I.   120,  2.     Erasmus*  N.  T.,  I.  120,  8. 

Zwingli,  preacher  at  St.  Mary's  Church  in  Einsiedelm,  II.  10,  1. 

1517.  The  Lateran  Council,  L  110,  4.    Luther's  theses,  Oct.  31,  IL  2,  2. 

1518.  Luther  in  Heidelberg,  and  before  Cajetan  in  Augsburg,  Miltiz,  II. 

2,  8.     Melanchthon  Prof,  in  Wittenberg,  II.  2.  5. 

1519.  Disputation  in  Leipsio,   II.  2,  4.     Zwingli  in  Zurich,  II.  10,  1. 

Olav  and  Lorenzo  Peterson  in  Sweden,  II.  19,  1. 
1519-56.  Charles  V.,  Emperor,  II.  8,  8. 

1520.  Papal  bull  against  Luther,  II.  8,  1.     Preaching  free  in  Zurich,  IL 

10,  2.    Christian  II.  in  Denmark,  II.  19,  2. 

1521.  Luther  at  Worms,  II.  8,  4.     Melanchthon's  Loci,  II.  4,  1.     Igna 

tius  Loyola  wounded,  II.  29,  2.     Reformation  in  Riga. 
1521-2.  Luther  at  the  Wartburg,  II.  8,  5. 

1522.  The  Zwickau  prophets  in  Wittenberg,  II.  4,  1.     Reuchlin,  ob.,  I 

120,  2. 
1522-23.   Hadrian  VL,  Pope,  II.  6,  1. 

1523.  Thomas  MUnzer  in  Allstadt,   II.  4,  4.     Luther's  controversy  with 

Henry  VIII.,  II.  5.     Reformation  in  Livonia,  II.  19,  3.     The 
first  martyrs,  H.  Voes  and  J.  Esch,  II.  8,  1.     Fall  of  Sickingen, 

11.  4,  2. 

1528-34.  Clement  VII.,  Pope,  IL  6,  8. 

1524  Staupitz,  o6.,  L  117,  2.  Carlstadt  in  Orlamunde,  11.  4,  3.  Eras- 
mus opposes  Luther,  II.  5,  1.  Diet  of  Nuren  berg,  and  over- 
throw of  the  regency  of  the  Empire,  II.  6,  I.  Regen^burg 
league,  II.  6,  4.  Hans  Tausen  in  Denmark,  II.  19,  2.  The 
Order  of  Theatines  founded,  II.  29,  8. 
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1625.  ControTersy  aboat  the  Lord's  Sapper,  IL  11,  1.     Luther's  mar- 

riage, II.  9.    Albert  of  Prussia,  hereditary  duke,  IL  4,  6.    Thi 
Order  of  Capuchins  founded,  II.  29,  4. 
1625-82.  John  thk  Constant,  £lbotob  or  Saxont,  II.  5,  5. 

1626.  Synod  of  Homburg,  IL  7,  2.     The  Torgau  Confederaoy,  II.  6,  6. 

Diet  of  Spires,  IL  6,  7.     Disputation  at  Baden,  IL  10,  6. 

1627.  Diet  of  Odense,  IL  19,  2;  of  Wester&s,  IL  19,  1. 

1528.  The  fraud  of  Pack,  IL  12,  1.     Disputation  in  Berne,  IL  10,  6. 

1629.  Church  Tisitation  in  Saxony,  IL  7,  1.     Diet  of  Spires,  II.  12,  8. 

Marburg  colloquy,  II.  1 2,  4.     First  peace  of  Cappel,  IL  10,  9. 

1630.  Diet  of  Augsburg.     Confessio  Augustana,  IL  12,  2. 

1631.  The  Smalcaldic  league,  II.  18,  1.    Zwingli,  ob.    Second  Cappel 

peace,  II.  10,  9. 

1682.  John  Frederick  the  Magnan.,  Elector,  11.  18,  2.  Religious  peae« 
of  Nuremberg,  IL  18,  2.  Farel  in  Geneya,  IL  18,  1.  Henry 
YIII.  renounces  allegiance  to  the  Pope,  II.  19,  4. 

1684.  Luther's  complete  translation  of  the  Bible,  II.  9,  1.     The  Refor- 
mation in  WUrtemberg,  II.  18,  2.    Jacob  Horter  in  Transylya- 
nia,  IL  19,  11. 
1684-86.  Anabaptist  disorders  in  M&nster,  11.  18,  6. 
1684-49.  Paul  IV.,  Pope,  IL  14. 

1535.  Vergerius  in  Wittenberg,  IL  14,  1.     CaWin's  Institutes,  11.  18,  6. 

1686.  Erasmus,  oh.,  I.  120,  8.  Wittenberg  Concord,  II.  18,  8.  CaWin 
in  Geneva,  II.  18,  2.  Diet  of  Copenhagen,  IL  19,  2.  Menno 
Simons  baptized,  II.  27,  2. 

1637.  Articles  of  Sinalcald,  II.  14,  1.    Antinoraian  Controversy,  II.  21,  2. 

1638.  The  Nuremberg  league,  IL  14,  2.     Calvin  driven  from  Qeneva, 

IL  18,  8. 

1639.  The  Frankfort  suspension.  II.  14,  3.     Reformation  in  Albertinian 

Saxony,  IL  14,  4.    Joachim  II.  reforms  Brandenburg,  II.  14,  6. 
Diet  of  Odense,  IL  19,  2. 

1640.  The  Society  of  Jesus,  II.  29,  2.     The  Landgrave's  bigamy,   II. 

15,  1.     Religious  conferences  at  Spires,  Hagenau,  and  Worms, 
II.  15,  2. 

1541.  Carlstadt,  ob.,  IL  4,  3.     The  Regensburg  luterira,  IL  15.  8.    The 

Naumburg  See,  II.  15,  5.     Calvin  recalled  to  Geneva,  II.  18,  8. 

1542.  Reformation  in  Brunswick,  II.  15,  6.     States'  convention  in  Bonn, 

II.  15,  7.     Francis  Xavier  in  the  East  Indies,  IL  80,  1. 
1644.  Diet  at  Spires;   Peace  of  Crespy;   Wittenberg  Reformation,  IL 
15.  9.      Diet  at  Westeras,  II.  19,  1. 
1545-47.  Council  of  Trent,  IL  16,  4. 

1544.  Regensburg  Colloquy;  mui-der  of  John  Diaz,  II.  15,  10.     Synod 

at  Erdod,  IL  19,  10. 
1546    Luther,  ob.,  Feb.  18,  II.  15,  11.     Reformation  of  the  Electoral 
Palatinate,  II.  15,  6.     Herman  of  Colijgue  under  ;h9  ban ;  hi 
resigns,  II.  15,  2. 
1546-47.  Smalcaldic  war,  IL  16. 
1547-'49.  Council  of  Bologne. 
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1647-68.  Edward  VI.  of  England,  II.  19,  4. 
1648-72.  Sigismand  Augustas  of  Poland,  II.  19,  8. 

1648.  The  Augsburg  Interim,  II.  16,  5.     The  Leipsic  luterim,  fl.  1^,  7 

Adiaphoristic  ControTersy,  II.  21,  4.     Priests  of  the  Oratory. 
II.  29,  8. 

1649.  Consensus  Tigurinus,  II.  18,  7.     Andr.  Osiandcr  in  Kouigsberg, 

n.  21,  3.    Joijuit  mission  in  Brazil,  II.  80,  8. 
1660-65.  JuMus  III.,  PoPB,  II.  16,  8. 

1560.  Brothers  of  Mercy,  II.  29,  8. 

1661-52.  Resumption  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  II.  16,  8. 

1661.  M(\jorist  Controversy,  II.  21,  6.     The  first  Jesuits  in  Germany, 

II.  81,  2. 

1662.  Treaty  of  Passau,  II.  17,  8.     The  Crypto-Colvinistic  ControYersy 

begun,  II.  21,  7.     Francis  Xavier,  o6.,  II.  80,  1. 
1668-68.  The  Catholic  Makt  of  England,  II.  19,  4. 

1553.  The  Elector  Maurice,  o6.,  II.  17,  1.     Servetus  burned,  II.  28,  2. 
1664.  Consensus  pastorum  Gcnevensium,  II.  18,  7.    John  Frederick  the 

Magnanimous,  ob, 

1666.  Religious  peace  of  Augsburg,  II.  17,  5.     Commencement  of  th« 

Synergistic  Controversies,  II.  21,  6. 
1656-98.  Philip  II.  of  Spain,  II.  19,  12. 
1666-64.  Ferdinand  I.,  Emperor,  II.  81,  1. 

1567.  States'  diet  at  Clausenburg,   II.  19,  11.     Confessio  Ilongarico, 

II.  19,  10. 
1658-1  COS.  Elisabeth  of  Ei^oland,  II.  19,  4. 
1669-65.  Pius  IV.,  Pope,  II.  29, 1. 

1669.  Gustavus  Vasa's  mission  in  Lapland,  II.  22,  6.     Confessio  Galli- 

cana,  II.  19,  7. 
1660.  Confessio  Scotica,  II.  19,  5.     John  &  Lasco.  ob.,  II.  19,  8.     Cal- 
vinism in  the  Palatinate,  II.  24,  1.     Melanchthon,  o6.,  II.  21.  7. 

1561.  Gotthard  Kettler,  Duke  of  Courland,  II.  19,  8.     Religious  confer- 

ences  at  Poissy,  II.  19,  7. 
1662-63.  Resumption  and  close  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  II.  29,  1. 

1662.  Confessio  Belgica,   II.  19,  6.     Edict  of  St.  Germain,  II.   19.  7. 

The  89  Articles  of  the  Anglican  Church,  II.  19,  4.    Calvinizing 

of  Bremen,   11.  24,  2.     The  Heidelberg  Catechism,   II.  24,  1. 

Ltelius  Socinus,  o6.,  II.  28,  4. 
1668.  Act  of  Uniformity,  II.  19,  4. 
1664.  Calvin,  ob.,  II.  18,  4.     Michael  Angelo,  o6.,  II.  29,  7.     Professio 

fidei  Tridentina,  II.  29,  6.    Cassander*s  union-project,  II.  81,  1. 
1664-70.  Maximilian  II.,  Emperor,  II.  81,  1. 

1566.  Corpus  doctr.   Pruthenicum,  II.  21,  8.     Catechismus  Romanus, 

II.  29,  6.    Confessio  Helvetica  posterior,  II.  18,  7.    The  leagut 

of  the  Guises,  II.  19,  6. 

1667.  The  writings  of  Mich.  Baius  condemned,  II.  29,  5. 

1670.  General  Synod  at  Sendomir,  IL  19,  8.     Third  peace  of  St  Ger 

main,  II.  19,  7. 
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1672-85.  Grkoory  XIII.,  Pope,  II.  29,  1. 

1572.  John  Knox,  o6.,  II.  19,  5.     St.  Barthol.  massacre,  Aug.  24,  TL 

19,7. 
1578.  Pnx  dissidentiam  in  Poland,  II.  19,  8. 

1574.  Maulbroun  convention,  II.  21,  9.     Restoration  of  Catholicism  io 
Eichsfelde,  II.  81,  2. 

1576.  The  Torgau  Book,  II.  21,  9.     Pacification  of  Qhent,  IL  19,  6. 
1576-1612.  Rudolph  II.,  Empkror,  II.  81,  1. 

1577.  The  Form  of  Concord,  II.  21,  9.     Restoration  of  Catholicism  io 

Fulda,  II.  81,  2. 

1578.  Passewin,  the  Jesuit,  in  Sweden,  II.  81,  8. 

1579.  The  Union  of  Utrecht,  II.  19,  6. 

1580.  The  Book  of  Concord,  II.  21,  9.     Possewin  in  Russia,  IL  81,  8. 
1582.  Second  attempt  to  reform  Cologne,  II.  17,  6.     Matthew  Riod  in 

China,  II.  80,  2.     The  calendar  changed,  II.  29,  1. 
1585-90.  SiXTUS  v.,  Popb,  II.  29,  1. 

1586.  The  Feuillants,  II.  29,  4. 

1587.  Marj  Stuart  beheaded,  II.  19,  6. 
1588    Louis  Molina,  II.  29,  5. 

1589-1610.  Henry  IV.,  of  Franob,  IL  19,  7. 

1589.  Patriarchate  of  Moscow,  IL  72,  4. 

1590.  MiirgraTe  Jacob  of  Baden  embraces  Catholicism,  IL  88,  4. 

1592.  Articles  of  the  Saxon  Visitation,  IL  21,  10. 

1593.  Meeting  of  the  Estates  in  Upsala,  IL  19,  8. 

1594.  Synod  of  Brxesc,  I.  72,  4. 
1695.  Synod  of  Thorn,  IL  19,  8. 

1597.  The  principalities  of  Anhalt  adopt  Calvinism,  IL  24,  8.     Congro- 

gatio  de  auxiliis,  II.  29,  5. 

1598.  The  Edict  of  Nantes,  IL  19,  7. 

IGOO.  Giordano  Bruno  burned,  11.  26,  8.     The  Society  of  the  Piaristi 
founded,  II.  35,  2. 

SEVENTEENTH    CENTURY. 

1604.  Maurice  makes  Hesse -Cassel  Calvinistic,  II.  84,  1.     Faustos  8o- 

cinus,  o6.,  II.  28,  2. 

1605.  The  Gunpowder  plot,  II.  33,  3. 
1G06.  The  pence  of  Vienna,  IL  19,  10. 

1608.  The  Jesuits  found  the  State  of  Paraguay,  IL  85,  8. 

1600.  The  letter  of  Majesty,  IL  19,  9. 

lrtlO-43  Louis  XIIL,  op  France,  IL  33,  2. 

1610  Remonstrants  and  Contra-remonstrants,  II.  40,  1. 

1611.  Pferes  de  rOrntoirc.  IL  35,  2. 

1613.  Transition  of  the  Elector  John  Sigismund  of  Brandenb.,  IL  84,  8. 

George  Calixtus  in  Helmstadt,  II.  88,  2. 

i614.  Confessio  Marchica,  IL  SI,  3. 

1616.  Leonhard  Hutter,  o6.,  IL  39,  2. 
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1618.  The  Maarineg  in  France,  II.  35,  2. 
1618-48.  The  Thirty  Years'  War,  II.  33,  1. 
1618-19.  The  Synod  of  Dort,  II.  40,  1. 
1619-37.  Ferdinan")  II.,  Emperor,  H.  83,  1. 

1020.  The  Vfilteline  massaore,  II.  33,  1. 

1621.  John  Arndt,  o6.,  II.  39,  1. 

1622.  Francis  of  Sales,  o6.,  II.  36,  1.     Congregatio  de  propaganda  fldt^ 

II.  35,  3. 

1 624.  End  of  the  controyersy  concerning  the  Kiiftootf  and  xp^^tit  II.  88, 1. 

Jacob  Boh  me,  o6.,  II.  39,  2. 

1625.  The  Jesuits  in  Abyssinia,  11.  32,  1. 

1628.  Adam  Schall  in  China,  II.  35,  3. 

1629.  The  edict  of  Restoration  by  Ferdinand  II. ;  II.  33,  1. 

1631.  Religious  conference  at  Leipsic,  II.  34,  4. 

1632.  Qustavus  Adolphus  slain  at  LUtzen,  II.  33,  1. 

1637.  John  Gerhard,  o6.,  II.  38,  4. 

1638.  The  school  of  Rakov  broken  up,  II.  28,  4.    Cyrillus  Lucaris  stran* 

gled,  II.  32,  2.     Scottish  Covenant,  II.  34,  4. 

1641.  Irish  massacre,  II.  33,  3. 

1642.  Condemnation  of  the  Jansenist  Augustine,  II.  36,  2. 
1643-1715.  Louis  XIV.  of  Francb,  II.  33,  2. 

1043.  The  Orthodox  Confession  of  Peter  Mogila,  II.  32,  3.    Westmins* 

ter  Con. 
1645.  Hugo  Grotius,  o6.,  II.  40,  4.     Religious  conference  at  Thorn,  XL 

33,  5. 

1649.  Charles  I.   of  England  beheaded,   IL  33,  3.     The  Quakers,   IL 

42,  8. 

1650.  Descartes,  o6.,  IL  43,  1. 

1052.  Liturgical  reform  of  the  patr.  Nikon,  II.  42,  5. 

1053.  Innocent  X.  condemned  the  five  Jansenist  theses,  II.  36,  2. 

1654.  Christian  of  Sweden  embraced  Catholicism,  II.  33,  4.     John  YaL 

Andrea,  o6.,  II.  39,  1. 

1655.  Consensus  repetitus  fidci  vere  Lutheranse,  II.  38,  2. 

105G.  George  Calixtus,  ob.,  II.  38,  2.    Pajicars  Lettres  proTino.,  II.  86,2. 

1660.  Vincent  de  Paula,  o6.,  II.  35,  2. 

1661.  Religious  Conference  at  Cassel,  II.  34,  4. 
1064.  The  Order  of  Trappists  founded,  II.  35,  2. 
1606.  Spener  in  Frankfort,  II.  38,  3. 

1669.  J.  Cocceius,  o6.,  II.  40,  3. 
1673.  The  Test-act,  II.  33,  3. 

1675.  Formula  Consensus  Helvetici,  II.  40,  2. 

1676.  Paul  Gerhardt,  o6.,  IL  34,  4.     Gisb.  VoBtius,  ob.,  II.  40,  8. 
1077.  Spinoza,  o6.,  II.  43,  1. 

1682.  Quartuor  propositiones  Cleri  Gallicani,  II.  35,  1.    Penn.  settled. 

1685.  Abrogation  of  the  Edict  of  Nantes  and  expulsion  of  the  Waldensefl 

from  Piedmont,  II.  33,  2. 

1686.  Spener  in  Dresden  and  the  Collegia  philobiblica  in  Loipsio,  II.  88, 8. 

Abr.  Calov,  o6.,  IL  38,  4. 

80 


434  CHRONOLOQIOAL  TABLI. 

A.  D.  Tol.  and  Paragraph. 

1C87.  Michael  Molinus  compelled  to  abjure,  II.  86,  1. 

1689.  Toleration  Act,  England,  II.  84,  6. 

1690.  The  Pietists  driven  from  Leipt;io,  IL  88,  8.    John  Eliot,  ch,,  U 

41,  2. 

1691.  Spener  in  Berlin,  II.  88,  8. 

1693.  Quesnel's  New  Testament,  II.  44,  9. 

1694.  The  University  of  Halle  founded,  II.  88,  8. 

1697.  Frederick  Augustus  the  Strong,  of  Saxony.,  embraces  Catholloiflli 

II.  38,  4. 
1699.  F^n^lon's  propositions  condemned,  II.  86,  1. 

EIGHTEENTH    CENTURY. 

1701.  Thomas  of  Tonrnon  in  the  East  Indies,  II.  85,  8. 

1702.  Ldscher*8  Unschuldige  Nachrichten,  II.  46,  1.     Eva  Bnttlar's  sect, 

IL  49,  4. 

1703.  Collegium  oaritatiyum  in  Berlin,  II.  48,2.    Peter  Codde deposed, 

II.  44,  6. 

1704.  Bossuet,  o&.,  II.  83,  6. 

1705.  Spener,  o&.,  II.  38,  8. 

1706.  Lutheran  Mission  founded  in  Tranquebar,  II.  46,  7. 

1707.  The  praying  children  in  Silesia,  II.  46,  1. 
1709.  Port  Royal  abolished.  If.  86,  2. 

1712.  Richard  Simon,  o6.,  II.  87,  1.   The  Mechithartist  congr.,  IL  44,  2. 

1713.  The  Constitution  Unigenitus,  IL  44,  6. 

1714.  Godfr.    Arnold,    ob.,    11.    89,  2.     The   Inspiration   congregation! 

founded  in  Wetteraw,  II.  49,  2. 
1716-74.  Louis  XV.  or  France,  II.  44,  4. 

1715.  F^n^lon,  ob.,  IL  36,  1. 

1716.  Leibnitz,  ob.,  II.  43,  1. 

1717.  Mad.  Guyon,  ob.,  II.  36,  1.    Gottfr.  Arnold,  ob, 

1721.  The  holy  Synod  at  St.  Petersburg,  IL  46.     Hans  Egede's  mission 

to  Greenland,  II.  46,  7. 

1722.  Hermhut  founded,  IL  47,  2. 

1727.  A.  H.  Franke,  o6.,  II.  46,  6.     Thomas  of  Westen,  ob.,  IL  39,  6. 

Formation  of  the  Brethreii*8  (Moravian)  Church,  IL  47,  2. 

1728.  Callenberg's  Institution  for  the  conversion  of  the  Jews,  II.  46,  7. 

1729.  Fr.  Buddeus,  ob.,  II.  46,  2.     The  Methodist  society,  IL  48,  1. 

1731.  Emigration  of  the  Evang.  Salzburgers,  II.  44,  4. 

1732.  Moravian  Mission  to  St.  Thomas,  IL  47,  6. 

1733.  Moravian  Miai<ion  to  Greenland,  II.  46,  7. 

1736.  John  Clericus,  o6.,  IL  40,  4.     Zinzendorf  banished,  II.  47,  8. 
1740-86.  Frederick  IL  of  Prussia,  II.  40,  8. 

1741.  Special  Covenant  of  the  Brethren  with  the  Lord  Jesus,  II.  47.  4 
1749.  The  Moravians  (Brethren)  recognized  in  Saxony,  IL  47,  8. 
1760.  Seb.  Bach,  ob.,  II.  46,  5.     The  Jesuit  government  of  Paragoaj 
terminated,  II.  44,  8. 
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1761.  Semler  prof,  in  Halle,  II.  60,  4. 

1762.  J.  A.  Bengel,  ob.,  II.  46,  2. 

1754.  Cbr.  y.  Wolf,  o6.,  II.  46,  2.     Winckelmann  a  oonTert,  II.  44,  6. 
1766.  J.  L.  Mosheim,  o6.,  II.  46,  2. 
1768-69.  Clembnt  XIII.,  Popi,  II.  44,  2. 

1759.  The  Jesuits  banbhed  from  Portugal,  II.  44,  7. 

1760.  Zinzendorf,  o6.,  II.  47,  8. 

1762.  Judicial  murder  of  Jean  Cains,  II.  44,  4. 

1765.  Universal  German  library,  II.  50,  8. 

1766-90.  Joseph  II.,  Empibor,  II.  44,  8. 

1769-74.  Clement  XIV.,  Pope,  II.  44,  7 

1772.  Swedonborg,  o6.,  II.  49,  6. 

1778.  The  Order  of  Jesuits  abolbhed,  II.  44,  7. 

1776-99.  Pius  VI.,  Pope,  II.  44.  8. 

1774.  Wolfenbttttel  Fragments,  11.  60,  4. 

1776.  Chr.  A.  Crusius,  06. ,  II.  46,  2. 

1776.  Order  of  Illuminati  founded,  II.  44,  10. 

1778.  Voltaire,  ob,     Rousseau,  06.,  II.  44,  10. 

1780.  Joseph  II.,  Monarch,  II.  44,  8. 
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ADDENDA. 


1.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  65.)      Was  Peter  in  Rome  f 

Qalatians  II.  shows  thut,  as  late  as  a.  d.  50,  Peter  was  still  in  Jeru- 
salem. IrenaeuSy  Eusebius,  Kufinus,  and  the  Ai)ost()Iic  Constitutions 
agree  that  Linus,  not  Peter,  was  the  first  Bishop  of  Rome.  It  has  not 
been  proved  that  Peter  was  even  a  successor  to  Linus.  It  is  quite 
likely  that  Peter's  first  Epistle  was  written  (GO)  in  Babylon  (1  Pet.  v. 
23).  Clement,  of  Rome,  states  the  fact,  but  not  the  place  of  Peters 
martyrdom.  And  while  Dionysius,  of  Corinth,  Caius,  of  Rome,  Ire- 
naeus,  and  Tertullian,  assert  that  Peter  died  at  Rome,  their  testimony 
is  rendered  almost  valueless  by  the  many  false  dat^  mingled  with  it. 
This  much,  however,  is  proved,  that  Peter  was,  in  the  second  century, 
supposed  to  have  been  put  to  death  with  Paul  at  Rome. 

2.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  91.)     MtiximUin  and  the  Legio  Thebaica, 

The  Marty rologies  assert  that  by  Maximian's  command,  a  legion  of 
6,600  men,  comj)ased  entirely  of  Christian  soldiers,  was  put  to  death 
with  their  leader,  St.  Mauritius.  The  story  first  appeared  in  the  fifth 
or  sixth  century,  and  its  credibility  is  disputed. 

3.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  109.)     Mani. 

We  have  recent  information  in  regard  to  Mani,  through  the  labors 
of  Chw^olsohn  and  Flugel,  from  Arabic  sources,  of  which  that  from 
the  learned  historian  of  the  tenth  century,  Mohammed-en-Nedim. 
who  had  access  to  the  writings  of  Mani  himself,  is  of  special  interest. 
These  authorities  ajrree  with  the  Persian  as  to  the  historv  of  Mani 
and  his  sect,  but  confirm  the  Western  writers  in  the  statements  of  his 
doctrinal  system.  Mani  was  taught  the  tenets  of  the  Elkesaites  by 
his  father  Fonnak,  who  belonged  to  that  sect.  Through  divine  visions, 
he  was  called  to  proclaim  a  new  revelation.  En-Nedim  supposes 
that  Mani  drew  his  system  from  Scythianus. 

4.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  128.)  We  find  even  in  the  Shepherd  of  Hermaa 
the  beginnings  of  the  later  distinctions  between  divine  commands 
and  evangelical  counsel. 

6.  (Vol.  L,  p.  130.)  Tho  Shepherd  of  Hermas  has  lately  been 
ascribed  by  Zahn  to  a  Roman  of  the  same  name  (a.  d.  97),  otherwise 
unknown.    That  the  Greek  copy  recently  brought  from  Greece  is  the 
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original,  has  lately  been  proved  by  Tischendorf,  who  found  in  « 
Sinaitic  MS.  of  the  Bible  of  the  fourth  century  a  fragment  of  the 
original  Greek  of  Hermas.     It  contains,  however,  many  Latinisms. 

6.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  152.)     Constant ine, 

Constantine^a  tolerance  toward  heathenism  seems  more  like  political 
craft.  He  forbade  only  such  worship  as  was  immoral,  and  granted 
the  Christians  but  few  temples. 

7.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  173.)     Cyril,  of  Jrrumlem,  and  Jerome, 

Cyril,  of  Jerusalem,  though  first  an  Arian,  became  orthodox.  He 
was  deposed  by  his  Arian  Metropolitan,  because  he  had  sold,  during 
%  famine,  certain  unneeded  church  furniture  for  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
He  was  present  at  the  General  Council  of  Constantinople  381,  and 
died  386,  in  possession  of  his  diocese.  Jerome  learned  Hebrew 
from  Bar  Hanina,  and  was  the  only  scholar  in  this  language  of 
Christian  antiquity. 

8.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  261.)  Mohammed  II.  invested  the  Patriarch  (Gen- 
nadius,  cf.  I.  2  68,  5)  with  both  spiritual  and  secular  jurisdiction  over 
all  the  orthodox  Rajah  of  the  Turkish  Empire.  Jerusalem  and 
Antioch  were  made  coordinate  in  religious  affairs,  but  politically  sub- 
ordinate to  Constantinople.  A  synod  of  twelve  Archbishops,  four  of 
whom  resided  in  Constantinople,  chose  the  Pairiarch,  subject  to  the 
Sultan's  approval.  Talk  of  union  was  now  over.  The  scattered 
Grecian  fugitives  in  the  West  cither  entered  the  Catholic  church,  or 
constituted  churches  of  their  own  (United  Greek),  securing  their  old 
ecclesiastical  constitution  and  liturgy  by  recognizing  the  Romish 
dogma  and  the  Papal  supremacy. 

\K  (Vol.  I.,  p.  266.)     Barlmim  and  Jofophai, 

Tlu'  romance  of  Barlaani  and  ,Io^ophat  was  groundlessly  ascribed 
during  the  Middle  Age»  to  Jolin  Daniascenus.  An  Indian  Princess, 
Josophat,  wjis  converted  through  the  lalx)rs  of  Barlaam,  an  Asiatic 
hermit.  The  story  aims  to  show  the  power  of  Christianity  over  the 
temptations  of  sin,  and  its  superiority  over  other  reliirions.  In  un- 
critical times  it  was  reivived  as  historical,  and  its  heroes  were  revered 
as  saints.  But  Liebrecht  has  latelv  disci^verod  that  the  honored  tale 
was  but  a  partially  christianized  reproduction  of  the  legendary  his- 
torv  of  the  founder  of  Buddliism. 

10.  I  Vol.  I.,  p.  266. '  5?aracens.  ot^uivalont  to  Orientals,  were  called 
AraK^'early  in  the  Middle  Agos,  The  name  came  afterward  to  desig- 
nate all  Mohammedans,  including.  tiX>.  al  times,  heathen  nations. 

11.  .Vol.  I.,  p.  337.'     ^/.  Mr'inr'ui. 

St.  Meinrad.  in  :^wilze^Iand.  ^va^  such  a  hermit.  He  w.is  murdered 
bv  rt»bl»ers  .>61',  and  his  cell  l>ecame  chanced  into  a  Benedictine 
cloister  of  the  hermits  of  Mary. 

12.  V Vol.  I.,  p.  3iO.)     17k:  ^y-urioui  iWrtiaU, 
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While  the  Spurious  Decretals  are  all  from  one  mould,  they  are  not 
pure  fiction.  The  materials  were  gathered  from  the  entire  range  ot 
theological  and  ecclesiastical  literature  of  the  day.  These  were  changed 
as  required,  and  grouped  into  a  whole. 

13.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  373.)  The  Greenland  Mission  prospered  four  hun- 
dred years.  About  1408  its  fall  was  brought  about  through  the  in- 
cursions of  the  Esquimaux,  and  the  severity  of  the  winters. 

14.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  884.)  The  descendants  of  the  Crusaders,  bom  in 
the  Holy  Land,  the  so^alled  PuUani,  were,  in  particular,  a  cowardly 
and  treacherous  race. 

15.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  387.)  Judaism,  on  the  other  hand,  could  not  be 
suppressed,  either  by  constant  persecution  from  the  state,  and  repeated 
massacres  by  the  rabble,  or  by  the  zealous  efforts  of  the  Theologians 
to  instruct  and  convert  the  nation  of  the  covenant. 

16.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  390.)  There  was  nothing  of  Papal  Infallibility  in 
the  systems  of  Gregory  VII.  or  Innocent  III.  But  Thomas  Aquinaa 
ascribed  to  the  Pope  alone  the  right  to  develop  the  confession  of 
faith.  John  XV.  (993)  was  the  first  to  claim  the  exclusive  right  of 
canonization.  Alexander  III.  secured  it  as  permanently  belonging 
to  the  Pope.     Innocent  IV.  invested  the  Cardinals  with  the  red  hat. 

17.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  407.)  The  union,  with  the  Greek  church,  was 
meaningless,  and  the  Pope  strove  in  vain  to  revive  zeal  for  the  Cru- 
sades. On  the  other  hand,  the  new  German  Emperor,  Rudolph  of 
Habsburg  (1273-91),  in  order  to  suppress  the  political  disorders  at 
home,  offered  to  surrender,  in  favor  of  the  papacy,  the  important 
points  in  the  long  controversy  between  the  two  thrones.  Nicholas 
III.  (1277-80),  accordingly,  brought  about  a  concordat,  in  which  the 
Emperor  formally  renounced  all  imperial  rights  over  the  states  of  the 
church. 

18.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  428.)  On  leaving  his  chair,  William  retired  to  St 
Victor's  chapel,  in  Paris,  where  he  founded  a  cloister,  under  the  rule 
of  St.  Augustine. 

19.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  431.)  Ahelardy  trusting  to  his  dialectic  skill,  became 
zealous  to  undertake,  without  further  preparation,  the  difficult  task 
of  expounding  the  prophecy  of  Ezekiel,  He  succeeded  to  the  satis- 
faction of  his  pupils,  but  was  forbidden  by  Anselm  to  complete  his 
lectures, 

20.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  435.)  Philosophy  and  Theology  became  almost 
identical.  There  sprang  up  in  Paris  a  reaction  against  this  coalition, 
in  the  doctrine  of  twofold  truth,  viz.,  that  a  proposition  could  be  at  the 
same  time  philosophically  true  and  theologically  false,  and  conversely. 

21.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  440.)  But  Alexander  of  Hales  recognized  baptism 
and  communion  as  the  only  sacraments  instituted  by  Christ,  though 
he  admits  other  sacraments  not  instituted  by  Christ. 
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22.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  479.)  It  is  not  known  when  or  how  that  legend 
arose  according  to  which  the  "  scala  santa  "  at  Rome  were  the  marhle 
steps  of  Pilate^s  prsetorium.  There  were  before  Luther  fourteen  trans- 
lations of  the  Bible  in  High  German,  and  six  in  Low  German.  They 
are  really,  however,  but  slightly  varied  forms  of  a  single  translation 
from  the  Vulgate.  The  translators,  one  or  many,  are  unknown.  The 
language  is  generally  clumsy,  and  the  sense  often  obscure.  Many 
passages,  however,  are  better,  and  Luther  seems  to  have  intentionally 
retained  them.  There  were  also  translations  in  English  by  Wicliffe; 
in  Bohemian  by  Huss;  in  Spanish  by  Bonif.  Ferrer;  in  Italian  by  the 
Benedictine,  Nic.  Malherbi ;  and  in  French  by  Faber  Stapulensis. 

23.  (Vol.  L,  p.  483.)     The  Maid  of  Orleans. 

Born  of  peasant  parents,  even  as  a  child  she  was  led,  by  what  she 
supposed  to  be  a  heavenly  voice,  to  vow  eternal  chastity.  More  fre- 
quent visions,  in  which  the  saints  appeared  to  her  and  other  voices 
were  heard,  called  her  to  be  the  deliverer  of  her  oppressed  father- 
land. France  had  been  torn  asunder,  under  the  erratic  King  Charles 
VI.,  and  still  more  after  his  death  (1422),  by  the  ambitious  parties  of 
the  Armignacs  and  Burgundians.  The  first  fought  for  the  rights  of 
the  Dauphin,  Charles  VII.  The  others  allied  themselves  to  the  Queen 
Mother  Isabella,  and  the  English  King  Henry  V.  Joan  of  Arc  ad- 
hered zealously  to  the  Dauphin.  When  Charles  was  driven  by  the  Eng- 
lish into  Orleans,  his  last  stronghold,  and  closely  pressed  (1428),  Joan 
heard  the  voice,  directing  her  to  rescue  Orleans,  and  to  lead  the  Dauphin 
to  Rheims  for  coronation.  She  now  made  public  her  mission,  hitherto 
concealed.  Breaking  throuejh  every  difficulty,  and  recognized  as  a 
heavenly  messenger,  she  placed  herself,  clad  in  armor  and  bearing 
the  standard  of  the  lilies,  at  the  head  of  the  enthusiastic  troops,  and 
gloriously  realized  her  twofold  mission.  In  the  later  course  of  the 
war  she  was  captured  by  the  Duke  of  Burgundy,  who  delivered  her  up 
to  the  English.  At  Rouen,  after  a  four  months'  trial  by  a  clerical  court, 
she  was  condemned  to  death  as  a  heretic.  Her  courage  failed  her  in 
face  of  the  stake,  and  she  recanted,  whereupon  her  sentence  was  cc-in- 
muted  to  imprisonment  for  life.  But  a  week  later  she  was  never- 
theless executed  at  the  stake.  She  died  bravely,  and  resigned  to  her 
fate,  1431.  At  the  solicitation  of  her  family,  afterwards  elevated  to 
nobility,  a  revision  of  her  trial  was  secured,  1450,  and  she  was  de- 
clared to  be  innocent. 

24.  (Vol.  I.,  p.  498.)  Among  the  friends  of  reform  in  Germany 
was  Jacob  von  Jiiterbogk,  of  1405.  He  had  been  a  Cistercian  in 
Poland,  and  a  theological  instructor  at  Krakau,  and  was  afterwards 
Carthusian  Friar  at  Erfurt.  Throughout  his  life  he  was  an  earnest 
defender  of  the  decrees  of  the  Council  of  Basle,  at  which  he  was 
present,    1441.      His    reformatory  writings   leave  the   ecclesiastical 
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dogmas  UDtouched,  but  are  all  the  more  earnest  and  powerful  against 
the  political  and  moral  corruptions  of  the  papacy  and  monasticism. 
He  opposed  the  covetous  misuse  of  indulgences,  favored  placing  the 
Pope  under  the  General  Councils,  to  be  deposed  by  them  when  neces- 
sary.   And  he  said,  that  to  dispute  this  was  to  teach  that  Christ  had 
committed  the  church  to  a  sinful  man  as  a  bridegroon,  who  should 
deliver  his  bride  to  the  absolute  will  of  a  soldier. 
25.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  60.)     Ddilinger's  Tribute  to  Luther, 
The  celebrated  Catholic  Historian  Ign.  DoUinger^  who,  in  his  "Res, 
Oesch,,"  had  with  ultramontane  animosity  defamed  Luther,  could  not 
refrain,  in  a  public  speech  twenty  years  later,  from  eulogizing  him  as 
the  mightiest  man  of  the  people  Germany  ever  produced.    And  in 
1871,  he  said  of  him,  **  Luther's  overpowering  greatness  and  wonderful 
versatility  made  him  tlie  man  of  his  time.    No  German  understood 
so  profoundly  the  German  people,  and  in  return  none  was  ever  so 
laid  hold  of  by  them  as  this  Augustine  monk  of  Wittenberg.    The 
German  taste  and  the  German  spirit  his  hand  touched  as  an  artist 
sweeps  the  lyre.     No  other  in  Christian  times  gave  to  his  people  such 
gifts — language,  Bible,  sacred  song.     Each  attack  and  each  defence  of 
adversaries  became  weak  and  flat  beside  his  passing  eloquence.   They 
stammered;  he  spoke.    Only  he  could  indelibly  stamp  the  German 
mind,  as  he  had  done  the  German  tongue.     Even  those  Germans, 
who  in  their  heart  of  hearts  despised  him  as  the  mighty  teacher  of 
error  and  corrupter  of  religion,  were  compelled  to  speak  with  his 
words  and  to  think  with  his  thoughts." 

26.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  162.)     Cleynent  VIII.  (1592-1605.) 

He  took  an  active  part  in  the  political  movements  of  his  time,  and 
succeeded  in  bringing  about  a  reconciliation  between  France  and 
Spain.  The  Jesuits  have  been  charged  with  his  death,  but  on  insuf- 
ficient grounds.  Clement  had  incurred  their  displeasure  through 
favoring  the  Dominicans  in  the  strife  "  de  auxiliU  gratiae,^*  and  by 
refusing  to  canonize  Loyala. 

27.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  165.)  The  Jesuits  held  Pelagian  views  of  sin  and 
grace.  They  defended  the  doctrine  of  Immaculate  Conception,  and 
were  zealous  supporters  of  Papal  Infallibility.  They  were  exceedingly 
active  in  securing  chairs  of  instruction  at  the  Gymnasia  and  Uni- 
versities, Jis  well  as  in  founding  schools  of  their  own.  They  thus 
sought  to  fill  the  ranks  of  their  own  order,  and  to  train  up  for  it  friends 
and  patrons. 

28.  (Vol.  II  ,  p.  169.)  In  regard  to  Papal  InfaUibUUy,  Pope  Had- 
rian VI.  wrote  that  it  was  quite  possible  for  a  Pope  to  err,  even  in 
matters  of  fiiith.  Cardinal  Cajetan,  however,  zealously  contended 
that  the  entire  Church,  without  the  Pope,  could  more  easily  err  than 
the  Pope  without  the  Church.    And  the  Jesuit  general,  Lainez^  strovt 
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at  Trent,  earnestly,  but  in  vain,  to  secure  for  Papal  Infallibility  eccle 
siastical  recognition. 

29.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  185.)     Galileo  and  the  Inqumtion, 

Galileo  Galilei  (ob.  1642)  was  Professor  of  Mathematics  at  Pisa  and 
Padua.  He  rendered  numerous  and  brilliant  services  in  mathematics, 
astronomy,  and  physics,  and  was  the  pioneer  defender  of  the  Goper- 
nican  system.  On  this  account,  charged  by  the  Jesuits  with  heresy, 
Paul  V.  threatened  him  with  the  Inquisition,  if  he  should  continue  to 
defend  his  heresy.  Afterwards  he  was  compelled  to  recant,  and  for  a 
short  time  was  imprisoned.  The  stories  that  he  was  driven  to  recan- 
tation by  the  rack,  and  that  after  the  torture  was  over,  gritting  his 
teeth,  and  stamping  his  feet,  he  said,  ^^  E  pur  si  muove"  are  doubt- 
less false.  Not  so,  however,  that  the  Imlex  Lib.  Prohib,  declared  the 
Copernican  doctrine  false,  preposterous,  and  throughout  contradictory 
of  the  Bible,  and  that  in  16(50  Pope  Alexander  VII.  forpially  con- 
firmed this  decree,  and  not  until  1820  was  it  abrogated  by  the  Papal 
Court,  and  in  a  new  edition  of  the  Index,  1835,  the  works  of  Galileo 
and  Copernicus  were  left  out. 

30.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  211.)  Hugo  Grotitis,  while  standing  firmly  with 
the  Remonstrants,  strove  earnestly,  but  without  success,  for  a  recon- 
ciliation between  the  Arminians  and  Calvinists,  as  well  as  with  all 
the  Protestant  parties.  For  a  long  time  he  cherished  decided  aversion 
to  the  Catholics,  but  intimate  intercourse  with  prominent  Catholics, 
especially  during  his  voluntary  exile  in  France,  induced  him  to  change 
his  attitude  toward  them.  He  spoke  with  ever  growing  favor  of  their 
faiih  and  their  institutions,  and  in  his  '*volum  pro  pace  "  he  recom- 
mends, as  the  only  possible  way  of  res^toriiiL^  eccltsiastical  unity,  a 
return  to  the  Catholic  church,  though  demanding,  of  course,  certain 
conce««sion8  from  the  Catholic?. 

31.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  2.S2.)      The  old  Oiiholic  Church  of  the  Netherlands. 
The  first  Jesuits  came  to  Holland  in  l.")i»2.     The  peculiar  piety  of 

the  clergy,  handed  down  from  the  Rrclhren  of  the  Common  Life,  as 
well  as  the  comparatively  independent  position  of  the  Archbishopric 
of  Utrecht,  were  to  them  alike  fuiulamentallv  distasteful.  Thev  were 
soon  brought  into  conllict  with  the  cleriry,  through  their  political 
and  religious  machinations.  Vo!*mttr,  the  Archbishop,  i.  p.,  and 
after  his  deposition,  his  snocessors,  strenuniisly  opp<>sed  the  attempt 
to  abolish  the  see  of  Utrecht,  and  to  place  the  church  of  Holland 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  papal  Nuncio  at  Cologne.  Meanwhile 
the  Jansenist  controversy  in  France  had  compleitnl  its  first  stage. 
The  Dutch  officials  ha<l  received  with  tavor  the  accused  book  of  their 
pious  and  learned  countryman,  though  in  the  further  course  of  the 
controversy  they  had  submitteil  without  opposition  to  the  papal  bann 
against  the  five  sections,  and  yet  not  agreeing  that  Jansen  had  taughl 


ADDENDA.  445 

these  in  the  sense  supposed.  The  Jesaits,  accordingly,  charged  then« 
with  Jansenistic  heresy,  and  insinuated  in  an  anonymous  memorial, 
1697,  that  Jansenism  had  taken  its  rise  in  Holland.  They  traced  its 
beginnings  to  a  visit  of  Arnauld  in  Holland,  1681.  It  was  fostered, 
they  said,  by  Bible  reading ;  by  the  general  contempt  for  the  worship 
of  Mary,  for  indulgences,  for  the  holy  pictures,  relics,  etc.  Codde, 
the  Archbishop,  was  allured  to  Rome,  to  be  blinded  by  dissembling 
favors  and  demonstrations,  while  behind  his  back  his  deposition  was 
determined  on.  But  the  chapter  refused  to  recognize  his  successor, 
and  the  estates  of  Holland  demanded,  on  pain  of  the  expulsion  of  all 
Jesuits,  the  immediate  return  of  their  Archbishop.  Codde  was,  in- 
deed, sent  back  with  a  papal  blessing,  but  was  followed  with  a  formal 
decree  of  deposition,  1703.  His  rival,  De  Cocky  was  obliged  to  flee 
from  a  charge  of  high  treason.  But,  because  of  conscientious  scruples, 
Codde  refused,  to  his  death,  1710,  to  exercise  again  the  functions  of 
his  office.  For  thirteen  years  the  see  remained  vacant.  The  vacant 
pulpits  were  filled  with  emissaries  of  the  Jesuits,  at  the  nomination  of 
the  Nuncio  in  Cologne.  Thousands  of  the  people  were  caught  in  the 
nets  of  the  Jesuits,  and  fell  over  to  Ultramontanism.  At  last,  1723, 
the  chapter  took  courage,  and  chose  Cornelius  Steenhowen  to  be 
Archbishop.  After  waiting  a  year  and  a  half  without  receiving  an 
answer  to  their  request  for  papal  confirmation,  he  was  ordained  by 
the  French  missionary,  Bishop  Varlet.  The  same  was  done  with  his 
next  three  successors.  In  order  to  secure  legitimate  ordination  for 
future  Archbishops,  after  Varlet's  death,  1742,  a  Bishop  was  conse- 
crated by  the  Haarlem  chapter,  which  had  left  their  right  of  choice 
unexercised,  and  in  1758  the  new  bishopric  of  Deventer  was  provided 
with  an  occupant.  Meanwhile  the  second  and  last  act  of  the  Jansen- 
istic tragedy  in  France  had  been  played.  Many  persecuted  appel- 
lants sought  refuge  in  free  Holland,  and  the  friendly  reception  they 
received  seemed  to  justify  the  long  loved  charge  of  Jansenistic  heresy 
against  Utrecht.  The  accused  continued  to  repel  the  charge  with  all 
energy,  but  refused  expressly  to  recognize  the  bull  of  Alexander  VII., 
and  the  acceptance  there  demanded  of  Papal  Infallibility.  And  thus 
were  thwarted  all  efforts  at  reconciliation,  which  had  been  set  on  foot. 
The  church  of  Utrecht  prospered,  and  at  a  Council,  1765,  declared 
itself  to  be  the  Old  Rotnan  Catholic  Church  of  the  Netherlands.  The 
Pope  was  acknowledged,  in  spite  of  his  ban  against  Utrecht,  as  the 
visible  head  of  the  Christian  Church.  A  confession  was  produced 
corresponding  in  detail  to  the  decrees  of  Trent,  and  sent  with  all  the 
acts  of  the  Council  to  Rome,  as  evidence  of  orthodoxy.  The' Jesuits 
succeeded  in  counteracting  the  good  impression  which  this  transaction 
had  at  first  created  at  Rome.  Clement  XIII.  declared  the  Council 
void,  and  its  participants  stiff-necked  children  of  iniquity.  But  the 
81 
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church  8till  lives,  with  five  or  six  thousand  souls,  nineteea  parishei 
under  two  Bishops,  and  an  Archbishop. 

32.  (Voh  II.,  p.  299.)  The  English  Naturalist,  Darwin,  threw  intc 
the  arena  of  natural  science  the  magic  formula,  "  Natural  Selection," 
according  to  which  it  is  supposed  that  the  present  variety  of  animal 
life  has  arisen  through  a  process  of  development,  continued  through 
millions,  perhaps  milliards  of  years,  from  some  primary  marine 
animal  springing  from  a  minut«  cell. 

33.  (Vol.  tl.,  p.  303.)  In  ItcUi/  the  amiable  Aleas.  Manzoni  (ob. 
1873),  though  himself  more  of  a  Christian  than  a  Catholic,  gave  to 
Catholic  Christianity,  in  his  "Inni  Sacri,^*  and  ^^Promeui  Sposif*''  the  no- 
blest expression.  The  celebrated  poet,  Sitvio  Pellico  (ob.  1854),  in  "Z« 
mie  Prigioniy*  offered  noble  testimony  of  the  power  of  Christianity. 

34.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  304.)  Among  the  pupils  of  the  Munich  school, 
Julius  Schnorr  (ob.  1872)  devoted  himself  chiefly  to  religious  material. 
His  "Bible  in  Pictures'*  is  a  masterpiece  of  biblical  illustration. — 
PhiL  Veith  left  an  immortal  monument  to  his  memory  in  numerous 
frescoes  and  altar-paintings  in  Germany  and  Italy.  From  Will  v, 
Kaulbach  we  have  77*€  Battle  of  the  Huns,  The  Destruction  of  Jerusa- 
/f7/»,aud  the  staircase  paintings  of  the  Museum  at  Berlin. — J^^essing  haa 
won  the  honor  of  being  the  painter  of  reformatory  ideas  in  his  Burn- 
ing of  the  Papal  Bull  by  Luther,  and  in   The  Leipsic  Disputation, 

85.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  306.)     Inierconfessional  Relations, 

The  Evangelical  and  the  Catholic  churches  were  both  of  them 
enriched  during  the  present  century,  each  at  the  cost  of  the  other,  by 
numerous  conversions.  The  Protestants,  on  the  one  hand,  freely 
recognized  their  opponent^,  cherishing  sometimes  such  admiration 
for  individual  Catholic  institutions  as  to  throw  into  the  shade  the 
dignity  of  their  own  church.  Even  in  Germany  many  Romanizing 
tendencies  appeared.  The  sometimes  absurd  suspicions  of  lurking 
Jesuitism  were  not,  it  would  seem,  without  some  justification  in  the 
case  of  the  Court  Preacher  Stark,  of  Darmstadt.  And  there  were  not 
wanting  those  who  formally  went  over  to  the  Catholics,  and,  too,  from 
the  best  of  men,  e.  g.  Fr.  8ohlegel,  Adam  Miiller,  H.  L.  von  Haller, 
and  others.  But  tlie  Catholics  did  not  return  the  liberal  recognition 
they  received.  The  Ullramontaues  were,  on  the  other  hand,  un- 
wearied in  heaping  abuse  and  slander  upon  even  the  noblest  of  Prot- 
estant labors  and  Protestant  men.  Ketteler,  in  a  pastoral  letter,  1855, 
compared  the  Ciernians  to  the  Jews,  who,  by  crucifying  their  Lord, 
lost  their  high  calling  in  the  kingdom  of  God,  because  in  the  Ref- 
urniatiou  they  had  torn  asunder  the  unity  of  faith  grounded  by  St 
Boniface.  Cardinal  Riccabona  asserted  that  Luther  gathered  round 
his  standard  the  most  depraved  reprobates  of  Europe,  treading  under 
foi)t  the  blood  of  the  KtHieenier.  Prof.  Michelis.  in  M Cluster,  com- 
pared  Protestantism  to  Antichrist.     Nevertheless,  many  truly  pioof 
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men  we^re  led,  in  their  longing  after  salvation,  to  examine  the  Protest- 
ant doctrines,  and  sometimes  to  enter  the  fold  of  the  Protestant 
Church.  Such  were  Martin  Boos,  Goossner,  Henhofer,  Duke  lieop. 
von  Seldnitzky,  and  others.  The  Vatican  sanction  of  infallibility 
moreover  drove  many  sober-minded  men  into  the  evangelical  church, 

Pius  IX.  invited  both  Greek  and  Protestant  Bishops  to  the  Vatican 
Council,  but  not,  as  at  Trent,  to  participate  in  the  proceedings,  but  to 
return  like  the  prodigal  son  to  his  father's  house.  In  a  letter  to  the 
German  Emperor,  1873,  he  said  that  all  who  had  been  baptized, 
Catholic  or  not,  even  the  Emperor  himself,  "belonged  to  the  Pope." 

Thoughts  of  union  appeared  at  times  among  the  Old  Catholics  as 
hopeless  as  ever,  indeed,  but  looking  only  to  the  long  future  for  any 
material  result.  Of  like  character  were  similar  propositions  between 
the  Oriental  Orthodox  Church  on  the  one  side,  and  the  Roman  Catho- 
lic and  Anglican  on  the  other. 

36.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  310.)     The  Revival  Period  of  1857—61. 
Following  in  the  footsteps  of  a  financial  crisis,  there  appeared  in 

North  America,  toward  the  close  of  the  year  1857,  a  religious  move- 
ment of  so  great  dimensions,  of  such  continuance  and  energy,  and 
such  remarkable  results  in  repentance  and  conversion,  as  to  surpass 
all  that  had  been  seen  before  even  in  America,  the  land  of  revivals. 
Along  with  that  which  was  merely  ecstatic,  there  appeared  much  of 
genuine  and  healthy  repentance.  The  movement  spread  to  the  West 
Indies,  West  and  South  Africa,  and  the  East  Indies.  And  in  Europe, 
especially  Ireland,  it  was  almost  as  fruitful  as  in  America. 

37.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  323.)     Foreign  Afmions. 

Among  the  Protestant  sects,  the  Methodists  and  Baptists  have  been 
most  zealous  in  the  missionary  cause,  though  the  Moravians  have  lost 
nothing  of  their  former  activity.  The  results  of  evangelical  missions 
for  the  last  eighty  years  are  estimated  at  800,000  or  900,000  converts 
from  heathendom.  That  these  results  are  so  much  less  than  might 
have  been  looked  for  in  return  for  the  zeal  and  labor  put  forth,  is 
owing  in  part  doubtless  to  the  rigidity  of  the  Protestant  methods  of 
labor.  Only  such  heathen  were  admitted  to  baptism  as  had  been  fully 
enlightened  and  converted,  and  the  efficacy  of  baptismal  grace  was 
lightly  esteemed.  Ouianaj  in  South  America,  was  a  field  too  difficult 
and  dangerous  for  anything  but  the  patience  of  the  Moravian  mis- 
sionaries, though  in  the  British  parts  the  London  Missionary  Society 
labored  not  without  result.  In  Madagascar  (p.  325),  Radama  II.,  the 
Christian  son  of  the  bloody  Ranavalona,  ascended  the  throne  in  1861, 
and  recalled  the  Christians  and  missionaries  driven  out  by  his  mother. 
Ranavalona  II.  abjured  heathenism,  and  was  baptized  in  1869,  when 
she  became  queen.    The  next  year  she  burned  the  national  idols. 

After  the  complete  suppression  of  the  military  insurrection  o^  East 
Jndiaf  1857  (p.  325),  the  mission  there  flourished  even  more  than  beforcb 
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The  Island  of  Ceylon  was  in  large  part  christianized,  but  only  noml* 
nallv  under  the  Portuguese  and  Dutch.  The  American  Baptists  sent 
numerous  missionaries  to  Indm^  among  whom  Judson  and  his  heroic 
wife  were  specially  distinguished.  Their  labors  among  the  Burmana 
and  Carens  belong  to  the  noblest  of  Protestant  missions. 

In  Java,  also,  the  Baptists  have  been  quite  active,  and  with  good 
results.  In  spite  of  the  treaty  of  1858,  in  China  (p.  326)  the  Regent 
Prince  Kung  could  not  prevent  further  bloody  persecutions.  In  1865 
he  was  himself  deposed.  A  new  treaty,  1868,  similar  to  the  other, 
included  North  Germany  among  the  favored  powers.  In  Japan,  all 
edicts  against  Christianity  and  Christians  were  formally  revoked  in 
1873.  In  1809  was  formed  the  London  Society  for  the  Spread  of  the 
(Jospel  among  the  Jews,  which  labored  with  varying  results  in  Liondon, 
Poland,  (termany,  Holland,  France,  and  Turkey. 

38.  (Vol.  II.,'  p.  327.)  The  Conflict  with  UUramontanigm  in  the 
New  Oerman  Empire, 

The  glorious  day  of  Sedan,  September  2,  1870,  resulted  in  the  over- 
throw of  the  civil  power  of  the  Pope,  and  in  the  establishment  of  a 
new  here<iitary  German  Empire  in  the  Protestant  dynasty  of  the 
Prussian  Hohenzollerns,  January  18, 1871.  German  Ultramontanism, 
displeased  alike  with  both  of  these  results,  demanded  of  the  German 
Emperor  the  restoration  of  civil  power  to  the  Pope.  This  demand 
was  not  complied  with,  and  formal  war  was  declared  against  the 
Empire  through  the  press  at  the  command  of  the  Ultramontanes, 
but  only  to  Ih?  met  with  defeat  after  defeat  at  the  energetic  hands  of 
the  attaokeil.  The  Chancellor  Prince  Bismark  said  in  regard  to  these 
demands,  •*  Wo  go  not  to  Cauossa."  And  the  Emperor,  in  his  letter  to 
Li>rd  Russell,  Fobruar}',  1874,  thanking  him  for  the  sympathies  ex- 
pres5H.Hl  by  the  English  people,  announced  his  firm  and  royal  deter- 
mination to  tight  out  to  the  end  the  thousand  years  war  between  the 
Pope  and  the  liornian  Empire. 

While  in  t^<mih  Germany  the  Ultramont.anes,  at  the  outbreak  of 
the  war,  expres>ed  their  sympathies  with  France,  and  at  its  close 
strove  to  ]>rovont  the  alliance  of  Ii:ivaria  to  the  Empire,  in  North 
Germanv  ditferont  tactics  were  employed.  There  the  Ultramont&nea 
hoped  to  use  the  Empire  to  advance  their  own  ends.  Even  the  Pope 
C\ingratulait\l  the  now  Emperor,  expressing  the  ho j>e  that  he  would 
laK^r  for  the  goini  of  all  Europe,  including  the  protection  of  the 
rights  and  lil»eriies  of  the  Catholic  rt'liijiou.  The  cv^ntiict  resulted, 
am.^ng  other  tilings,  in  the  enactment  by  the  lmjH»rial  Diet  of  the  cele- 
brated ./oMi/  J.'.nc.  and  of  tho  so-eai.tsi  7*rr/>!/  J\ira<;rjph.  The  latter 
(1^71  throatene\l  wii.i  two  years'  imprisonment  every  misuse  of  the 
puipit  or  ciorioal  o!ii<.v  lor  po.itioal  agitation.  The  former  vl872) 
dis>olvt\i  the  Jesuits  and  ki'.uired  oriors.  banishing  all  foreign  mem- 
bexb  frv>m  lae  Empire,  and  prescribing  the  others  to  a  limited  icsi- 
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deuce.  But  other  measures  being  required,  Ultramontanisin  was  laid 
hold  of  in  its  schools  and  seminaries.  In  order  to  put  an  end  to  the 
despotic  power  of  the  Bishops  in  matters  of  ecclesiastical  discipline 
and  church  appointment,  they  were  placed  under  civil  oversight  and 
jurisdiction  through  the  Jour  Prussian  EccksiasHcal  Laws, 

39.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  352.)  The  left  wing  of  Schleiermacher's  school 
became  of  greater  importance  to  theology  after  its  union,  in  1854, 
with  the  older  representatives  of  the  historico-critical,  aesthetic,  and 
philosophic  rationalism,  as  well  as  with  the  younger  generation  of  the 
Bauer  school,  and  a  number  of  capable  men,  who  had  at  first  belonged 
to  the  moderate  theology,  but  in  the  course  of  their  theological  devel- 
opment had  become  more  and  more  estranged  from  it.  From  this 
union  there  ca^me  forth  the  Free  Protestant  T%eology  of  the  latest  date, 

40.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  366.)  Strauss'  second  "Life  of  Jesus,  1864,  for  the 
German  people,"  was  too  full  of  clumsy  criticism  for  the  people  for 
whom  it  was  designed,  not  excepting  the  more  educated  classes  among 
them ;  and  for  science  it  could  not  win  the  importance  granted  to  the 
first,  published  twenty-five  years  before.  He  published,  in  1872, 
the  most  radical  of  all  his  books,  "  The  Old  Faith  and  the  New," 
in  which  he  makes  Christianity  a  mere  reproduction  of  Judaism. 
Strauss  died  1874. 

41.  (Vol.  XL,  p.  376.)  Tlie  Vatican  Council  and  the  Old 
Catholics, 

After  the  auuouncement  of  Pius  IX.,  at  the  centenary  of 
St  Peter,  1867,  in  regard  to  an  Ecumenical  Council  at  no  distant 
future,  the  statements  of  the  Romish  Oiviltd,  Cattolicd  soon  left 
no  room  for  doubt  that  the  first  work  of  the  Council  was  to  con- 
firm the  Syllabus  of  1864,  to  sanction  the  absolute  fulness  of 
the  Papal  power  in  the  sense  claimed  by  Boniface  VIII.,  in  his 
bull  Unura  Sanctum  (Vol.  I.  §  110,  1),  and  to  proclaim  Papal 
Infallibility.  When  the  Council  actually  assembled,  December 
8, 1869,  all  imaginable  means  were  brought  to  bear  on  the  Oppo- 
sition— the  cunning  and  intrigue  of  the  Jesuits,  the  persuasives 
and  threats  of  the  Pope,  aiming,  in  case  it  should  prove  im- 
possible to  win  them  over,  at  least  to  suppress  their  opposition 
by  force.  In  numbers,  the  members  of  the  Opposition  were  not 
inconsiderable,  and  they  far  outweighed  the  other  side,  both 
in  theological  attainments,  moral  character,  and  ecclesiastical 
position ;  but  the  schemes  of  the  Pope  and  his  counsellors  were 
mightier  than  they.     But  fifty  out  of  the  one  hundred  and  fifty 

iu  the  Opposition  continued  in  their  protest  to  the  close  of  the 
81» 
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Council,  and  even  these  cowardly  withdrew  from  the  deciding 
battle,  and  afterwards  declared,  from  their  bishoprics  at  home, 
their  most  devoted  agreement  to  the  dogma. 

On  the  other  hand,  in  Germany  (Prussia,  Bavaria,  Baden,  and 
Hesse),  and  in  Switzerland,  a  reaction  arose  against  the  Council 
and  its  decisions,  from  the  liberal  circles  of  the  Catholics,  in  the 
so-called  Old  Catholic  movement.  The  movement  was  set  on 
foot  by  highly-respected  and  distinguished  scientific  men,  and 
has  advanced  with  ever-growing  favor.  In  Germany  it  has 
already  resulted  in  an  independent  and  well-organized  church, 
and  in  Switzerland  hastens  towards  the  same  goal  on  compara- 
tively a  wider  scale. 

1.   The  Council  before  its  Assembly, 

Pius  IX.  announced  to  the  Bishops  assembled  at  the  centenary  of 
St.  Peter  that  he  purposed,  in  the  near  future,  to  call  an  Ecumenical 
Council.  The  Bishops,  in  reply,  expressed  the  hope  that  such  a  Coun- 
cil might  prove,  through  the  intercession  of  the  Immaculate  Virgin,  a 
wondrous  source  of  unity,  peace,  and  holiness.  The  formal  procla- 
mation followed  the  next  year,  1868,  on  Peter-Paul's  day,  June  29th. 
The  purpose  in  view  was  stated  in  general  to  save  the  Church 
from  all  threatening  evils  ;  to  uproot  all  modern  errors,  and  to  over- 
throw all  godless  enemies  of  the  Church  and  the  Apostolic  See.  The 
General  Council  of  Catholics,  at  Bamberg,  assembling  soon  after  this 
proclamation,  recorded  their  opinion,  that  a  new  era  in  the  world's 
history  would  begin  with  the  Council  of  the  Vatican,  for  "  Either  sal- 
vation would  be  brought  to  the  world  through  this  Council,  or  there 
is  no  salvation  for  the  world."  But  this  hope  was  far  from  being 
general  throughout  the  Catholic  world.  The  leiirned  Bishop  in  parti- 
bus,  Maret,  Dean  of  the  Theological  Faculty  at  Paris,  appeared  in  the 
arena  with  an  eloquent  defence  of  the  Gallican  liberties.  And  even 
Count  Montalembert,  hitherto  a  strict  Catholic,  astounded  the  world 
with  his  hostilitv  to  the  Council.  Six  davs  before  he  died,  March  7, 
1870,  he  earnestly  protested  against  the  intrigues  of  the  Jesuits,  and 
the  proposed  dogma  of  Infallibility.  But  the  greatest  stir  was  created 
by  the  pseudonymous  work,  entitled,  "  Der  Papst  und  das  Council  von 
Janm,  Leii)zig,  18G9."  It  was  probably  written  by  Dollinger,  Fried- 
rich,  and  liuber,  and  brought  to  bear  against  the  plans  of  the  Papal 
Court  the  heavy  artillery  of  a  far-reaching  acquaintance  with  eccle- 
siastical history.  The  Papal  Secretary,  Cardinal  Antonelli,  quieted 
the  foreign  ambassadors  at  Rome,  with  the  assurance  that  neither 
the  confirmation  of  the  Syllabus  nor  the  definition  of  the  dogma  of 
Infallibility  was  purposed  by  the  Pope.  Prince  Hohenlohe,  of  Bavaria, 
urged  the  other  Powers  of  Europe  to  uuite  in  preventive  measures 
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against  every  encroachment  of  the  coming  Council  npou  the  Hghtu  of 
the  states.  But  he  urged  in  vain.  The  Powers  thought  best  to  wait, 
and,  not  until  it  was  too  late,  uttered  their  protests  and  their  threats. 

2.   The  Organization  of  the  ConnciL 

Seven  hundred  and  sixty-seven  of  the  ten  hundred  and  forty-four 
invited  prelates  made  their  appearance  at  the  Council.  Of  these 
one  hundred  and  nineteen  Bishops  in  partibus  were  sworn  satellites 
of  the  Papal  Court.  A  still  greater  number  were  Missionary  Bishops, 
who  had  come  to  Rome  at  the  expense  of  the  Holy  Father,  and 
were  quartered  with  attendants  at  the  Propaganda.  The  sixty -two 
Bishops  of  the  States  of  the  Church  were  doubly  dependent  on  the 
Pope,  and  it  was  said  in  Rome,  of  the  eighty  Spanish  and  South 
American  Bishops,  that  at  the  demand  of  the  Pope  they  would 
define  the  Trinity  as  consisting  of  four  persons.  Then  there  were 
forty  Italian  Cardinals,  and  thirty  Generals  of  Orders.  The  Romans 
were  represented  with  more  than  six  hundred  votes,  and  all  Germany 
had  some  fourteen.  For  the  first  time  since  ecumenical  councils 
were  held,  the  laity  were  entirely  shut  out  from  the  proceedings 
of  the  Council.  The  regulations  imposed  by  the  Pope  aimed 
throughout  at  laming  the  Opposition.  The  right  of  making  motions 
was,  indeed,  granted  to  all  the  Fathers  of  the  Council,  but  a  Deputa' 
Hon  chosen  by  the  Pope  decided  as  to  what  motions  might  be  admit- 
ted. Drafts  of  the  decrees  came  from  the  Special  CommissiofiSy  whose 
chairmen  the  Pope  nominated,  to  the  General  Congregation^  where  the 
president  could  at  will  interrupt  any  speaker,  and  deprive  him  of  the 
floor.  Instead  of  the  unanimity  demanded  by  the  canonical  laws  in 
decrees  relating  to  faith,  voting  by  simple  majority  was  introduced. 
A  solemn  protest,  by  the  minority,  against  this  and  similar  acts  of 
violence,  received  no  attention.  The  proceedings  were  stenographi- 
cally  recorded,  but  even  the  members  of  the  Council  were  not  allowed 
access  tg  these  records.  The  resolutions  of  the  General  Congregations 
were  returned  to  the  Special  Commissions  for  final  revision,  and  at  last 
came  to  vote  without  discussion  at  the  Public  Sessions,  by  the  simple 
Placet  or  Non-Placet,  The  righ  t  transept  of  St.  Peter s  Church,  where 
the  acoustic  properties  were  as  poor  as  possible,  was  used  as  the  hall  of 
assembly,  and  the  Pope  steadfastly  refused  to  change  to  a  better 
location.  Added  to  this,  was  the  great  variety  of  pronunciation,  and 
in  many  cases  a  scanty  knowledge  of  Latin.  In  spite  of  the  obliga- 
tions imposed  of  strict  secrecy,  a  tolerably  complete  insight  into  the 
daily  proceedings  of  the  Council  was  obtained  in  certain  circles  at 
Rome,  by  carefully  gathering  up  all  that  was  told  here  and  there. 
Out  of  these  sources  came  the  "  Roman  Letters"  written  probably  by 
Lord  Acton,  a  friend  and  pupil  of  Dollinger.  They  were  sent  by 
trusted  messengers  beyond  the  bounds  of  the  Papal  territory,  and 
then  forwarded  to  Munich,  where  they  were  revised  by  Dollinger  and 
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his  friends,  and  then  made  public  in  the  columns  of  the  Augsburga 
AUg.  Zeitung,  Professor  Friedrich,  who  had  accompanied  Cardinal 
Hohenlohc  to  Rome,  as  Theological  Adviser,  published  in  his  *'7hjfe- 
bueh  Wdhrend  d.  Vat.  Cone,"  second  edition,  Nordl.,  1873,  whal 
information  he  had  received  from  the  Bishops  and  Theologians. 

8.   7%e  Proceedings  of  the  Council, 

The  first  Public  Session  occurred  December  8,  1869,  and  the  second 
on  January  6, 1870,  when  the  Confession  of  Faith  was  presented.  The 
first  proposition  was  the  Scheme  of  Faith^  the  second  the  Scheme  of 
Ecclesiastical  Discipline,  Then  followed  the  Scheme  of  the  Church  cmd 
the  Primacy  of  the  Pope.  Three  articles  presented  the  supremacy  of 
the  Church  over  the  State;  the  absolute  power  of  the  Pope  over  the 
whole  Church  according  to  Pseudo  Isidore  (Vol.  I.,  {  87,  2),  and  the 
claims  of  Gregory  VII.,  Innocent  III.,  and  Boniface  VIII  ;  the 
principal  points  of  the  Syllabus  of  1864;  and  the  sketch  of  a  cate- 
chism for  the  instruction  of  the  youth  throughout  the  Church.  On 
March  6th,  as  a  fourth  article  to  the  Scheme  of  the  Church,  the  sketch 
of  the  decree  of  InfallibUity  was  presented.  An  agitation  on  this 
point  had  commenced  shortly  after  the  opening  of  the  Council. 
An  address  to  the  Pope,  originating  in  the  Jesuit  College,  in  behalf 
of  Infallibility,  received  four  hundred  signatures.  An  address 
on  the  other  side  was  signed  by  one  hundred  and  thirty-seven 
names.  Leading  the  agitation  for  the  Infallibility  were  Archbishops 
Manning,  of  Westminster ;  Deschamps,  of  Mechlin ;  Spalding,  of  Bal- 
timore; and  Bishops  Fessler,  Secretary  of  the  Council;  Senestry,  of 
Regensburg;  Martin,  of  Paderborn ;  and  Mermillod,  of  Geneva. 
Among  the  leaders  of  the  opposition  were  Cardinals  Rauncher,  of 
Vienna;  Schwarzcnberg,  of  Prague;  Mattieu,  of  Besan<jon;  and 
Fluster,  of  Breslau;  Archbishops  Soherr,  of  Munich;  Melchers,  of 
Cologne;  Darboy,  of  Paris;  and  Kenrick,  of  St.  Louis;  and  Bishops 
Ketteler,  of  Mayence;  Dinkle,  of  Augsburg;  Hefele,  of  Rottpnburg; 
Strossmayer,  of  Sirniium;  Dupanloup,  of  Orleans,  etc. 

The  Scheme  of  Faith  was  carried  unanimously  at  the  third  Publie 
Sesfion,  April  24th.  Discussion  over  the  Schetne  of  the  Church  was 
commenced  May  10th,  and  w:is  almo<it  entirely  confined  to  the  ques- 
tion of  Infallibility.  While  .ittempts  were  made  lo  find  some  basis 
in  the  Scripture  and  in  tra«iition  f^ir  the  dogma,  the  great  argu- 
ment was  built  upon  its  necessity  arising  from  the  office  of  the  Pope 
as  vicar  of  Christ.  The  Oppocjition  did  not  so  much  attack  the 
doctrine  of  Infallibility  on  its  own  merits,  as  que:stion  the  expediency 
01  its  fornuil  declaration.  Tiiey  thus  greatly  weakened  their  cause, 
some  of  them  not  wishing  to  oilend  the  Pojh?,  and  other?  anxious  to  leave 
open  a  way  of  retreat,  which  was  sure  to  be  needed.  The  longer 
the  debate  continued,  the  more  decided  ground  in  favor  of  the  dogma 
taken  by  the  Pope.     He  coaxed  and  threatened  as  he  thought 
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beet.  He  upbraided  the  opponents  as  enemi:^s  to  the  Church  and  the 
Apostolic  See,  and  placed  over  against  the  fears  of  schism  his  confi- 
dence in  the  assistance  of  the  Holy  Virgin.  To  the  question  whether  he 
looked  upon  the  definition  as  expedient,  he  replied/'No,  but  necessary." 
It  was  notorious,  he  said,  that  the  whole  Church  through  all  times  had 
taught  the  Infallibility  of  the  Pope.  Long  ago  he  had  believed  in 
Infiillibility,  and  as  Pope  he  fell  it.  July  13th,  the  final  vote  was 
reached  in  the  General  Congregation,  with  three  hundred  and  seventy- 
one  votes  simply  Placet,  sixty- one  Placet  Juxte  Modum,  and  eighty- 
eight  Non- Placet,  After  a  final  and  hopeless  attempt  to  secure 
agreement  to  a  milder  form  of  the  decree,  the  fifty  members  of  the 
minority,  who  had  continued  steadfast,  left  Rome,  leaving  behind 
them  a  written  declaration  that,  while  they  were  obliged  to  maintain 
their  former  objections  to  the  dogma,  out  of  respect  for  the  Pope  they 
would  not  protest  at  the  Public  Session,  On  the  following  day,  July 
18th,  the  fourth  and  last  Public  Session  occurred.  Five  hundred  and 
forty-seven  Fathers  voted  Placet,  and  only  two  (Riccio,  of  C^jazzo, 
and  Fitzgerald,  of  Little  Rock),  Non-Placei,  A  fearful  storm  break- 
ing out  during  the  session,  Pius  IX.  announced,  amidst  thunder  and 
lightning,  as  ''second  Moses"  (Ex.  19:  16),  the  absolute  power  and 
Infill libility  of  himself,  and  of  all  his  predecessors  and  followers.  It 
was  the  same  day  on  which  Napoleon  III.  declared  war  against 
Prussia,  in  consequence  of  which  the  Pope  lost  the  last  vestige  of 
secular  power,  and  every  hope  of  regaining  it. 

4.  The  Recognition  of  the  Decrees  of  the  Council, 

All  protests  which  had  been  made  became  legally  worthless,  be- 
cause they  were  not  maintained.  And  nothing  remained  for  the 
dissenting  Bishops,  but  to  accept  at  last  what  they  had  so  long 
refiised.  And  this  they  did.  As  for  the  Civil  Powers,  not  one  of  them 
has  so  far  recognized  the  Council. 

5.  The  Constitution  of  an  Old  Catholic  Church  in  Qermany, 

So  early  as  August,  1870,  Prof.  Michelis,  in  Braunsberg,  openly 
charged  Pius  IX.  with  heresy,  and  by  the  end  of  the  month  he  was 
joined  by  several  prominent  theologians,  among  whom  were  DoUin- 
ger,  Friedrich,  Reinkens,  Weber,  and  others,  who  declared  at  Nurem- 
berg that  the  Vatican  Council  could  not  be  looked  upon  as  ecumenical, 
nor  the  new  dogma  as  Catholic.  Forty-four  instructors  at  the  University 
of  Munich  responded  to  this  declaration,  as  also  others  from  Breslau, 
Freiburg,  Wiirzbarg,  and  Bonn.  April  14,  1871,  Dollinger  was  ex- 
communicated. September,  1871,  the  first  General  Congress  of  the  Old 
Catholics  met  at  Munich,  with  five  hundred  deputies  present,  gathered 
from  all  Germany.  They  agreed  to  retain  the  faith,  worship,  and 
constitution  of  the  Old  Catholic  Church.  They  declared  th*e  decrees 
of  the  Vatican  Council  invalid,  and  recognized  the  Old  Catholic 
Church  of  Utrecht.    They  expressed  the  hope  of  a  union  with  the 
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Greek  Church,  and  of  agreement  with  the  Protestanta,  In  spite  of 
Doilinger's  opposition,  they  determined  to  institute  independent 
worship,  and  an  episcopal  jurisdiction  of  their  own,  as  early  as  pos- 
sible. At  the  second  OenercU  Congress ^  1872,  at  CJologne,  representa- 
tives were  present  from  the  Anglican  Church  in  England  and  America, 
from  the  Orthodox  Church  of  Russia,  from  France,  Italy  and  Spain, 
either  to  express  their  sympathies  or  to  participate  in  the  proceedings 
as  deputies.  It  was  the  uniform  opinion  that  a  thorough  reform  was 
demanded,  both  in  constitution,  discipline,  and  worship.  Prof.  Fried- 
rich  said :  "  In  the  dogma  of  Infallibility,  we  wrestle  not  against  one 
single  error,  but  against  the  whole  Papal  system,  whose  false  develop- 
ment, through  a  thousand  years,  had  reached  it^  climax  in  this 
dogma."  It  was  agreed,  however,  that  the  first  duly  was  the  selec- 
tion of  a  Bishop.  The  synodal  and  ecclesiastic  arrangements  provided 
for  a  yearly  synod,  to  be  called  by  the  Bishop,  in  which  all  the 
clergy  should  participate,  and  to  which  the  churches  should  send 
deputies,  one  representative  for  every  two  hundred.  A  permanent 
synodal  representation,  consisting  of  five  clergymen  and  seven  laymen, 
was  to  stand  at  the  right  hand  of  the  Bishop.  The  churches  were  to 
choose  their  own  clergyman,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Bishop. 
Prof.  Reinkens  was  chosen  Bishop  the  next  year,  1873. 

42.  (Vol.  II.,  p.  378.)  Doum/all  of  the  States  of  the  Church,  By 
a  popular  vote,  Romagna  was  annexed  to  Sardinia,  1860,  and  in  Sep- 
tember of  the  same  year  a  revolution  broke  out  in  IJmbria  and  the 
Marches,  in  consequence  of  which  Victor  Immanuel  took  possession 
of  these  Papal  provinces  also.  So  that  only  two  of  the  five,  Rome  and 
the  Campagna,  were  left  to  the  Pope,  and  the  possession  of  these  de- 
pended entirely  on  the  uncertain  continuance  of  the  French  troops 
in  Italy.  When,  in  December,  18<)6,  the^e  troops  had  departed,  an 
unsuccessful  attempt  was  made  to  liberate  Italy  from  the  Papal  rule. 
Garibaldi  appeared  at  the  head  of  the  movement,  but,  through  the 
interposition  of  Napoleon,  it  failed.  A  French  garrison  continued 
to  protect  Rome  until,  in  August,  1870,  it  was  compelled  to  with- 
draw to  the  helpless  defence  of  France  itself.  An  Italian  army  occu- 
pied the  Papal  territory,  in  order  to  protect  it  against  fresh  outbreaks. 
But,  after  the  battle  of  Sedan,  all  Italy,  to  a  man,  demanded  Rome 
for  their  cajntal,  and  Victor  Immanuel  had  to  concede.  The  Pope 
sought  help  near  and  far,  from  Catholic  and  non-Catholic  powers,  but 
in  answer  from  all  sides  came  the  echo  of  the  Pope's  own  stereotyped 
expression,  ''Xon  possmnus.''  After  a  four  hours'  cannonade,  breaches 
were  made  in  the  walls  of  the  Eternal  City.  The  white  flag  was  raised, 
and  aniiijst  the  shouts  of  the  populace  the  Italian  troops  entered. 
A  popular  vote  in  the  remaining  Papal  territory  resulted  in  133,681 
votes  for,  and  1.307  against,  the  annexation.  In  Rome  the  vote 
40,785  to  46,  in  favor  of  annexation. 
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